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This book is not a commercial production, is not copyrighted and is offered into the Public
Domain. The aim of this book is solely to provide access to information that is routinely
being obscured from the human population, through censorship and shadow banning.

| have endeavoured to supply sources for all quotations and assertions. | shall consider my

job done if readers are led to the multiple sources of information upon which this book is

based. Links to these sources and resources are to be found in the Footnotes appended to
each chapter.

At the time of writing these links are mostly still available. This could change in the near
future as there is a concerted effort afoot to close down the internet and remove anything
that the world’s governments and NGO’s consider to be Misinformation or
Disinformation.

In truth there is only Information. Information that is branded Misinformation or
Disinformation is nothing more than Inconvenient Information — inconvenient that is to a
preconceived agenda; the window in which it is possible to obtain information from
variegated sources, rather than solely from official sources, is closing fast. | urge the
reader to explore all the resources listed as soon as is practicable.



THE UNFATHOMABLE COMPLEXITY OF A LIVING CELL

“The unfathomable complexity of a living cell is not generally appreciated;
even a simulation of the way a mitochondrion moves would be beyond our
current conventions. Emulating fragments of our trivial understanding does

not explain their intricacy, for cells are intelligent, and they live lives that we
have hardly begun to address.”

Brian J Ford
See:

https://www.academia.edu/35420270/Cellular intelligence Microphenomenology and the realiti
es of being



https://www.academia.edu/35420270/Cellular_intelligence_Microphenomenology_and_the_realities_of_being
https://www.academia.edu/35420270/Cellular_intelligence_Microphenomenology_and_the_realities_of_being
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INTRODUCTION

When | talk about the disease of modern medicine | am not talking about the thousands and
thousands of men and women of good conscience who have devoted their lives to saving lives and
looking after the sick and the wounded. | am talking about the weaponization of a noble profession
against the human race by monstrous vested interests in a process that has been creeping up on us
for decades now and with the COVID19 Pandemic Hoax has reached its End Game.

The vast majority of the human population is oblivious.

I’'m not quite sure why | am not oblivious. | have never been remotely interested in politics. | have
always suspected it was an irrelevance. Now | am convinced of it.

The response to the COVID19 Pandemic is not being driven by governments and politicians. It is
being driven by a huge conglomeration of NGO’s overseen by the World Economic Forum and the
World Health Organisation all financed by a tiny cartel of financiers and globalists.

Health policy globally has now become the primary method of social engineering, and has very
little to do with your individual health.

In this book | will describe my experience of being the parent of a child with cancer. This experience
was fading into the back story of my life until March 2020 when the sudden instigation of medical
fascism across the globe brought back forcibly my experiences negotiating the nebulous realm of
paediatric oncology departments.

At the time of my daughter’s illness | had commenced writing a book about our experiences. Life
took over, and the project remained in the bottom drawer of my desk. With the instigation of
national lockdowns, and finding myself unable to work, | suddenly had the opportunity to pick up
where | left off.

| also commenced a period of intense research into the history of medicine and incidentally the
history of the globe. Above all | wanted to answer the question: Why? How is it that, in spite of all
our much vaunted technology and scientific achievement in 2020 we found ourselves held to
ransom by a virus so insignificant that it used to be known as the common cold.

What | discovered was alarming but not entirely surprising to me. For it became clear to me that the
whole subject of human health care and management had become co-opted by nefarious forces that
have no interest in furthering the cause of human health, but are solely interested in using
manipulation of human health as a prime means for profiteering and social engineering.

In order to achieve this, the one thing needful is the demonization of what has been known as the
human immune system. This process has been under way for decades; and is principally focussed
upon convincing the human population that the only thing necessary for a robust immune system is
an accelerating schedule of vaccines.

| have recently learned that the whole concept of an ‘immune system’ is a total misnomer since it
perpetuates the notion that the human organism is at war with the rest of Creation — which is



nonsense. But the fact remains that until relatively recently we all accepted the notion that the
human organism had the capacity to self regulate - and the name for this was the immune system.

Yet in the past 20 years - the same period that has seen the explosion of the internet and social
media — the human immune system has almost been written out of the medical textbooks. Or rather
it has been turned on its head. It has been weaponized against us.

Suddenly we are being told that we have auto-immune diseases, that is, diseases caused by the
immune system attacking itself.

The narrative has become clear. The human immune system is not fit for purpose. It needs to be
assisted or supplanted by pharmaceutical therapeutics.

What this is really saying is that natural biology does not know what it is doing, is incapable of self
regulating, is incompetent to look after us. Therefore we have no option but to turn to
pharmaceutical medicine, and in particular vaccinations, in order to look after us.

The standard of care in the treatment of cancer is cytotoxic drugs that wipe out the immune system.
The inevitable conclusion from this must be the immune system is useless.

This past year we have seen the World Health Organisation change its definition of herd immunity
from a state where sufficient of the population has been exposed to a particular pathogen so that
the pathogen is no longer a danger to human health, to the statement that herd immunity is
achieved when sufficient number of the population have been vaccinated.

Clearly the human immune system is a relic of the past to be expunged.
MY SOLE PURPOSE IN PUBLISHING THIS BOOK IS TO COUNTERACT THIS NONSENSE

| am not a medical professional and | am glad that | am not. But | am a reasonably intelligent human
being with a modicum of common sense and | feel it is important to reinstate the importance of
common sense as an essential feature of what it is to be a human being amid the welter of
specialists, experts and academics all of whom appear to have abandoned any semblance of
common sense decades ago. When somebody says to me we have to follow the science |
wholeheartedly agree. But it needs to be ALL the science not just the bits and pieces that may suit an
ongoing agenda...

| decided to set all that | have learned down in a book to be entitled The Disease of Modern
Medicine. My original plan was to publish it on Amazon Kindle. Then | became aware of the rampant
censorship of all alternative information concerning medicine and health generally, and the fact that
Amazon is implicated up to its eyeballs in the very social engineering experiment we are living
through. So | abandoned the idea of a Kindle book and instead have decided to launch a website
with a downloadable pdf for anyone that’s interested in retaining a copy of all the information
contained in it.

The thesis of this book is simple. Health is not an absence of disease it is our birthright. But we have
been brainwashed into believing that from the moment we are born we are potential victims of
marauding diseases. This is nonsense.



The only marauding disease on this planet is the medical industrial complex that is working 24/7 to
convince us that in order to be healthy we have to submit our bodies to a never ending array of
medical interventions commencing with a ludicrous pot pourri of poisons, under the name of
vaccines, designed to ensure that said complex signs you up as a customer for life.

This is what | mean by The Disease of Modern Medicine.

DAVID THE GORILLA

| was watching a documentary about gorillas by David Attenborough. There was this one gorilla
called David, who was an alpha male in danger of losing his dominance due to encroaching old age —
but David was having none of it. He successfully fought off the competition, but in the process was
seriously injured. It looked like he might die.

The rest of the pack deserted him. He had a huge open wound that was surely going to become
infected. For days on end he lay out in the full sun and it seemed the end must come. But then
eventually he finds the energy to pick himself up and pursue the pack that had deserted him.
Eventually he catches up with them. When he does so he has to put up a big show of dominance in
spite of the fact he is feeling desperately sick. He successfully reclaims his right to rule through sheer
force of Will.

He then retires into the jungle and apparently stuffs himself with fruits and leaves that he knows are
going to help him heal. Miraculously he appears to regain his full health and resumes his reign.

What enabled him to heal..?

1 principally his immense vitality and obvious conviction of his own importance
2 the hot dry climate that allowed him to recuperate in the open air soaking up lots of sun light
3 the fact he slept for several days on end

3 his knowing what his body needed by way of nutrition

So Vitality, Sunlight, Fresh Air, Sleep and Nutrition

| would say these are all any living breathing organism needs to heal itself.

The current situation the human race faces is payback for a lack of trust in the miraculous healing
capacity of our own biology and a faulty health paradigm.



MECHANISTIC V. VITAL

In the 19% century there were two paradigms — the Mechanistic and the Vitalist. Mechanistic was
what we would call Allopathy — which looks at the human body like a machine. Vitalist was largely
homeopathic and herbal medicine —and insists on looking at the human being as a functional unity.

Since the beginning of the 20™ century there has been a concerted effort to discredit all alternative
medicine — that is any medical intervention that does not conform to the tenets of Allopathic
medicine — any modality that refuses to look at the human being as a machine.

Allopathic medicine is largely based on Pasteur’s germ theory, whereby the disease is always a
marauding invader coming from outside the organism.

Have a look at the entry for alternative medicine on Wikipedia to see how hard allopathy works to
rubbish all alternatives. The article opens as follows:

‘Alternative medicine is any practice that aims to achieve the healing effects of medicine despite
lacking biological plausibility, testability, repeatability, or evidence from clinical trials.
Complementary medicine (CM), complementary and alternative medicine (CAM), integrated
medicine or integrative medicine (IM), and holistic medicine attempt to combine alternative practices
with those of mainstream medicine. Alternative therapies share in common that they reside outside
of medical science and instead rely on pseudoscience. Traditional practices become "alternative"
when used outside their original settings and without proper scientific explanation and evidence.
Frequently used derogatory terms for relevant practices are new age or pseudo- medicine, with little
distinction from quackery.’ (2)

It would be funny if it wasn’t criminal misdirection on an epic scale.

Because the fact is for any sane thinking person it must be abundantly clear the mechanistic
approach to human health doesn’t work. Why else are we confronting an epidemic of chronic
disease the like of which the world has never seen before?

The only area in which mechanistic medicine works is that of crisis intervention. At this it excels
there can be no doubt about it. This is when the machine breaks down entirely. ‘When all the king’s
horses and all the king’s men couldn’t put Humpty together again’ - allopathy comes to the rescue.

The rest of the time it does an excellent job of engendering chronic disease in order that eventually
the machine will break down and Allopathy may come to the rescue. It does this in the following
ways:

1 Administering of antibiotics — thus destroying the flora and fauna that make up the Microbiome

2 Administering of Vaccinations — which is nothing less than intentional poisoning of the organism,
ensuring that the natural desire for homeostasis is perpetually disrupted.

3 Administering of pharmaceutical drugs in order to allay or suppress symptoms. This is its trump
card; because the drugs are designed to treat not the disease itself but only the symptoms; thus the
diseased condition pertains often requiring higher and higher doses of the pharmaceutical
intervention, which in turn lead to a whole plethora of side effects requiring new prescriptions for



new medications to treat the side effects and then more prescriptions to treat the side effects of the
side effects and on and on ad infinitum until eventually the patient develops cancer — always the last
side effect of over toxification of the body — and can then be given hugely expensive and hugely
profitable mega doses of chemotherapy and radiotherapy which will finally ensure the quality of life
of the unfortunate victim is reduced to zero in whatever months or years of life they may have left
before they finally die ....

This is the Disease of Modern Medicine.

INTRODUCTION FOOTNOTES

1 See https://h2g2.com/edited entry/A6672963

2 See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Alternative _medicine



https://h2g2.com/edited_entry/A6672963
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Alternative_medicine

ABOUT ME

I’'m not an expert. | don’t have a PHD. | have no medical training. Thus the fact checkers can happily
dismiss me and my ramblings in these pages as irrelevant.

Nevertheless | think | represent something that is under threat in the looming New World Order,
namely an averagely intelligent human being, with a mind of his own, and a determination to use it.

When we are being told NOT to think for ourselves, NOT to have an opinion, to just DO AS WE ARE
TOLD - something has gone terribly wrong.

| started life as an opera singer and will always consider myself first and foremost as a musician.
Nevertheless | was not attracted to the life of a full time professional singer and did everything to
avoid it. For four years | co directed The Mayer-Lismann Opera Centre in London. Then in 1994 |
moved to Cornwall for a six month sabbatical to concentrate on writing, fell in love with Cornwall
and never returned to London. | published two books on the operas of Wagner and Verdi, quickly
ran out of money so became Director of a bankrupt Art’s Centre (not a sensible career move
admittedly). | remained at the arts centre for nearly 10 years until | myself went bankrupt. | shall
always be proud of the fact the Arts Centre didn’t!

| then took to running a pub for the next six years. In 2013 the pub sold and | found myself back on
the street and was forced to take stock, and realise it was time to get back to what | was passionate
about — namely music. | took on two community choirs, soon added a third and resumed teaching
singing, which I’'ve been doing ever since. | recently finished a book on the work of Colin Wilson who,
until | discovered David Icke, | had always assumed to be the only intelligent man on the planet.

| give you these facts about my life to show that my life has been anything but straightforward yet |
wouldn’t change a single thing about it. It seems to me a human life is an organic thing that should
be allowed to unfold as the individual sees fit - which is how my life has unfolded. At the age of 60 |
feel infinitely better equipped to cope with life than | did at the age of 20. And this is how it should
be. And this is what | want for my children.

| have two beautiful daughters aged 14 and 16 and | want them to have all the opportunities and
possibilities that | had to direct my life as | saw fit.

| am extremely alarmed by the way in which these possibilities and opportunities are being
eradicated as | write this. How will it be possible for a life to unfold organically when the most
fundamental of freedoms is being taken from us — that is our right to bodily autonomy?

All my life | have felt threatened by the medical profession. This stems undoubtedly from the fact at
the age of 6 | was taken off to hospital to have my tonsils removed. It was an excruciating
experience. | only learned 20 years later that | apparently nearly died because | bled so profusely
post surgery and the hospital did not have the required blood type to give me transfusion. | don’t
hold it against them. We're all human after all. In 1967 nobody would have thought of suing the
hospital as might well be the case now.

I managed to avoid hospitals until my 40th year when my spleen suddenly ruptured on Boxing Day
2001. I shall forever be grateful to the surgeon who saved my life on that occasion.



It was nearly 10 years before | had to enter a hospital again. This time it was with my youngest
daughter Erin who, aged 4, had developed a Wilm’s tumour in one of her kidneys. Again | shall
always be grateful to the surgeon that saved her life by removing the kidney with the offending
tumour.

My wife and | had to acknowledge we now had a daughter with cancer and we were assured this
was a life sentence. Once you’ve had cancer you always have cancer. This is the sort of bollocks they
like to tell you to ensure you remain a good client for life.

But my daughter was diagnosed with metastatic lung cancer which we were told was inoperable and
if it didn’t respond to treatment her chances of survival were reduced to virtually zero.

And this was a massive wake up call.

It quickly became apparent to me that the chemotherapy was utterly useless and far from curing her
was likely to kill her if we allowed the oncologist to keep piling it in. So when the oncologist said they
were going to submit Erin to High Dose Chemotherapy we called a halt. We only found out later the
only reason they didn’t ignore us and give her the treatment anyway was they knew if compelled to
stand in a court of law they’d have a hard job convincing the judge that the proposed treatment
would have a better than 50% efficacy in spite of the known horrendous side effects.

It was at this juncture | realised we had to wash our hand of the medical profession. If we wanted
our daughter to survive we needed to address the problem ourselves.

| commenced an intensive period of research into alternative treatments for cancer. This in turn
opened out to me a whole new way of looking at the nature of disease and more importantly the
nature of health.

Health is not an absence of disease. Health is our natural birthright. But we are slowly and surely
being robbed of our natural birthright by:

The air we breathe

The water we drink

The food we eat

The toxins we ingest

The stress we live under

& last but by no means least:

The pharmaceuticals we are prescribed

The thing | learned most is there is only one disease condition and that is toxaemia — an excess of
toxins in the lives we are leading.



This is responsible for every conceivable disease condition and the only answer to it is to provide
antidote for the toxins, antidotes that are readily available in the vitamins and minerals we should
be receiving in the diet we consume, but most of all in the way we go about living our lives, the way
in which we approach our own bodies, the way in which we deal with the stress of living in the 21st
century.

Everything about the modern industrialised food supply chain, the use of aggressive chemicals in the
food chain, the toxicity of the air we breathe, the toxicity of our lives from dawn to dusk mitigates
against the smooth functioning of our biology.

We have been entrained to believe that we are something separate from our biology that we have a
life distinct from our biology, that we are creatures of the mind and of the intellect and we can leave
our biology behind — or leave it in the hands of our kindly doctors and nurses.

This is the main theme of my book about Colin Wilson. And it is the main theme of this book and its
associated website www.thediseaseofmodernmedicine.com

We have allowed ourselves to be led down a road of crisis management. We are led to believe that
what we eat, what we drink, how we live, what stress we accumulate, has no impact on our lives and
if it does the medical profession will be there to pick up the pieces.

And | have first hand experience of how brilliant can be our doctors’ crisis management. But | also
have first hand experience of how inept they are when dealing with chronic conditions.

Cancer is a chronic condition. It is not acquired over night. It is grown over a matter of months and
years. It has nothing to do with the genes we inherited at birth. It has to do with how we express
those genes in our everyday lives.

No chronic condition can be cured with drugs. In order to cure any condition it is necessary to
address the cause of that condition. And the cause is always toxaemia to some degree or another.

And if the cause is toxaemia what possible sense can there be in piling in more toxins? This is what is
happening every time a patient visits their GP or enters a hospital. It makes no sense.

| am utterly convinced we are working under a faulty health paradigm and there will be no
improvement in outcomes until the paradigm is drastically revised.

| am convinced my daughter’s cancer and probably most instances of kidney cancer in children are
caused by the ramped up vaccine schedule. Vaccines are highly toxic. A new born infant should
never be subjected to these toxins.

My understanding of what health truly is reached a whole new level with the discovery of electro-
medicine and the work of Wilhelm Reich and the work of Raymond Royal Rife. This new
understanding can be summed up in the phrase:

EVERYTHING IS FREQUENCY!

If you want to ensure health you have to ensure that every cell in the body is vibrating as it should to
do the job it was designed to do.


http://www.thediseaseofmodernmedicine.com/

In order to achieve this there is only one thing needful and that is OXYGEN

The degree to which our bodies are able to acquire the requisite amount of oxygen to function as
they are supposed to function is entirely predicated on:

WHAT WE EAT

WHAT WE DRINK

HOW WE THINK & HOW WE FEEL

THE WORLD BY WHICH WE ARE SURROUNDED
There is a word for this understanding and it is this:
EPIGENETICS

Epigenetics is the way in which the environment we inhabit impinges upon the expression of our
biology.

If we live right we live right

If we live wrong we live wrong

If we live right we remain healthy
If we live wrong we get sick

IT REALLY IS THAT SIMPLE!

With this understanding my wife and | instigated a whole raft of lifestyle changes into Erin’s life -
lifestyle changes that were designed to ensure she never got sick again...

These are lifestyle changes that the whole family has embraced.

After my spleen ruptured in 2001 | was told | would have to take antibiotics for the rest of my life
and present myself annually for flu vaccines and every five years for pneumococcal vaccines. For the
first 5 years | complied because | knew no better. If I'd continued for the last 15 years I'd probably be
dead. After 5 years | was feeling so ill | could barely drag myself out of bed in the morning.

So | applied all that | had learned from my researches for Erin to myself. | gave up the antibiotics. |
adjusted my diet and commenced a regime of vitamins and supplements that have kept me alive
and kicking in spite of the fact I'm a total couch potato, and still a chain smoker. | have enjoyed
better health in the past decade than through the preceding half century.

All this was to be included in a book to be called Erin’s Story which I've worked on intermittently
over the past ten years since Erin was finally released from treatment. But the sense of urgency was
lost as it became clear we were somehow managing to keep on top of Erin’s illness and she was year
on year developing into a beautiful vibrant young lady who has recently finished her second novel



and who takes pleasure in running marathons to prove anything is possible even for someone who
has only half the lung capacity of her contemporaries..

The book was put aside. (1)

And then came March 2020 and | realised that the problems and issues | thought pertained just to
me and my little family applied to the entire human race and something has to be done — and fast.

| have always had an enquiring mind and always sought to answer the question: Why? It seems to
me the capacity to ask this question is the defining feature of what it is to be human.

Musicians communicate principally through feeling and intuition. Feeling and intuition have been
telling me for months now that something is desperately wrong.

| don’t like being lied to!

As 2020 progressed | came to realise that the entire human population was being lied to and
encouraged to believe in nonsense, and if failing to believe in nonsense was being subjected to
historic levels of propaganda (lies) and abuse.

Again | have to ask: Why?

The most basic human right there can be is the right to have your own thoughts. In a free society this
should mean you can direct your life according to the thoughts that you have.

The only moral mandate there should be is to do no harm to any other living creature.

In 2021 we are being told that we are all of us as individuals intrinsically harmful. We are harming
the planet by consuming (Global Warming) and we are harming each other just by breathing
(COVID19).

Are these two assertions true?
| have examined a vast amount of evidence and have come to certain conclusions.
The main conclusion is this:

The only harm being perpetrated on this planet is by human beings who do not respect the sanctity
of Nature and the sanctity of Life — synonymous with Love — and who devote their lives to
exploitation, aggrandising themselves at the expense of others.

This includes serial killers, murderers, rapists, misogynists, confidence tricksters and any who sell
their souls to a monstrous vested interest. Most especially it includes those who think they have a
right to dictate terms of life and death over their fellow human beings.

History is littered with megalomaniacs, tyrants and psychopaths who have imagined they can dictate
terms to the people they rule over. Read Colin Wilson’s Criminal History of Mankind to see what |

mean.



In 2021 we are in the extraordinary position as a race of being held hostage by an agglomeration of
vested interests managed by a tiny handful of individuals who seem to think they have the right to
dictate terms to the vast majority of the human population.

And it’s all being done in the name of the public good.
What is the public good?

Surely it is nothing more nor less than the right of each individual to live your life as you want to live
it creating the maximum good and causing the minimum harm in the process, with the least
intrusion possible from the forces of organisation that we have created in order to protect that right.

This is the importance of the Constitution in America, the Bill of Human Rights, the Nuremberg Code,
the Ten Commandments and every other charter of moral authority that the human race has ever
dreamt up — to protect the rights to liberty and independence of every single individual human being
on the planet.

This seems to have been forgotten.

The aim of this book is to redress the balance. Vast numbers are being told they have to get an
experimental vaccine in order to hold on to their jobs, in order to have a life at all.

In order to be able to give permission for someone to inflict upon you an experimental medical
procedure it is necessary to give Informed Consent.

In order to give informed Consent you have to be informed of ALL the facts. The human population is
not being given ALL the facts.

This book aims to address that issue.

INTRODUCTORY: ABOUT ME FOOTNOTES

1 | was going to include it as the first part of this book but then realised it would make this book
even more unwieldy than it already is, so have decided to publish it separately.



PAYBACK TIME

The essay that follows was written at the outset of the so called COVID Pandemic in 2020. Right at
the outset | identified that this was the human race’s Payback Time for allowing ourselves to be
convinced by an entirely erroneous health paradigm propagated ever since Louis Pasteur first
propounded his profoundly ill conceived Germ Theory.

The essay provides a useful resume of the information that | will be aiming to unfold in the pages
that follow.

PAY BACK TIME A Parent’s Perspective

| recently had cause to write to the Centre for Countering Digital Hate. | was outraged to discover
their Anti Vaxx Playbook listing innumerable health professionals and activists who have been
working tirelessly to alert the human population to the dangers inherent in the proposed mass
vaccination programme for COVID19. To see these doctors equated with racists and terrorists made
my blood boil.

Of course health professionals like Sayer Ji, Joseph Mercola, Sheri Tenpenny and Kelly Brogan had
long seen the writing on the wall. Censorship had been ramped up through the late teens of our
century and in retrospect it can be seen that full scale medical fascism was coming of age in 2018
and now in 2021 has finally flown the nest and entered the public domain.

Ever since the Flexner Report was published in 1910 Allopathic Medicine has been working to
demonise all natural and holistic medicine, that is the medicine and protocols which have served the
human race for millennia, in favour of drugs and treatments derived from petrochemicals, which
were only thought of at the end of the 19" century. Now in 2021, just over a century later Allopathic
Medicine is making its final bid for world hegemony and the extermination of all alternatives. This
has got to be stopped.

If you think this is an exaggeration try googling any one of the above mentioned practitioners and
you will have the impression that they are just a bunch of quacks and pseudoscientific profiteers.
The truth of the matter is they represent the sad remnants of what used to be a respectable and
noble profession devoted to assisting people to heal naturally from disease and discover the true
meaning of health, struggling heroically against a tidal wave of abuse and misinformation, a
campaign being funded and driven by a cartel of companies so corrupt they would have been closed
down decades ago were it not for the fact they are serving the ends of a globalist agenda.

Sign up to any of these practitioners’ mailing lists and it’ll land in your Junk Folder — guaranteed,
regardless of the fact you actually asked for it.

When the whole pandemic hoax broke over us in March 2020 | remember saying to a friend:
‘This is pay-back time for a faulty health paradigm’

| couldn’t then have known how apposite that thought was....



My friend just looked at me as though | was vaguely deranged.

But | had an advantage over my friend. | had had a rehearsal. | had already had intensive experience
of the strange cultish ways of the medical profession when my youngest daughter Erin was
diagnosed in 2011 with a Wilm’s tumour, a cancer of the kidney. We were told that she had an 80%
chance of survival.

ERIN’S STORY

Over the next two years we entered upon a journey that could only be described as a nightmare, not
just because of the immense suffering endured by my little girl but also because we entered a world
where nothing was what it appeared to be, where the goalposts shifted from day to day, where we
were routinely lied to, cajoled, blandished, intimidated, pleaded with, blackmailed, threatened,
defamed, wooed, insulted and above all else manipulated...

Sound familiar............... ?

When we started on our journey we were model parents. That is to say we accepted what we were
told and we did as we were told.

Things began to unravel in 2012 when Erin was diagnosed with metastatic lung cancer and her
chances of survival plummeted from 80% to 20%. None of the treatments appeared to be making
any impact on the disease and we realised we could not just sit back and hope that the medical
profession would remedy the problem. It was quite clear the medical profession did not have the
means, in spite of what we were told. Things came to a head when we were presented with a
consent form to sign giving permission for Erin to be subjected to high dose chemotherapy. We
refused to sign.

Clearly this was unheard of. Clearly this was tantamount to telling the Pope you didn’t believe in the
Immaculate Conception.

But | had done my research and | knew there was no proof of efficacy from this therapy and every
indication of immense long-term harm. Effectively it was designed to wipe out the immune system.
One therapist we visited likened it to dropping an atom bomb. Where was the sense in that?

The troops were called in. We were sat down with a consultant oncologist who wanted to know
what business we thought we had to tell our oncologist how to do his job?

| found out later this gentlemen was largely employed by the EU to advocate for doctors to attend to
the economics of their profession, and when presenting conflicts of interest would declare links to
Accord Healthcare, Bernstein, European Generics Association, Hospira, Merk Serono, Napp, Pfizer
and Sandoz. In other words he was a Big Pharma flunkey sent in to put the frighteners on us. He was
so obnoxious that my wife was reduced to screaming hysteria (something that hardly ever happens),
the meeting was terminated and henceforth there was an uncomfortable stand-off with Erin’s
oncology team.



At the same time as we were receiving our education in medical fascism a story hit the headlines of a
young boy called Neon Roberts who had reportedly been kidnapped by his mother to avoid her son
having radiotherapy to reduce a deadly brain tumour. The woman was presented as deranged. |
knew differently as | knew somebody who had assisted her. For his pains this man’s home was
raided in an SAS style raid, armed officers descending from helicopters looming overhead. You
would have thought he, and the family he was attempting to assist, were political terrorists. The
writing was on the wall.

Sally Roberts was only trying to do what was best for her son. Andrew Wakefield has often
referenced a mother’s instinct as being the best guide as to what is right or wrong for her children. |
can testify to this.

Why do we think because somebody operates out of an imposing building, wears a white coat and
has a string of letters after his or her name they have the right to override a mother’s instinct? We
only think this is OK because we have been conditioned to believe that somebody who works in an
imposing building, wears a white coat and has a string of letters after his/her name is important. This
is the greatest fallacy of the modern age and needs to be expunged. In my experience anybody who
works in an imposing building, wears a white coat and has a string of letters after his/her name is
just a flunkey who surrendered the natural right of every human being to instinctual life and native
intelligence decades ago. They —and we — have been brainwashed to believe we are powerless and
have no rights to do anything other than obey.

The real issue here is an issue that is at the heart of the human experience.
From the moment we are born we are told what to do. We are conditioned. We are programmed.

We are taught from our earliest days to do what we are told, first by our parents, then by our
teachers, then by our employers, and that’s before you factor in peer pressure, the continuous
propaganda streaming from the television, the dictates of your religion if you subscribe to a religion,
the dictates of the medical profession when you go to see your doctor. We are always told ‘doctor
knows best’. In my experience he very rarely knows best, and these days it’s not a doctor you're
consulting anyway. It’s a pharmacological textbook brought up on a computer screen.

As the Russian mystic philosopher G.I. Gurdjieff understood we are no better than programmed
robots. Our capacity for freedom of thought or action is virtually zero.

The result of all this is a steadily encroaching compartmentalisation of our lives. We must trust the
experts and listen to the science to the point that we are no longer accorded the right to form an
opinion of our own. In areas of specialisation, such as virology and biology, we are told we cannot
understand the issues involved because we are not sufficiently educated. Native intelligence and
common sense are no longer permitted. And most of all the right to question is not permitted.

And the irony is that we, as individual, non-specialised human beings, now have a resource at our
fingertips that was never available to our ancestors — the internet. With the advent of the internet
arrived the means to research and learn about anything we choose to turn our minds to. There has
never been a time in human history when the entire human race has had so much knowledge at its
fingertips. Knowledge is no longer the sole province of a small educated elite. It is available to all.



And we have to start using it before it disappears; more than that we have to start shouldering the
responsibility that this access to knowledge confers.

The rampant censorship occurring at this time represents a last desperate attempt to control the
narrative to the extent that the field of knowledge that has been available to us hitherto (or rather in
the last 20 years) is now drastically reduced to that which is convenient to our lords and masters.
Nowhere is this clearer than in the operations of the ‘Centre for Countering Digital Hate’, and their
attempt to classify all alternative physicians concerned about the damage being done by a one size
fits all vaccination campaign that makes no logical sense to anybody with half a brain cell left in their
head, with terrorists, racists and other hate criminals.

It quickly became clear to me that even back in 2011 this access to knowledge provided by the
internet had become a thorn in the side of the medical profession. Because now access to all the
research papers for every conceivable condition known to Man is available to everybody through
PubMed, Jama, BMJ etc it is now possible for any patient, or parent of a patient, to examine ALL the
evidence in a way that was never previously possible. Thus it becomes possible to truly become
informed. This is what | did in 2011/12 and there came a moment when | realised we were being
hoodwinked. We were not being told the truth.

| could therefore challenge statements that were made to me that | knew to be false. This made me
extremely unpopular. And this more than anything else explains the rampant censorship in 2021 of
any contrary narrative concerning COVID19. The information is still available, but becoming
increasingly difficult to find, and well nigh impossible if you are using Google to search.

Sayer Ji has compiled an amazing resource on his website GREENMEDINFO. (1)

I have seen him accused of cherry picking the science. This is a laughable accusation coming from the
profession that has made cherry picking into a fine art form and that has effectively ignored 20 years
of advances in science and medical research. All Ji is doing is bringing together in one place all the
research that is being ignored and sidelined by the vested interests that control the medical
industry.

There came a moment in my daughter’s journey where we were told that all the medical profession

could offer now was palliative treatment. In other words she was sent home to die. | commenced an
intensive period of research into alternative cancer therapies trawling the internet 24/7 for anything
that | could find that might represent a ray of hope. It was a sobering experience.

| was appalled to discover that we are now at the mercy of a medical cartel that clearly has a vested
interest in perpetuating the myth that cancer is incurable and would do anything, literally anything,
to protect its profits; to discover that the War on Cancer announced by Richard Nixon in 1971 was a
war that was never meant to be won; to discover that numerous physicians and researchers who
had identified and attempted to make known treatments that were superior by levels of magnitude
to the endlessly repeated triumvirate of Chemo, Radiation and Surgery, had been persecuted,
imprisoned, and ‘disappeared’ for nothing more than attempting to alleviate human suffering and
alert the world to possible means of curing what the medical profession was determined to
designate as incurable.



There was a positive side of course to my research and that was that | discovered there were
innumerable things | could do not just to increase my daughter’s chances of surviving the disease but
also ameliorate the long term effect of the extremely toxic treatments she was being subjected to.
Of course there was no discussing any of this with Erin’s oncologist and we found that every attempt
to instigate alternative treatments from home was baulked. It slowly dawned on us that once your
child has cancer you are expected to surrender all your rights as a parent.

With the help of a friend we started a fund to raise money to fund alternative treatments for Erin.
We started a website. We planned to take Erin to a clinic in South America where we felt sure we
would get all the treatments we had identified she needed, and was never going to get while under
the auspices of the NHS. We were told we would not be allowed to fly. | attempted to have a
conversation with the oncologist concerning the benefits of Bicarbonate of Soda (Baking Soda in the
US). He pretended to know nothing about it. We requested that Erin be allowed Hyperbaric Oxygen.
We were told this would inhibit the effect of the radiation Erin had received (a bare faced lie — all the
evidence is Hyperbaric Oxygen improves outcomes with radiotherapy); we invested in a GB4000
machine to give Erin Rife frequencies. The nurse who came to our house saw the machine and
reported back that we were Scientologists....

We were now referred up the line to a lady who was supposedly the top paediatric oncologist in the
UK at London’s Great Ormond Street Hospital.

This lady sat us down and proceeded to turn Erin’s diagnosis and prognosis totally on its head. At the
conclusion of the interview she stood up and hands on hips demanded to know if we accepted her
proposal? Since it contradicted everything we had been told in the previous eighteen months we
said we’d need some time to think about it. She was clearly outraged. | remember thinking ‘my god,
she thinks she has some sort of divine mandate and we’re supposed to grovel in the dust at her
feet'.

WHY DO WE NO LONGER TRUST NATURE..?

| was looking out of my bedroom window this morning at the unfolding of spring, the miraculous
budding and emergence from a long winter of all the infinite variety of trees, plants and shrubs in
our garden and | was thinking how insane to think we can control all this, this miracle of life beyond
comprehension. And it struck me forcibly the only sane stance before this extraordinary miracle of
life that we find ourselves in the midst of is one of humility, and how all the problems we face in
2021 come down to a total absence of any humility on the part of the science community, the
medical community or the governments that rule over us.

The attitude of all these institutions - and that is all they are — institutions - is no different from the
consultant oncologist my wife and | had to deal with. The message we are being given is ‘You are
ignorant and you know nothing. Therefore you will do as you are told. You will not have a point of
view. You will not think for yourself.’

There is no humility. There is only overweening arrogance and what the Greeks would call hubris.

The other day | came across this on Moderna’s website concerning mRNA Vaccines:



‘The main goal of a vaccine for a particular infectious agent such as the virus that causes COVID19 is
to teach the immune system what that virus looks like. Once educated the immune system will
vigorously attack the actual virus if it ever enters the body’.

When | read this | realised here is the main problem we face. We no longer trust Nature. We believe
that Nature, the same Nature that gave us life in the first place is inadequate. The medical and
scientific establishment believes we have to ‘educate’ Nature.

Well guys I've got news for you: Nature is a darned sight more intelligent than you’ll ever be and
when you stop trying to educate it and start learning from it we might get somewhere. Because
unlike you Nature has been fine tuning its functioning for billions of years....

And yet here are our virologists, bacteriologists and scientists (computer programmers) conjuring up
a vaccine in three months and telling us how we should live our lives, when we can go to work, when
we can visit our parents, when we can go outside, when we can go inside, what we can say, what we
can’t say — all on the basis of computer predictions based on entirely unwarrantable assumptions.

How many times has Britain’s computer modeller for epidemic diseases, Neil Ferguson, been proved
wrong? Why are we listening to these computer boffins? Why are we taking any notice of them?

The fact is if we weren’t so utterly brainwashed we wouldn’t. It is perfectly clear there is no
pandemic in 2020. All the statistics have been manipulated to convince us there is a pandemic.

I’'m not going to rehearse here all the reasons it is not a pandemic. This has been done by specialists
and professionals far better qualified than I.

It is perfectly clear that what we have been enduring since March 2020 has nothing to do with a
health epidemic. If you doubt this, as you unquestionably will if you’ve been listening to the
Mainstream Media, | suggest you spend half an hour on the website Questioning COVID where you
will find an incredible array of videos from the likes of Sayer Ji, Andrew Kaufmann, Rashid Buttar,
Kelly Brogan and many, many more explaining precisely why there is no pandemic. (2)

Then if you want to know why we are being persuaded there IS a pandemic, when there very clearly
isn’t, | suggest you spend half an hour downloading the following UN documents:

1 AGENDA 21 (3)
2 AGENDA 30 (4)

3 The Rockefeller Foundation’s 2010 paper, ‘SCENARIOS FOR THE FUTURE OF TECHNOLOGY AND
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT (5)

And you will quickly understand why we are being told we have to Build Back Better...

In one hour you will have discovered precisely what is going on. It may take a few weeks or months
to come to terms with it — but you can’t afford to take any longer because this assault on humanity is
now being rolled out at a rate of knots and the only way to stop it is if enough people wake up to
what is going on and refuse to have anything to do with it.



Principle to the furtherance of the Great Reset and the New World Order is the vaccine. Be under
no illusions about this.

THE HISTORY OF VACCINES IS A HISTORY OF INIQUITY.

More people have died as a result of vaccines than ever died of any naturally occurring disease. This
may shock you, but the evidence is all there for anybody with the will to do the research to see. The
principle reason the immense harms caused by vaccines have been concealed from the general
public for so many years is they are not subjected to anything like the same scrutiny as are other
medical interventions. They are classified as biologicals, which is the misnomer of the century.
There’s nothing biological about them.

Vaccines are poisons designed with the express purpose of creating an immune response — classified
as the stimulation of anti bodies. And the interesting thing is that the virus being targeted cannot on
its own create an antibody response. Inject a bit of virus — the only biological content in the vaccine
—and the body will ignore it. Hence the inclusion of multiple poisons such as mercury, aluminium,
polysorbate 80 etc. These are what elicit the ‘immune response’, what are called antigens.

So the immune response caused by your vaccine has nothing whatsoever to do with the virus you’re
being inoculated against. It has to do with the antigens. Consequently having taken a vaccine you're
not ‘immune’ to anything other than the toxins that are added into the vaccine and you don’t need
immunity to these toxins. All you need is never to see them in your blood stream in the first place,
because they were never meant to be there and will invariably and inevitably cause complications;
because there are no excretion pathways in the human body for many of these toxins.

So a mass vaccination campaign is a mass poisoning event and frequently we see a mass epidemic
subsequent to a mass vaccination campaign.

This is what happened in Wuhan in December 2019 when the flu vaccine was mandated for all
citizens at the same time that a new technology called 5G was switched on. The combination of the
two together with the fact that Wuhan happens to be one of the most polluted places on the planet
(as is Lombardy in Italy, as is New York — the next ports of call for the so called virus) provided a
perfect storm of factors likely to produce an epidemic of respiratory illness.

Shortly after people started dropping dead in the streets... Of course there was no connection to be
made between the two events. Hence the risible story of the Wuhan virus emerging from bats being
sold in a fish market.

Why do you think all information about the vaccine is being censored? Why do you think Robert F
Kennedy Jnr is being censored when he has been campaigning successfully for years in the American
courts to make vaccines safer for our children? (6)

Kennedy always makes a point of saying he is not Anti Vaxx. | make no such disclaimer. | am
virulently Anti Vaxx. Why? Because it makes no sense to me whatsoever. Spend an hour on
Kennedy’s website and you will discover facts about the history of vaccines which will make your
blood bail.



The rampant censorship represented by the Centre for Countering Digital Hate is not saving you
from misinformation. It is preventing you from seeing information which would almost certainly
make you determine to never have another vaccine in your life, let alone participate in a trial that
won’t be concluded for nearly two years to come.

You have to ask this question - what is the purpose of censorship?

We live in an age when you can find out anything about anything. If you Google: ‘How To Make A
Bomb?’ I’'ve no doubt you could find numerous articles and videos explaining precisely how to make
a bomb. But if you want to find out about the risk of taking vaccines you’d be hard pressed to find
anything that isn’t labelled misinformation.

Why is this?

You're not trying to harm anybody. You’re looking for information that may prevent you from
coming to harm.

But you’re not allowed to know that. Why is this?

This is part of the same syndrome of being lied to. Being denied the possibility of accessing
information.

Why do you think the film Vaxxed was denied exposure at the Cannes Film Festival in spite of
originally having the support of Robert de Niro?

We have been told nothing goes back to normal till every man woman and child on the planet has
been vaccinated.

Now we have a whole plethora of vaccines and nothing is going back to normal; nevertheless we are
told we must still ‘follow the science’, the same science that attempted for 30 years or more to
create a vaccine against Coronavirus and failed miserably. And yet suddenly miraculously in the
space of three months the Big Pharma companies produce a whole plethora of vaccines out of thin
air?

We are told the vaccine is safe and effective, in spite of the fact the US Supreme Court was forced to
admit in 2011 that vaccines are unsafe by definition. (7)

And the vaccines coming out of Pfizer and Moderna don’t even qualify as vaccines at all.

All the emerging evidence concerning these COVID vaccines points to the fact they are neither safe
nor effective. The official numbers of reported injuries and deaths is alarming enough. When we
consider that the official figures may only represent a very small percentage of the total ADR’s being
endured (a report in 2001 suggested that only 1% of vaccine injuries get reported) then the true
scale of the problem becomes clear.

Since there have been no long term studies performed for these vaccines, least of all the
experimental mRNA vaccines, and we are in the middle of a trial that is not due to conclude until



January 2023 (in the case of Pfizer) there is no way of knowing what the effects will be 3 months
down the line 6 months 2 years or even 10 years.

As for effective we are told there is no reason to think we will not still be contagious after we have
had it, nor that we may not still be susceptible to infection. So what on earth is the point...?

And why do you think it is every time somebody posts a video of someone suffering from violent
attacks of palsy, paralysis and other chronic conditions subsequent to a COVID vaccine, the posts are
being removed almost instantly from your social media platform, from Facebook, Instagram, You
Tube etc and labelled as Misinformation. How can this be Misinformation?

INCONVENIENT INFORMATION might be more accurate.

Why would anybody in their right mind take a medication that is proven to be neither safe nor
effective and yet is almost guaranteed to make you sick?

It seems to me no different from the argument presented to me when Erin’s oncologist wanted to
submit her to high dose chemotherapy. No proof of efficacy, yet ample proof of possible harm.

And yet the human race is lining up with alacrity for the greater good; because this is the prime
messaging being given out now...

| saw a Norwegian journalist telling her viewers on television that she would be taking the vaccine in
the full knowledge it might kill her but was happy to do so, because she would be dying for the
greater good. In the UK the Queen was wheeled out to tell the British public ‘Don’t do it for
yourself, do it for your neighbour’. Sorry Ma’am but how in the name of Heaven is shooting poison
into my veins going to help my neighbour?

Would it help my neighbour if | shot myself full of heroine? It is most definitely not going to help my
neighbour if | shoot myself full of chimpanzee adenovirus, aborted fetal cell tissue, aluminium,
formaldehyde, polysorbate 80, sodium chloride, sodium hydroxide and hydrochloric acid or
whatever else they decide to chuck in. Where did this notion come from that shooting a poisonous
concoction into your bloodstream was going to do anything for you but make you sick? I'd rather
have a dose of heroine thank you very much. At least | might die happy.

The fact is this is based on junk science, science that has been commissioned by — that is paid for - by
those who hold patents for the vaccines and even by those who, unbelievably, have a patent on the
virus itself.

HERD IMMUNITY
Why has the WHO changed the definition of herd immunity?

Herd immunity used to be achieved by allowing a virus to circulate in the community. The WHO has
long boasted that vaccines contribute to achieving herd immunity but still acknowledged that the
mere fact of the natural virus circulation was a contributory factor. Suddenly in the middle of 2020
the WHO's website was updated with this:



‘Herd immunity’, also known as ‘population immunity’, is a concept used for vaccination, in which a
population can be protected from a certain virus if a threshold of vaccination is reached’.

In other words Nature no longer has any part to play whatsoever. Without a vaccine there is no
possibility of herd immunity.

There must have been significant kick back against this egregious piece of propaganda because |
understand in January 2021 has since been removed from the site but not before millions of
innocent citizens will have seen it....

Next question:

Why did it take the WHO till January 2021 to alert health professionals to something they had known
all along namely that running the PCR test at cycles above 35 would inevitably result in vast numbers
of false positives?

Even Anthony Fauci, Health Tsar in the USA spelt this out in an interview in July 2020, at which time
the NHS in England and goodness only know how many other health authorities were running the
PCR at 45 cycles. Why?

There can be only one answer they wanted false positives, they needed false positives, they were
determined to have false positives..............

We are being lied to. The evidence is there in plain sight for anybody who takes the trouble to look
forit.

The Governments of the world are in contravention of the Nuremberg Code which states quite
clearly that nobody should be enrolled in a medical experiment without giving informed consent.
Since nobody is being informed how can they give informed consent?

If somebody lies to me | do not trust them. Because | know they are concealing something from me.

And yet millions are allowing themselves to be lied to and seem content to take everything they are
told at face value even if it makes no logical sense whatsoever — like being told flu has vanished off
the face of the earth because we’ve all been masking up and social distancing.

Yet COVID hasn’t vanished has it? Masking up and Social Distancing hasn’t impacted on COVID at all.
Otherwise it too would have vanished from the planet surely? And nobody has tried to pretend that
COVID isn’t a flu like disease with flu like symptoms. How can we listen to such nonsense?

The first thing we need to do is look at the organisations behind the vaccination campaigns, and
inspect the record of the companies retailing these vaccines, and ask yourself this question: if you
were searching for a second hand car and read the history of this company would you trust this
company to sell you a reliable car? (8)

Read the history of Pfizer, Johnson and Johnson and Astra Zeneca, and you will read a history of
fraud, malfeasance and rampant profiteering with zero regard for the customer’s health or well
being.



The worst that can happen to you with a dud car is you find yourself landed at the side of the road.
The worst that can happen to you with a vaccine or pharmaceutical drug is you end up disabled for
life or dead. There is a distinct difference.

Another question: would you buy a car from a company that had never sold a car before?

Well that is what you are doing when you sign up to a vaccine from Moderna. The company has no
history because it has never done it before. And yet if you visit Moderna’s website you will find the
company proudly declares it is going to install in you ‘the software of life’. Well | certainly wouldn’t
be buying a car from a company with no track record and in my opinion you’d have to be mentally
deranged, or at the least suicidal, to allow them to install the ‘software of life’ in you.....

In any relationship the moment one party is found to be lying it sounds the death knell of that
relationship. Because a rubicon has been crossed. It is no longer possible to trust that person.

There is only one reason people lie. They do not tell you the truth because they know that you will
not like the truth.

And the only reason the lies have not been exposed is the efficiency of the propaganda campaigns
being run by Behavioural Insights teams that know precisely how to manipulate the target
population.

You are the target population!

Every pronouncement is designed for one thing and one thing only and that is to promote fear. The
media has finally been revealed for what it is - a monstrous PR company working on behalf of the
governments and the oligarchs that control them. In other words the media is just a gigantic
propaganda machine no different from the media controlled by Joseph Goebbels in Nazi Germany.

Now add together the lies concerning the lethality of the virus, the manipulation of the mortality
statistics, the suppression of perfectly effective natural treatments and existing drugs, the insistence
on a vaccine for 100% of the population against a disease that is killing less than 1% with an average
age no different from the average age of mortality generally i.e. 82, the suppression of any narrative
that conflicts with the official line , the rampant censorship of all alternative health providers and
professionals, the total deplatforming of anybody that suggests there may be a conspiracy afoot, the
instigation of Behavioural Insights teams to ramp up fear on a daily, hourly basis through the
mainstream media, the continuing absence for 99.9% of the population that there is any evidence
that there is anything to fear, the criminalisation of citizen journalists who expose the fact that the
hospitals are in many cases deserted, and yet the mass cancellation of all routine surgeries and
appointments, the sudden appearance of military style police on our streets, the international roll
out of vaccine passports to prove vaccination with a totally experimental technology never tested on
a human population and already admitted to neither prevent contamination nor infection, the fact
that the vaccine has been manufactured by some of the corporate world’s most fraudulent and
sinister operators, the fact that you must continue virtually under house arrest even if you do as you
are told and allow yourself to be assaulted with a totally experimental vaccine and tell me there isn’t
something fishy afoot...



| think it was Stalin who said ‘When one person dies it’s a tragedy when millions die it’s a statistic’
This seems to be the point we have arrived at.

Nothing happens without a reason. There is no pandemic. As the months have passed this has
become painfully clear. And yet there is a concerted effort to make you believe there is a pandemic
and what is more there is going to be another and another.

Why else has the UK government just set up ‘The UK Health Security Agency’ and the ‘Office for
Health Promotion’ to prepare for the next pandemic and convince citizens that testing for a virus
with a test not testing for anything other than a ramshackle collection of DNA should become a way
of life?

We are told there will be no going back. Instead we have to Build Back Better and that better is
predicated on two things: Zero COVID and Zero Carbon.

We accept this nonsense without reflecting that Zero Carbon would result in the total collapse of all
life on Earth and Zero COVID has already been achieved because there never was any COVID in the
first place. Which is not to say there isn’t always plenty of disease in the human population - but that
disease is caused by innumerable factors all related to toxicity in the environment that have nothing
to do with a virus.

And what is the net result in your individual lives? You can no longer live your life as you want to live
it. You will wear masks for the foreseeable future, you will socially distance for the foreseeable
future. You will not be able to travel abroad without a Vaccine Passport, eventually you almost
certainly won’t be permitted to enter into society in any capacity at all without a vaccine passport...

WHY? ASK YOURSELF WHY? AND AGAIN WHY?

1 See: https://www.greenmedinfo.com

2 See https://questioningcovid.com

3 See https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/Agenda21.pdf

4 See https://sdgs.un.org/2030agenda

5 See https://truthcomestolight.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/Rockefeller-Foundation-2010-
Scenarios-for-the-Future-of-Technology-and-International-Development.pdf

6 See CHILDRENS HEALTH DEFENCE www.childrenshealthdefense.org

7 See ‘UNAVOIDABLY UNSAFE’ (Bruesewitz v. Wyeth LLC, 562 U.S. 223 (2011)

https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/562/223

8 Go to DRUGWATCH https://www.drugwatch.com
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INTRODUCTION: A FAULTY PARADIGM — PRELIMINARY THOUGHTS

When the COVID ‘pandemic’ first broke over us and | found myself like millions of others unable to
leave my home or do anything that | would normally do | determined to research the whole matter
of contagion until | had a proper grasp of what it was that was causing the complete closure of the
globe. Here’s some of what | discovered:

1 Public health policy has been built around a false paradigm namely Pasteur’s Germ Theory. This
theory claims that all disease is caused by specific pathogens which are at large in the world waiting
to infect and cause disease in anybody who happens to come in touch with them. In order to ward
against these pathogens (germs, bacteria or viruses) we have to work overtime to assist the natural
immune system in recognising and defeating these enemies of health. There is only one way to do
this and that is through vaccinating entire populations — whether they like it not.

2 There was a contemporary of Pasteur, called Bechamp, who was far better qualified than Pasteur
who, from forensic observations, came up with a far saner, more logical and self evidently true
theory which directly contradicted Pasteur’s conclusions and is the basis of what is now known as
Terrain theory. This theory, based on empirical evidence — unlike Germ Theory which is based
entirely on fabricated evidence - states that disease always originates within the organism, and the
only way to ward against it is to ensure the homeostasis of the host organism.

3 The work of Bechamp has been extended and corroborated by a long line of independent scientists
and researchers all who have been studiously discredited and remaindered from the medical history
books by those who have a vested interest in perpetuating Pasteur’s germ theory. The theory behind
vaccination is all based on Pasteur’s Germ Theory — whereby all viruses are exogenous - they come
from without the organism.

There has been an accelerating agenda to vaccinate the entire global population particularly since
2010 when Bill Gates announced a Decade of Vaccines.

In America they have had a plan Public Health 2020 which has been aimed at achieving mandatory
vaccination across the nation. Several states have already enforced mandatory vaccination for all
children with no religious exemptions permitted.

4 There is no scientific proof of the existence of viruses! Which is why the Supreme Court in
Germany had to rule in favour of Dr Stefan Lanke, when he offered £100,000 to anyone who could
prove the existence of the measles virus and nobody could fulfil the criteria he required — namely to
isolate and identify the virus.

5 Florence Nightingale spent her life fighting disease on the front line and came to some very
definite conclusions before Germ Theory was even thought of, most pertinently: ‘there are no
diseases - only disease conditions’.

6 There is accumulating evidence of the pernicious influence of vaccination schedules on the long
term health of individual human beings.



7 The health of the Millennial Generation born between 1981 and 1996 has deteriorated so that
from the age of 27 a large proportion can expect to be afflicted by chronic disease of one sort or
another.

8 Of course the explosion of chronic disease conditions can be ascribed to many different factors but
it is a fact that from 1989 the vaccine schedule was considerably ramped up. The late side effects are
only being felt now...

9 Common sense suggests the intensity of vaccinating in the last two or 3 decades must have some
bearing on the explosion of autoimmune disease. Why do | say this? Because vaccinations is all
about stimulating immune response — that is the creation of antibodies to ward off infection.

The problem with vaccination is it creates an artificial emergency response - only instigated by the
injection of toxic substances that put the immune system on red alert for no very good reason.

What is the definition of an autoimmune disease? It is a disease that is caused by the immune
system turning on itself. It is caused by over production of antibodies. Why would the body produce
too many antibodies...? It wouldn’t happen unless the organism had been told or incited artificially
to doiit.

10 My conclusion from the preceding nine points is that vaccination only compounds a pre existing
problem — namely the overburdening of the human organism with toxicity which has been
happening for decades now through the accumulation of environmental stressors such as EMF’s,
Round Up, GMO’s, Fluoride in the water, chemtrails etc.

When | was battling the medical profession over the treatment of my daughter’s cancer (See my
book Erin’s Story) my main gripe was that everything about the treatment appeared to defy
common sense. You have an illness (cancer) that is always caused by a condition of too much acidity
—which is always the result of too much toxicity. And how do they propose to treat it? By piling on
more and more toxicity — chemotherapy and radiotherapy — all of which is highly toxic not to say
carcinogenic — that is it promotes cancer. Where is the sense in that?

| say the same about vaccinations. If germs, bacteria and viruses are all endogenous, that is they are
obligate parasites and they need a diseased condition in the first place to thrive, where is the sense
in introducing into the bloodstream multiple toxicities that increase the incidence of toxicity and
thereby acidity and thereby create an environment in which illegitimate germs, bacteria and viruses
may thrive? Where is the logic?

It seems to me, far from reducing the risk of disease, we are making people sick ....and whereas most
of the diseases we are warding against would only afflict the individual for a matter of days or weeks
we are deliberately inducing chronic conditions that result in a lifetime of ill health.

Vaccination ONLY makes sense if you subscribe to the notion that viruses are airborne and exist
outside of the human organism. But this is demonstrably not the case. Viruses cannot exist without a
host; that is they evolve out of diseased tissue. They are not maleficent entities. They are not out
there looking for a new person to infect. They are internal janitors seeking to clean up the terrain.



THE HUMAN BEING IS A GESTALT

It is a well attested fact that the human body consists of literally trillions of cells.....It is therefore an
extraordinarily complex matrix, and diagnosing and medicating any medical condition is an
extraordinarily complex undertaking.

This fact has led the medical profession to regard the human body as something of an insoluble
riddle, where nothing is straightforward and everything must be broken down into its constituent
parts, and tests and treatments devised for every one of those constituent parts.

What has been lost in the process is the idea that actually the body is a Gestalt — that is before
anything else it is a sum of its parts —a Whole.

And the identity that inhabits any given body has formed — and been formed by - the sum of those
constituent parts.

Gestalt therapy was extremely popular in the 1970’s and 80’s but has fallen out of favour latterly,
giving way to the preponderance in contemporary psychotherapy of cognitive therapies. The
Wikipedia article on gestalt therapy lists the following Principal influences:

o Otto Rank's invention of "here-and-now" therapy and Rank's post-Freudian book Art and
Artist (1932), both of which strongly influenced Paul Goodman.

o Wilhelm Reich's psychoanalytic developments, especially his early character analysis, the
later concept of character armor and its focus on the body.

o Jacob Moreno's Psychodrama, principally the development of enactment techniques for the
resolution of psychological conflicts.

o Kurt Goldstein's holistic theory of the organism, based on Gestalt theory.

. Martin Buber's philosophy of relationship and dialogue ("l - Thou").

o Kurt Lewin's field theory as applied to the social sciences and group dynamics.

o European phenomenology of Franz Brentano, Edmund Husserl, Martin Heidegger, and

Maurice Merleau-Ponty.

o The existentialism of Kierkegaard over that of Sartre, rejecting nihilism.

o Carl Jung's psychology, particularly the polarities concept.

J Some elements from Zen Buddhism.

o Differention between thing and concept from Zen and the works of Alfred Korzybski.

o The American pragmatism of William James, George Herbert Mead, and John Dewey. (1)



It will be seen from reviewing this list of influences the reason Gestalt therapy has fallen out of
fashion is because all the listed thinkers — Rank, Reich, Kierkegaard, Buber, Jung, the European
phenomenologists, Husserl, Heidegger et al, William James and Dewey - have all more or less fallen
out of favour ..... But truth is not about fashion, or rather truth transcends the vagaries of fashion....

The reason we are failing so spectacularly to tackle the problem of Cancer —or COVID - is not
because there is no resolution to the problem or that we are not capable of finding a resolution —
but that we are tackling the problem in the wrong way — we are looking at it in the wrong way.

We have become so fixated on looking through the microscope and finding a solution at the cellular
level that we are missing the main point. And this is because we persist in assuming that the
individual cells of our body have an autonomy that they don’t in fact possess....we assume that in
some way we can affect the behaviour of a certain subset of cells without in some way affecting the
behaviour of all the other cells that belong to the same matrix (i.e. body).

And this is a serious error — as serious in fact as the error in mathematics that was exposed by
Godel’s Incompleteness theorems.

In these theorems Godel drew attention to the fact that in any given system there will always be
truths that cannot be proved without reference to a greater system — a meta-system.

The problem in medicine is no different from the problem in mathematics.

Each discipline creates a vocabulary within which that discipline’s adherents can operate and
function. The vocabulary is always constantly fluctuating and like everything else in the universe is
constantly expanding. But it can never contain all the facts. It may be able to account for the large
majority of the facts - 85 or even 90% of the facts - but it will never be more than that... there will
always be a cut-off point beyond which it is no longer possible to answer.

In the 1980’s Edward de Bono made a fortune out of proposing that mental health depended upon
the capacity for lateral thinking — that is ‘thinking outside the box'...

It’s something for which there is no room within a closed system — whether that be mathematics or
medicine.

Science has always operated on the basis of the ‘minimum working hypothesis’ and largely this
modus operandi works well; but when and where it ceases to work it becomes essential to look
beyond the box — to examine the meta system (and it should be pointed out that for Godel every
meta system that the mind of man could conceive has its own meta system ad infinitum...)

And this has now become a matter of life or death for millions of people afflicted with chronic health
conditions such as cancer or COVID.

All disease is systemic. Cancer is a systemic condition —the tumour is only the last stage the
manifestation of a process that has commenced at some point far antecedent.



The common denominator of all the so-called forbidden cures for cancer is that unlike the orthodox
treatments they approach the problem of cancer as a systemic problem rather than as a genetic
malfunction.

Thus the forbidden cures address principally matters of lifestyle — that is how the body is expected
to function within the universe it finds itself — at the most basic level what it ingests and how it
excretes...

The focus is upon creating an environment hostile to the proliferation of the cancer cells —an
environment therefore that is diametrically opposed to the environment that engendered the
proliferation of cancer in the first place.

Now because we have no way of putting this approach on trial, because it is not possible to patent a
lifestyle or a diet there has never, and probably will never be, the sort of controlled studies that
could produce a definitive conclusion as to efficacy for any of the alternative methods of combating
cancer ... that is any method that has not been deduced from the limited vocabulary (subset)
currently employed by the medical profession....

Until such time as the medical profession abandons its current working hypothesis, takes cognisance
of Godel’s theorems and realises the necessity of extending its researches outside the box, of
expanding its researches to include factors belonging to an infinite regress of meta systems the only
recourse for humanity — and for the millions of people afflicted with cancer - is to go it alone....

My starting point in researching the ‘forbidden cures’ for cancer was the work of Wilhelm Reich and
| believe this was as good a starting place as anywhere — because the premise that Reich started out
from was that we have to view the human organism as a functional unity....

In The Function of the Orgasm Reich writes:

‘It was...clear that biological energy governs the psychic as well as the somatic. A functional unity
prevails’ (2)

This may seem a harmless enough speculation ....but actually it cuts to the very quick of the entire
philosophical and cultural edifice of our society — and undermines the most elementary of our
assumptions concerning the functioning of the human organism; and this of course is why eventually
Reich had to be silenced and was basically branded a criminal and a lunatic. Because what he was
asserting was actually threatening to every vested interest — particularly the medical and
pharmaceutical industries...

Because he was saying ‘You’'ve got it wrong’...And the fascinating part of it is that it was through the
study of Cancer and its causes that he arrived at his revolutionary conclusions; because cancer by its
nature, and our inability to get to grips with it, exposes the flaws in our thinking about how the
human organism functions.

| am convinced that Reich came closer than anybody to identifying the true nature of the problem of
cancer; because he saw it as a systemic problem — not just at the somatic level, but at the psychic
and emotional levels as well. He realised you cannot view the human organism and the ills that assail
it other than as a functional unity.



WALT WHITMAN’S BODY ELECTRIC

In his book Proust was a Neuroscientist Jonah Lehrer explores how the old Cartesian dualism falls
apart when examining the life and works of some of the great artists — many of whom anticipated in
their work the findings of Science in the 20th & 21st centuries. He starts his enquiry with an
examination of the life and work of Walt Whitman who all his life celebrated The Body Electric.
Lehrer writes:

‘Whitman got this theory of bodily feelings from his investigations of himself. All Whitman wanted to
do in Leaves of Grass was put “a person, a human being (myself, in the later half of the Nineteenth
Century, in America) freely, fully and truly on record.” And so the poet turned himself into an
empiricist, a lyricist of his own experience. As Whitman wrote in the preface to Leaves of Grass, “You
shall stand by my side to look in the mirror with me.” It was this method that led Whitman to see the
soul and body as inextricably “interwetted.” He was the first poet to write poems in which the flesh
was not a stranger. Instead, in Whitman’s unmetered form, the landscape of his body became the
inspiration for his poetry. Every line he ever wrote ached with the urges of his anatomy, with its wise
desires and inarticulate sympathies. Ashamed of nothing, Whitman left nothing out. “Your very
flesh,” he promised his readers, “shall be a great poem.”

Neuroscience now knows that Whitman’s poetry spoke the truth: emotions are generated by the
body. Ephemeral as they seem, our feelings are actually rooted in the movements of our muscles
and the palpitations of our insides. Furthermore, these material feelings are an essential element of
the thinking process. As the neuroscientist Antonio Damasio notes, “The mind is embodied . . . not
just embrained.””

Later Lehrer quotes extensively from Damasio’s researches to underline his thesis that mind and
body are inextricably combined:

‘One of Damasio’s most surprising discoveries is that the feelings generated by the body are an
essential element of rational thought. Although we typically assume that our emotions interfere
with reason, Damasio’s emotionless patients proved incapable of making reasonable decisions. After
suffering their brain injuries, all began displaying disturbing changes in behaviour. Some made
terrible investments and ended up bankrupt; others became dishonest and antisocial; most just
spent hours deliberating over irrelevant details. According to Damasio, their frustrating lives are
vivid proof that rationality requires feeling, and feeling requires the body. (As Nietzsche put it,
“There is more reason in your body than in your best wisdom.”) (3)

Without a body there can be no feeling or reason. Feeling and reason are attributes of a physical
matrix. It may be that it may be possible to experience feeling and exercise reason in another matrix
than the one we inhabit — but we can have no knowledge of this — so it is pointless to speculate.

Wilhelm Reich would have understood exactly the point Lehrer is making and would have seen
Damasio’s researches as only corroborating his own findings.
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A FAULTY PARADIGM: CHAPTER 1 THE ARGUMENT

HOW COVID19 HAS UNMASKED THE FAULTY PARADIGM ON WHICH OUR ENTIRE MEDICAL
SYSTEM IS BASED

What follows is not just the thesis of this book but a delineation of the dispute between two
opposing views of the nature of bacteria and viruses, the nature of disease and the nature of
contagion.

It started out as an explanation to my children of the way | think about health but then | realised was
providing too much information too soon. However | believe it provides a useful outline of what you
will find in this first section of this book.

HOW I THINK ABOUT HEALTH

| want to try and explain for you the reason | think as | think — and this not going to be easy but | will
try to be clear....

| realise it must seem like | am always in opposition to every accepted belief about everything —
whether its politics or health and medicine; and it’s true that | have always had a tendency to
guestion everything. A famous philosopher called Isaiah Berlin once said the philosopher is merely a
grown up person who persists in asking childish questions — principally the question — Why? To this
extent | am a philosopher! | don’t take anything on trust —and nor should you!

And I've realised only recently the reason for this it seems to me an awful lot of the stuff we get
handed out by the establishment — that is our schools, colleges, politicians, doctors, priests and most
of all the media — defies common sense. The most recent example of this is the whole Coronavirus
‘Pandemic’.

COVID 19 is nothing more than a new strain of flu. The Coronavirus used to be identified as ‘the
common cold’. The human race has been dealing with colds and flu for as long as it’s been in
existence. What’s so special about this new strain of flu....? | have yet to see a single report that
presents any evidence that it’s any different from any other flu bug. Every winter thousands of
people die from the flu — and this year is no different. Thousands of people are dying from the flu.
But suddenly the powers that be have decided it's a Pandemic — and we’ve got to close the world
down.... Why? | always want to know why...?!

So when this all broke over us the first thing | wanted to do was find out Why? Because it didn’t
make any sense.

The first thing | discovered was — and this is generally acknowledged - no one has yet created an
accurate way of testing for it, and hospitals are being told to put somebody down as dying from
Coronavirus even if they just suspect that’s the reason, with no real evidence, and even if in actual
fact the patient died of something completely different. So it’s more than likely the figures are
grossly exaggerated; for instance in 2018-19 80,000 people died in the USA from flu. So far only



35,000 have died from coronavirus...and many - if not most of these deaths - would have been put
down previously as just having the flu...

So why the panic? I've heard lots of explanations. Like the reason it’s so difficult to contain is it
spreads like a common cold even though it’s much more serious than a common cold. And the
symptoms are much worse than a normal flu....

| don’t doubt these explanations but the fact remains it still appears to only be a problem for the
elderly or for people with serious health conditions — that is for people who don’t have a strong
immune system.

So why is the whole world being shut down — when it would have made far more sense to just tell
the elderly and people with serious health conditions to stay at home — surely that would be more
sensible?

This led me to look at what viruses actually are...and this is where it gets interesting.

Because what | found is there are different theories about what germs and viruses are and how they
behave.

The theory that has dominated the Western medical system is that established by Louis Pasteur in
1854 called the Germ Theory of Disease. This theory makes out that Germs are little critters all over
the planet waiting to pounce out on us and make us sick. But what | have found is this is not how
viruses behave.

GERM THEORY - PASTEUR AND BECHAMP

The first thing to understand is that viruses are parasites. They’re not living creatures waiting to
pounce out at you at all; they are only activated when they find dead or dying tissue to feed upon; in
other words they’re opportunistic scavengers and they serve a very useful purpose. They behave like
flies on dead meat. They come along to clean up the mess.

At the time Pasteur was developing his theory there was an alternative theory to what viruses are
and how they behave and this was the work of a scientist called Antoine Bechamp, who was actually
far better qualified than Pasteur.

Pasteur was a chemist. He understood what chemicals are, just as you learn at school in chemistry
lessons — and hopefully a bit more. Bechamp was a biologist, that is, he studied living systems and
organisms.

Whereas Pasteur reckoned that viruses were exogenous, that is that they lived outside the organism
Bechamp reckoned from his researches that they were endogenous — that is that they came from
within the organism. They only appeared in sick tissue. Bechamp’s theory is best summed up in his
own words:

“These microorganisms (germs) feed upon the poisonous material which they find in the sick
organism and prepare it for excretion. These tiny organisms are derived from still tinier organisms



called microzyma. These microzyma are present in the tissues and blood of all living organisms
where they remain normally quiescent and harmless. When the welfare of the human body is
threatened by the presence of potentially harmful material, a transmutation takes place. The
microzyma changes into a bacterium or virus which immediately goes to work to rid the body of
this harmful material. When the bacteria or viruses have completed their task of consuming the
harmful material they automatically revert to the microzyma stage”. (1)

Bechamp’s theory accords with the observations of the most famous nurse of all time Florence
Nightingale when she wrote:

“The specific disease doctrine is the grand refuge of weak, uncultured, unstable minds, such as
now rule in the medical profession. There are no specific diseases; there are specific disease
conditions.” (2)

What she meant was germs and viruses are not predators waiting to pounce they are symptoms of
an existing problem — or disease condition.

This is the alternative view to Pasteur’s germ theory and to me it makes a great deal more sense in
that it explains far more of the observable facts about how we get ill than does germ theory.

What are we being told about the current Coronavirus ‘pandemic’?

1 It is only really dangerous to people with pre existing medical conditions and the elderly

2 In many cases it is asymptomatic — that is you can have it without having any symptoms at all
What does this tell us?

1 You've got to be sick in the first place for it to be a problem.

2 If you're averagely healthy and you ‘get’ it (the virus that is) — or ‘have it’ would be more accurate
—you may not get sick at all!

In other words you’ve got to be sick in the first place for the virus to appear and cause you a life
threatening situation.....

Since the eruption of the pandemic I've been saying THIS IS PAYBACK TIME FOR A FAULTY HEALTH
PARADIGM. What do | mean by that?

The medical profession insists on treating symptoms of disease rather than the cause of disease.

Symptoms — such as fever, mucous, pain etc — are always indications of the body’s own immune
system making a cell mediated response to a systemic problem - usually caused by too much toxicity
in the body — which causes an imbalance in the body’s capacity to regulate itself (known as
homeostasis).

So when we feel ill we immediately go to the doctor for a medicine to make us feel better. The
medicine that we are given — usually an antibiotic — stops the body’s own attempt to heal itself — it
stops the cell mediated response. We feel better, we can go back to school, or to work and we tell
everybody how fantastic the medicine — the antibiotic is. What we don’t realise is that in stopping



the body’s cell mediated response we have also stopped the second half of the immune syetem —
which is the creation of specific antibodies to ensure we don’t get sick again.

Antibiotics work like chemotherapy — they kill not only the bad guys but the good guys as well — not
just the bad bacteria but the good bacteria. In reality there is no such thing as good or bad bacteria.
There is just bacteria, and bacteria has a critical function in the cycle of life.

Only very recently in the last 20 years have we discovered that we ourselves are 95% constructed of
bacteria and viruses. This has been given the name of the Microbiome: billions of microorganisms in
our gut, and permeating all the tissues of our bodies, that ensure we keep well.

It is now beginning to be realised that this Microbiome is the foundation of the immune system. In
other words it is the bacteria and viruses that are keeping us well! They only make us sick when an
imbalance occurs in the body through too much toxicity — which in turn is caused by bad diet, too
much stress, poisoning from EMF, petrol fumes, anything that prevents oxygen getting into the
body. Because oxygen is the one thing we absolutely have to have in order to live and be well.

Pathogens are pleomorphic — that is they can change shape and function according to the
environment they find themselves in. While this is recognised by science it is not acknowledged by
the medical profession, which, taking its cue from Pasteur insist on singling out and identifying each
pathogen - or ‘virus’ - as it manifests at any given time and giving it a label...such as COVID19 — with
no acknowledgement of the fact that by the time they make a vaccine for it, it almost certainly will
have morphed into something else.

The problem is there is a great indeterminacy about anything perceived under a microscope...and
this indeterminacy is a major problem for those who hold to Pasteur’s monomorphic paradigm. The
problem is at the heart of the Western scientific paradigm, which revolves around the chronic need
to label and systematise. This paradigm has worked spectacularly well in the field of mechanics, and
has been proven spectacularly insufficient when it comes to the life sciences.

We have broken down every commodity on the planet into its constituent atoms and molecules and
from the knowledge gained have succeeded in inventing the steam engine, the motor car, the
aeroplane, the electric light, the atom bomb, the nuclear power plant, and we’ve even, allegedly,
landed a human being on the moon and sent space ships into the furthest reaches of the galaxy.

So if we've achieved so much, if we know so much, why can’t we take control of our own biology in
the same way?

The failure of the modern health paradigm is indicative we still have some way to go. It would
appear that there is something about the living organism that we don’t understand that we haven’t
got right. Applying the same principles that have led to all our technological achievement to the
health of the human body just doesn’t seem to work.

There can be only one reason for this, namely we don’t understand what Life is. We don’t REALLY
understand what life is. We know how it manifests but we can’t work out WHY it manifests as it
does. We ASSUME it works in the same way as the non living materials we have become so adept at
manipulating— when it clearly doesn’t.



And this is because all living tissue by definition has motility — that is it moves and reacts to the
environment around it. And this process of adaptation is of the essence; because it is through this
that living cells mutate and morph —in order to survive.

To this extent Darwin was right — the one thing every living thing wants to do is survive. | would go
so far as to say it is the ONLY thing it is programmed to do.

Antoine Bechamp knew this — so did Louis Pasteur. Pasteur revised his position constantly — because
he was above all a careerist. Bechamp had far greater integrity — he refused to publish or say
anything that he had not seen with his own eyes.

Where Bechamp most differed from Pasteur is in the definition of bacteria. As we have already seen
Pasteur reckoned bacteria could only be activated by exposure to air and that the mode of
transmission was principally air borne.

Bechamp disagreed. From all his researches —and he was an extremely conscientious scientist - he
could find no evidence that bacteria could exist independently of an already diseased condition.

Bechamp believed he had discovered a fundamental substrate for the living cell which he called
ecolytes or microzymas. And these ekolytes could transform themselves according to the
requirements of the environment. Thus if the environment became polluted and there was an
insufficiency of oxygen to continue normal respiration they survived by converting themselves into
cells that perpetuated themselves solely through a process of fermentation, which then manifest as
bacteria.

Interestingly this prefigures the work of Otto Warburg who won the Nobel Prize in 1931 for
identifying precisely the same mechanism in regard to cancer cells. Neither theory is comprehensible
without an acceptance of the fundamentally pleomorphic nature of all living cells.

The reason Pasteur apparently ‘won’ the argument was that his was the simpler explanation. It
appeared to answer all the questions; it was easier to understand, and it fitted in well with the
political climate of the day — or any day in the Western world - which has always operated under a
fundamentally paternalistic paradigm whereby the general populace is subject to a ruling elite that
dictates what is or is not in the best interests of the population it claims to represent.

The Germ theory is paradigmatically simplistic. It acknowledges no room for doubt or error. A
pathogen is the enemy that must be extinguished — no different from in a state of war where the
enemy is identified and exterminated.

This in turn reflects the disastrously dualistic nature of our thinking in the West which must always
make a clear bifurcation between subject and object, what is or is not true, what is or is not
acceptable.

If the Germ can be identified as living outside the organism, as invading the organism from without,
then we must be in a constant state of alertness to prevent it gaining access — we must patrol the
borders and be ever on guard against the threat of invasion. This suits, indeed reflects, the typical
consciousness in the West that is epitomised by the businessman (Andrew Grove of Silicon Valley
fame) who once declared, ‘Only the Paranoid Survive’'.



Thus medicine ever since Pasteur has concentrated on a ‘them and us’ scenario where the human
body is being assailed on all fronts by viruses and bacteria looking to undo us. We, living on this
planet, are in a battlezone and the only recourse is biologicals (as vaccines used to be called) and
pharmaceutical chemicals — that is drugs designed by the infinitely brilliant men of science to combat
every known eventuality ...a pill for every ill.

Principle among these - in fact they must account for the vast majority of pharmaceuticals - are
antibiotics, vaccines and chemotherapy. And what are they designed to do? Destroy the enemy!

BUT WHAT IF THE ENEMY ISN’T AN ENEMY AT ALL...? What are they destroying then? There is a
simple answer to this:

They are destroying the only possibility a living organism has of regaining its equilibrium, that is,
its capacity for homeostasis — of regulating itself in relation to the environment in finds itself

A FAULTY PARADIGM

And this comes about entirely because of a faulty paradigm — the notion that the bacteria or the
virus is an enemy to be ruthlessly sought out and exterminated.

Bechamp’s paradigm on the other hand suggested a far subtler scenario, whereby there is a
constant symbiosis between the organism and its environment, where actually every manifestation
of bacterial ‘infection’ is no more than the organism’s desire to self-regulate.

Thus Bechamp’s theory left far too many loose ends — there was no clear subject and object. He
refused to say that the pathogen was an enemy invader to be exterminated. And for this reason and
this reason only he has been written out of history. You will find no reference to his work in any of
the history books in spite of the fact that it is his researches that form the basis for the entire
alternative health market.

Instead he intimated there could be no clear delineation between subject and object between host
and pathogen. Because the pathogen was an obligate parasite — that is it couldn’t exist without the
host — it wouldn’t exist without a host.

More than that he was saying that germs were not the enemy at all; they were rather doing a job
essential for the hygiene of the organism; they only appeared where it was necessary to resolve an
already existing disease condition; and they were emerging from the same substrate as gave the
organism life in the first place. In other words the only aim of the organism was, and is, to survive at
all cost.

This being the case the implication must be that the true determinant of health is not keeping the
enemy out, but is in fact abolishing altogether the notion of an enemy and concentrating on
maintaining a condition of homeostasis whereby the body does not get out of balance . In an ideal
world a perfect immune system would mean that we would never get sick at all.



But of course this is utopia. Because in reality there is no such thing as an immune system —there is
only a constant interplay of organisms with the environment they find themselves in.

And when it comes to the human being this concept of environment is a massively complex concept
— because it includes all factors that impinge from without (somatically) and all factors that impinge
from within (psychologically)

One of the most penetrating pieces of writing on the subject of human health comes from the
woman who devoted her life to tending the sick — Florence Nightingale:

FLORENCE
Ref Infection:

“Diseases are not individuals arranged in classes, like cats and dogs, but conditions
growing out of one another.

Is it not living in a continual mistake to look upon diseases as we do now, as separate
entities, which must exist, like cats and dogs, instead of looking upon them as conditions,
like a dirty and a clean condition, and just as much under our control; or rather as the
reactions of kindly nature, against the conditions in which we have placed ourselves?

I was brought up to believe that smallpox, for instance, was a thing of which there
was once a first specimen in the world, which went on propagating itself, in a perpetual
chain of descent, just as there was a first dog, (or a first pair of dogs) and that smallpox
would not begin itself, any more than a new dog would begin without there having been a
parent dog.

Since then I have seen with my own eyes and smelled with my own nose smallpox
growing up in first specimens, either in closed rooms or in overcrowded wards, where it
could not by any possibility have been ‘caught’, but must have begun.

I have seen diseases begin, grow up, and pass into one another. Now, dogs do not pass
into cats.

I have seen, for instance, with a little overcrowding, continued fever grow up; and
with a little more, typhoid fever; and with a little more, typhus, and all in the same ward
or hut.

Would it not be far better, truer, and more practical, if we looked upon disease in this
light (for diseases, as all experience shows, are adjectives, not noun-substantives):

- True nursing ignores infection, except to prevent it. Cleanliness and fresh air from
open windows, with unremitting attention to the patient, are the only defence a true
nurse either asks or needs.

- Wise and humane management of the patient is the best safeguard against
infection. The greater part of nursing consists of preserving cleanliness.

- The specific disease doctrine is the grand refuge of weak, uncultured, unstable
minds, such as now rule in the medical profession. There are no specific diseases; there
are specific disease conditions.”

‘There are no specific diseases; there are ONLY specific disease conditions’. This should be
plastered over every doctor’s surgery in the land.

It might seem that Florence Nightingale’s emphasis on the importance of sanitation and hygiene is a
justification for the insane levels of hygiene measure being rolled out in all public spaces in the
COVID era. But this is not the case.



Florence was tending to the sick in hospital wards and on battlefields with minimum sanitation
available. She was not warding against germs and diseases infecting her patients. She was warding
against complications in already diseased conditions. This is a crucial distinction. She describes very
eloquently how in her years she many times witnessed the emergence of disease conditions, and she
is quite clear that it is not a case of somebody contracting a disease from somebody else. In the
passage above she says: ‘| have seen diseases begin, grow up, and pass into one another. Now, dogs
do not pass into cats.’

The critical passage is this:

‘Is it not living in a continual mistake to look upon diseases as we do now, as separate entities, which
must exist, like cats and dogs, instead of looking upon them as conditions, like a dirty and a clean
condition, and just as much under our control; or rather as the reactions of kindly nature, against
the conditions in which we have placed ourselves?’ (2)

‘The reactions of kindly nature, against the conditions in which we have placed ourselves’ - there’s
the rub! Florence understood that Nature works not according to a warlike policy but entirely
through symbiosis. Where there is a proliferation of bacteria there must be precautionary measures
to contain it, allow it to do its job and allow the patient to recuperate, but this does not mean that
we have to spray antibacterials, i.e. poisons, on the streets and throughout the environment.
Florence didn’t know about the Microbiome — though she undoubtedly intuited it. To wage war on
the germ is to wage war on life —on ‘kindly nature’.

Florence would have unquestionably deplored the universal adoption of mask mandates. Why?
Because she understood the importance of fresh air and oxygen as the essential antidote to ALL
disease conditions, and conversely the absence of the same as the inevitable cause of more disease.

When you understand what | have described above you will understand how:
EVERYTHING ABOUT THE COVID PANDEMIC IS ANTI HUMAN AND ANTI LIFE!
Thus we have:

1 The Demonisation Of Oxygen — MASK MANDATES

2 The Demonisation Of Social Interaction — SOCIAL DISTANCING

3 Demonisation Of Children — ASYMPTOMATIC SPREAD

4 The Marginalising and Murder Of The Sick And The Elderly

5 The Eradication Of Travel

6 The Cancellation Of The Human Immune System

7 The Destruction Of The Health Service

8 The Cancellation Of All Individual Rights: Specifically To Bodily Integrity

9 The Decimation Of The Arts And All Creative Endeavour



10 The Instigation Of Apartheid Throughout Society
11 The Destruction Of People’s Indiviual Livelihoods
12 The Instigation Of Widespread Famine And Consequently Disease

And all for a so called virus with a mortality rate of 0.02% and an average age of death greater than
the average age of death generally i.e. 83. THERE IS NO RATIONALE FOR ANY OF IT!

A FAULTY PARADIGM: CHAPTER 1 THE ARGUMENT FOOTNOTES
1 See Bechamp, in Vaccination The ‘Hidden’ Facts by lan Sinclair

See https://www.soilandhealth.org/wp-
content/uploads/02/0201hyglibcat/020132sinclair/vaccinaion.htm

2 See https://cdn.fulltextarchive.com/wp-content/uploads/wp-advanced-pdf/1/Notes-on-
Nursing.pdf
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https://www.soilandhealth.org/wp-content/uploads/02/0201hyglibcat/020132sinclair/vaccinaion.htm
https://cdn.fulltextarchive.com/wp-content/uploads/wp-advanced-pdf/1/Notes-on-Nursing.pdf
https://cdn.fulltextarchive.com/wp-content/uploads/wp-advanced-pdf/1/Notes-on-Nursing.pdf

A FAULTY PARADIGM: CHAPTER 2 THE IMMUNE SYSTEM — WHAT IT ISN’T

KURZGESAGT PROPAGANDA

| came across a video the other day about the immune system and it was explained ENTIRELY in
terms of warfare; everything including soldiers, intelligence cells and weapons factories and
everything from bombers to kamikaze pilots.

The video is entitled How The Immune System ACTUALLY Works — IMMUNE and is wildly popular. It
was uploaded 2 days ago and already has 4 million views and is no 50 in trending videos on You
tube, and has an impressive array of rave reviews. (1)

There’s no question it’s extremely clever and informative. It is equally clear it propagates an entirely
faulty notion of what the immune system is; it propagates the notion that we are carrying around
within us an internal battlefield — an unceasing war whereby health is seen as a ephemeral and
unlikely achievement under a constant barrage of enemy fire.

| found only one vaguely intelligent comment underneath it which read:

‘New guilt level unlocked: my reckless actions are the catalyst for war and cellular genocide. | am
truly the America of my body...”

I’'m sure You Tube and Google must love the video. For this is precisely the image they want you to
have. This is the paradigm that has been propagated ever since Pasteur gained ascendancy and
became the darling of autocratic regimes the world over.

We are at war with the universe. The universe is at war with us. And it is only by the grace of God
and vaccines that we manage to survive another day.

And it was then that | came across a video on vaccines from the same source, and realised that this is
the purest form of propaganda perpetuating the myth that vaccines have saved the human race and
that the greatest danger to the human race is the unvaccinated. (2)

The method is simple. It’s the usual ploy. Discredit your enemy. The Antivaxxers are working on gut
feeling, hearsay and speculation while the vaccine industry is working on science and statistics. |
googled ‘Who Funds Kurzgesagt — In A Nutshell’ and came up with nothing more than their own
sales pitch:

‘Videos explaining things with optimistic nihilism. We are a small team who want to make science
look beautiful. Because it is beautiful. Currently we make one animation video per month. Follow

’

us

What | would like to know is ‘optimistic nihilism’...? | would hazard a guess it is something to do with
extreme relativism whereby we don’t give a damn what we say really because nothing really matters
anymore........ and so we’ll say whatever we want to say so long as it serves our agenda.



The main message of course is that Science is Beautiful and therefore we must all ‘Follow the
Science’, even if it leads us to our own extinction — which is what it’s trying to do very fast.

Other videos in the series make it look like a roll call for Woke agendas — Should we eat meat?’,
Overpopulation, Climate change etc.

Eventually | got to the truth of the matter when | came to their video on the Microbiome which
openly acknowledges that it is funded by the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation. (3)

If there was one organisation | would NOT go to tell me about the Microbiome it is the Bill & Melinda
Gates Foundation. For instance why is it that Microsoft Word Spell check refuses to even
acknowledge the word Microbiome even exists....?

This sponsorship explained a very curious feature of the video. Having discussed how gut dis-
regulation can lead to a host of terrible diseases — cancer, diabetes, Parkinson’s disease the
commentary continues:

‘If your body is overrun by bacteria that harm you there is often only one solution. You bring in an
army of good guys. That’s very easy. You just transplant some healthy poop. You do that literally
by transferring poop from a healthy person into your gut.’

Now | have read a lot about fecal transplants and | have absolutely no doubt they can be extremely
useful and efficacious. But what struck me as strange was the way in which this video would appear
to be attempting to normalize something which is anything but normal and | had previously assumed
would be something of a last resort. Not according to Bill & Melinda. Very soon it appears this will be
the standard of care. Obviously a fecal transplant is not something that could be done by anybody in
their own kitchen — or bathroom. Obviously it would require proprietary technology.

The video goes on to explain that this modality is already used to treat chronic cases of diarrhoea
that’s caused ‘when C difficile bacteria take over a gut microbiome’ and also to acknowledge ‘we
don’t know enough about the complex interplay at work here yet...". I'd say.

To illustrate this point the video explains how a fecal transplant was used from an obese person to a
slim person to cure the slim patient of diarrhoea. The woman was cured of diarrhoea, but went on
to become obese. Whether the scientists ever inquired if the recipient of the transplant had
subsequently developed a predilection for doughnuts is not disclosed. It is assumed her subsequent
obesity was as a direct result of receiving poop from an obese donor.

It might sound like we’re heading back into the dark ages where people were routinely subjected to
bloodletting with leeches. I’'m not sure which I'd prefer —a poop transfer or leeches clamped to my
arms or chest...

What is not made clear in the Kurzgesagt video is that the point where a fecal transplant could
become necessary is so far down the line of gut dis-regulation that hopefully very few of us will ever
have to encounter it. There are innumerable modalities which can be employed to ensure we never
ever get to that point i.e. a rich and varied diet replete with all the necessary vitamins and minerals
necessary to ensure the Microbiome has all it needs to regulate itself. Probiotics and Anti Oxidants
should obviously be a part of this diet. But when you hear the scathing way in which antioxidants are



dismissed in another Kurzgesagt video entitled: Is Organic Really Better? Healthy Food or Trendy
Scam? you realise that the aim of all the ‘science’ is to perpetuate the allopathic myth whereby you
can do and eat anything you like until such time as your body finally revolts..... and then we’ll give
you a poop transplant. (4)

When you realise that these videos are being funded by the likes of Bill Gates it explains the curious
slant of the information being relayed. The worrying thing is it is being purveyed as incontrovertible
truth. Makia Freeman recently summed up Bill Gates’ reach succinctly:

Bill Gates has not only become the consummate NWO frontman but also has become a villain of
cartoon-like proportions, with his finger in seemingly every pie. Gates either invests in, funds or
directly controls GMO crops, GMO animals (e.g. mosquitoes), synthetic food, eugenics-driven
research on fertility (e.g. testicle-smashing contraceptives), chemtrails/geoengineering, vaccines,
the media, manmade climate change propaganda, pandemic simulations (i.e. pandemic planning
and orchestration), organizations modeling pandemics like The Imperial College and IHME
(Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation), large international health organizations like the
WHO, GAVI and CEPI, and much much more — all the while buying up more farmland in the USA
than any other single person. Gates’ most recent wacky idea is to combine the GM mosquitoes and
vaccines to produce flying syringes — genetically modified mosquitoes that would inject you. (5)

These Kurzgesagt videos are an example of how Gates sets about propagating his nonsense.
Specifically they are designed to perpetuate a faulty paradigm, the same faulty paradigm that has
issued in the COVID era and is being used to instigate the World Economic Forum’s Great Reset.

Going back to the video on the Immune system what is never stated is that there is a vast amount of
peer reviewed science collated by the likes of Sayer Ji , Joseph Mercola and Robert F Kennedy Jnr
and the Weston Price Foundation, that totally refutes this notion of Nature being at permanent war
with itself, and instead looks to highlight the way in which the immune system works though a
complex system of interrelating support systems that keep us constantly updated - not in order to
exterminate and ward off the exterminators, but in order to maintain a constant healthy
cooperation between the cells of the bodies and the cells of the universe that surrounds us and of
which we are an integral part.

Now what we are seeing is a concerted effort to permanently deregulate the human immune system
so it is entirely dependent upon external interventions —i.e. vaccines!

To appreciate just how ludicrous this is it is necessary to get to grips with a whole trend in Science
that has conveniently been remaindered and ignored by the medical industrial complex and the likes
of Bill Gates who stand to profit from it. Read on.



CHAPTER 2 THE IMMUNE SYSTEM — WHAT IT ISN’'T FOOTNOTES
1 How The Immune System ACTUALLY Works — IMMUNE Kurzgesagt — In a Nutshell

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IXfEK8G8CUI

2 See https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zBkVCpbNnkU

3 See https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VzPD009qTN4

4 See https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8PmM6SUn7Es

5 See See https://thefreedomarticles.com/anti-human-agenda-behind-covid-and-nwo
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CHAPTER 3 A FAULTY PARADIGM....?

| first became interested in the whole issue of medical orthodoxy when my 4 year old daughter was
diagnosed with cancer in 2011. In the months that followed | witnessed scenes in children’s cancer
wards that | thought must be taken from mediaeval torture chambers.

And every fibre in my being screamed this cannot be right.

And when it became apparent that the treatments that my daughter was being submitted to were
spectacularly inefficacious and she developed metastatic lung cancer and was more or less sent
home to die, | commenced a period of intensive research into alternative methods of treating
cancer, and | quickly became convinced we have it all wrong.

Nothing in the years that have ensued has changed my view.

| started writing a book about our experience with Erin’s disease but gave up on it because it seemed
to me to be little more than whistling in the wind — and there were advocates far better qualified
than | for the pursuit of promoting alternative medical paradigms. All this time | was living under the
illusion that alternative health care was a peripheral issue, and that the planet would keep on
turning with or without my relaying my concerns about medical orthodoxy.

But now we have COVID 19. And now | realise the extent of the existential issue we all face, and the
degree to which the existing medical paradigm now threatens our entire way of life in the so called
free world. So now | feel moved to resume this narrative with a vengeance. And | am doing this out
of a very real sense of outrage. Outrage at the misery of millions that has been perpetrated by a
faulty medical paradigm; and it is only now through my researches into COVID19 and the whole
issue of cancer and of germ theory that | now feel equipped to comment. Because | now understand
the central issues involved; and those issues are summed up nicely in Florence Nightingales’ dictum:
‘There are no diseases - only diseased conditions’ and in Pasteur’s reported dying words ‘The germ is
nothing the terrain is everything’....

| am not a medical doctor, | have no medical training, and I’'m glad | don’t, and you might therefore
guestion what right | have to even comment on matters in which | have no training.

But it seems to me a medical training is a huge handicap in being to make any sense of the current
disease pandemics. Why? Because medical training is almost exclusively funded by the
pharmaceutical industry that aims at the end of the day to make money out of the doctors they
train; and in return they will ensure that the doctors will earn a very good living — but only so long as
they toe the party line and sell as many pharmaceutical products as they can.....

Now if you have never stopped to think what keeps the medical profession in business, if you’ve
never considered even that medicine IS big business, if your view of the medical profession is that it
is a purely philanthropic exercise with the sole aim of alleviating Mankind’s suffering then what | am
saying will most probably appear like pure conspiracy theory and nothing else.



In the first part of this book my aim is to disabuse you of this notion by presenting facts about the
history of medicine that hopefully allow you to make your own mind up — rather than have it made
up for you by the so called ‘philanthropists’ of today — technocrats all who have a massive agenda
behind their so called philanthropy.

It all comes down to the paradigm upon which you are working. While astronomers believed the
universe revolves around the Earth they could only err in their calculations of the movements of the
heavenly bodies. It was necessary to establish the fact that the Earth is not the centre of the
universe before the astronomers and scientists could even begin to make any headway in our
understanding of the universe.

PTOLEMY

The quite extraordinary lengths to which the scientific community will go to protect the paradigm
based on Pasteur’s Germ Theory is reminiscent of the lengths to which astronomers had to go to
explain the universe while still labouring under the misapprehensions purveyed by the Ptolemaic
paradigm.

Ptolemy was a brilliant astronomer and mathematician. He believed that the Earth was the center of
the Universe, hence his theory is known as "geocentric" theory (the word for earth in Greek is geo).
The critical thing to understand is that even starting with this totally erroneous basic assumption, he
was able, with the use of complex mathematical and geometrical computations, to predict the
movements of the planets.

That is he was able to prove his theory to be correct — even though it wasn’t!
But in order to do that he had to add false assumptions to false assumptions,

In order to make his predictions true, he worked out that the planets must move in epicycles,
smaller circles, and the Earth itself must move along what he called a punctum aequans or equant
which was his mathematical concept to account for the observed motion of the planets and allowed
him to keep the theory of uniform circular motion alive by stating that the path of heavenly bodies
was uniform around one point and circular around another point.

We now know that none of this was true, but by adding a whole plethora of false assumptions to the
original false assumption he was able to make the maths appear to stack up and illustrate or account
for his predictions. In other words he spent most of his life working out how to demonstrate a false
paradigm....sound familiar?

And because he was so successful in making the maths stack up, and appear to prove his false
assumption, his flawed view of the Universe was accepted for centuries. Nobody questioned it. And
when they did they were bitterly persecuted for it, just as anybody who dares question the COVID
narrative is being bitterly persecuted.

Now if it was the case that we only had Pasteur’s theories to go on and nobody had ever come up
with any different theory and Pasteur had achieved what Ptolemy achieved in making an apparently



water tight case for his erroneous paradigm then we could be forgiven for persisting in it. But this is
not the case.

The truly astounding thing about our current health crisis in 2020 is that there is an abundance of
scientific peer reviewed studies to disprove Pasteur’s erroneous theory but nobody is willing to look
at it. Indeed there would appear to be a concerted effort to suppress it. What else can explain the
persecution of Wilhelm Reich, Royal Rife, Gaston Naessens, Enderlein et al and the persistent
censorship and de-platforming of ALL alternative health providers.

The lesson from the hegemony of Ptolemy’s erroneous theory should surely be:

If you don’t understand the mechanical basis of what you’re looking at you have to invent whole
reams of specious argument in order to explain the otherwise inexplicable nature of what you’re
looking at.

And in the world of health care provision this has demonstrably been the case ever since Pasteur
first perpetuated his erroneous theory.

Once you have abolished the notion that viruses are the cause of disease and accepted that they are
rather the result of disease all these confusions, which so self evidently prevail, evaporate. Suddenly
it is no longer necessary to become embroiled in complicated debates concerning nomenclature and
classification. Suddenly it becomes obvious that all diseased conditions are the result of systemic
toxicity and all the pathogens being identified and labelled are only present as the result of an
already diseased condition.

The problem with modern medicine is not so much that it is corrupt — although it undeniably is that
— but that it is working under a faulty paradigm.

WHAT IS A PARADIGM?
What is a paradigm? Wikipedias defines a paradigm thus:

‘In science and philosophy, a paradigm (/'paeradaim/) is a distinct set of concepts or thought
patterns, including theories, research methods, postulates, and standards for what constitutes
legitimate contributions to a field.” (1)

Modern medicine is based on two paradigms — both of which | hope to show in this book are
demonstrably false.

1 The Theory of Genetic Inheritance —i.e. that everything concerning our physical well being is
dictated by our genetic inheritance — that is by what we have inherited from our ancestors — most
immediately from our parents

2 Pasteur’s Germ Theory — that is that all disease that is not related to our genetic inheritance is
exogenous in nature — that is it comes from outside of the organism — from viruses and bacteria in
the external environment which we may have the misfortune to come into contact with



Now what both these theories have in common is that they make of the patient the victim —i.e. the
victim of genealogical factors or the victim of environmental factors.

Either way you the individual are at the mercy of either the enemy within or the enemy without.

And the main thing the medical establishment wants you to understand is — there is nothing you can
do about it — you are the unfortunate victim and the only option open to you when disease
threatens to disrupt your life other than hand yourself over into their ‘care’.

Now if you’ve followed me this far you may very well be thinking but surely you can’t be serious —
there is no disputing the fact that we are all the results of our genetic inheritance, and we also all
know that we can get sick picking up a bug at the local swimming pool or on an aeroplane, we all
know how our children can get sick the moment they go to school —and ‘pick up germs’

There is nothing so dangerous — nor so difficult to disprove — as a partial truth.

It’s a bit like Marxist theory. Marx outlined with staggering clarity the way in which the proletariat
have been subject for generations to the filthy capitalists and that the only way for the suffering
masses to gain their human dignity and freedom is by throwing off the yoke of capitalist oppression
and establish a society based on socialist principles of common ownership etc.

The history of the 20" century has proven the utter impossibility of implementing such a thing.
Communist regimes have only multiplied the amount of human misery on the planet a thousand-
fold. Marxist theory is all very well in theory but it doesn’t work in practice. Marx assumed the cause
of human misery was the exploitation of the poor by the rich, the have-nots by the haves, and it
would be very hard to disagree with him. But the instigation of the principle of State ownership
whereby all competition is removed from the market and everything is owned by everybody did
nothing to improve the lot of the masses; far from it. It reduced the masses to pawns in a fascist
state where nobody had any right to say anything about anything and the individual was reduced to
an insignificant digit. Marx would have been appalled. He had spawned a faulty paradigm.

Millions died in abject misery and poverty to prove that his theory was wrong. Private ownership
was not the problem; quite the reverse. State ownership and control was always and has always
been the problem wherever instigated.

ASSOCIATION AND CAUSATION

And here | want to introduce a concept that will be of extreme relevance throughout this book and
that is of ‘Association and Causation’. Association and Causation are not the same thing. By
Association we mean that something is commonly experienced in common with another thing, while
by Causation we mean that something is actually brought into existence by another thing.

For instance: we observe that aeroplanes fly and that aeroplanes have windows. Does this mean
that aeroplane fly because they have windows? Surely this would be a reasonable assumption? All
aeroplanes have windows and all aeroplanes fly ergo aeroplanes fly because they have windows....



Of course we would be entirely wrong. Having windows has nothing to do with the fact that
aeroplanes fly. Aeroplanes fly because they are aerodynamically designed and they have turbo
powered engines. Having windows has nothing to do with it.

Association does not equal causation.

ARTICLES OF FAITH

Similarly in medical science: Pasteur’s germ theory asserts that because germs are always found at
the site of disease germs must surely be the cause of disease. Whereas many eminent scientist have
proven that germs, far from being the cause of disease, are in fact the result of disease. Nevertheless
because they are always present at the site of disease it has become an article of faith that germs
cause disease. But that is all it is — an article of faith.

Similarly with the science of genetics it is undeniable that some human beings may contain in their
genetic makeup a predisposition to this or that disease. There has been much discussion in recent
years about women having a genetic predisposition to breast cancer to the extent that the famous
actress Angelina Jolie was persuaded to have a double mastectomy because both her grandmother
and her mother had died from breast cancer; but nobody told Angelina Jolie that genes only express
themselves if given the right environment, and that naughty genes can easily be sidestepped by the
way in which you live your life — the thoughts you have, the things you eat, the air you breathe, the
water you drink. In other words how your genes behave is conditioned by the environment in which
they exist.

Now of course if it was the case that germs cause disease it would make eminent sense to put all our
efforts into eradicating the same — into sterilizing the planet, implementing social distancing and any
other measures to ensure the individual never comes in contact with the nasty little critters.

Similarly if specific genes caused disease and there were no other factors involved it would make
some sort of sense to take prophylactic action — amputate your breasts, your testicles, remove your
prostate, sign up for a new set of lungs, a new liver, a new set of kidneys, a new heart etc etc.

But there is no evidence for either of these assertions. In fact the evidence is entirely contrary to
these assertions. All the evidence goes to prove that all disease is related to lifestyle issue - how we
live, what we eat, what we drink, where we live, what toxicities we encounter in the environment in
which we live, and above all the condition of our immune systems: how well are we equipped to
cope with the challenges we meet in the world in which we find ourselves?

Genetic theory and germ theory are only that — they are unproven theories, articles of faith. No
different from those that hold that the Earth must be flat or the holocaust never happened, in spite
of an abundance of evidence to prove that both are demonstrably wrong. But nobody wants to look.
Nobody wants to question. Why is that?

Because too much is at stake.

The reason Giordano Bruno was burned at the stake was because he wanted everyone to believe
that the Earth was not the centre of the universe and that Earth was in fact only one of many



millions of different planets in an indescribably vast universe. And this notion threatened the
hegemony of the Roman Catholic Church and every fundamentalist belief (article of faith) that said
that Mankind was God’s chosen people who had been created in God’s image in order to be saved
by God at the Day of Judgement. The theory that Earth and therefore Man was at the centre of the
universe was critical to the hegemony of the Church and its indescribably wealthy elite; in other
words Galileo’s discoveries threatened the survival of a monstrous vested interest.

And it is no different now.

The reason Genetic Theory and Germ Theory appear to be unassailable is because they are critical to
the survival of a monstrous vested interest — Big Pharma and all that trade off the billions of dollars
generated by touting toxic ‘medicine;’

The situation now is no different from the situation in Giordano Bruno’s day. In Bruno’s day the
monstrous vested interest was the Roman Catholic Church. The Roman Catholic Church was
responsible for the spiritual welfare of all nations on the planet, all Kings and Queens and Princes
were answerable to the Catholic Church.

Wikipedia concludes its article on the hegemony of the Catholic Church with the sentence: ‘The
Church was a model of hierarchy in a world of hierarchies, and saw the defense of that system as its
own defense, and as a defense of what it believed to be a god-ordained system’. (2)

The situation is no different now than it was then. The only difference now is it is no longer the
Church that pulls the strings; it is Big Business and principally Big Pharma. The only difference is that
The Deep State can say it has developed its own model of hierarchy and sees the defence of that
hierarchy as its own defence’, but it would not argue that such defence is of ‘a God ordained system
but of a Science ordained system — because Science has become the new God to whom we bow

’

before all other Gods.
How did this come about? There are two reasons for it
1 Is the incorrigible need for all human beings to OBEY — somebody or something.

2 Is the rise of the concept of scientific infallibility and what A.N Whtehead called ‘the fallacy of
misplaced concreteness’.

Mediaeval politics was built on the paradigm of the Divine Right of Kings.
Contemporary politics is built on the Divine Right of Scientists and Technocrats.
Both are Superstitions that aim at subjugating the mass of humanity to an infinitesimally small elite.

So the first priority it seems to me is to reveal the false premise of the paradigm on which the
scientists and technocrats are basing their protocols; because it is Science now rather than Religion
that is the ‘monstrous vested interest’.

And that may sound like a contradiction in terms — SHOULD sound like a contradiction in terms;
because surely science is about the disinterested search for knowledge and truth? Surely science is
about assisting human race in its long struggle upwards? Certainly this is what ‘science’ SHOULD be.



But then we have to look at the way in which science is conducted. And in order to do this we have
to understand what knowledge is - what truth is? Is there any such thing as objective truth....?

DEWEY’S WARRANTED ASSERTABILITY

The American philosopher John Dewey made the concept of the working hypothesis central to much
of his enquiry:

‘contrary to the principles of verification and falsifiability, used in formal hypothesis testing found
within dominant paradigms of 'normal’ science, i.e. where something is either ‘verified’, i.e. proven
to be true’ or not verified, i.e. proven to be false Dewey’s working hypotheses is neither true nor
false but a "provisional, working means of advancing investigation," which may lead to the discovery
of other unforeseen but "relevant" facts. For Dewey absolute truth is unobtainable. All we can hope
to find is "warranted assertability". Concerning the history of science Dewey wrote:

‘The history of science also shows that when hypotheses have been taken to be finally
true and hence unquestionable, they have obstructed inquiry and kept science
committed to doctrines that later turned out to be invalid.” (3)

We have already seen how Ptolemy’s geocentric theory of the universe inhibited the science of
astronomy for well nigh one and a half millennia. (4)

Damon Wilson expressed the problem well in the opening chapter of his book An End to Murder
entitled the Tragedy of Science:

The now-universal acceptance of Wegener’s theory of continental drift (and scientists’ mortified
rejection of Suess’s land bridge theory) is a classic example of what the American physicist and
philosopher Thomas Kuhn called a ‘paradigm shift’. Kuhn pointed out that established thinking in
any scientific discipline will doggedly hang on to old ideas until anomalies and inconsistencies built
up to an almost ludicrous degree. Then — often forced to it by some new and apparently
incontrovertible piece of evidence — the establishment will suddenly undergo a ‘revolution’: a sea
change, after which trend-setting scientists will start believing ideas that, sometimes only months
before, they had been contemptuously deriding. The image of scientific consistency presented by
experts in any field is all too often just that: an image or even an illusion. A theory, no matter how
‘well-established’, is just a structure of interconnected ideas; a structure that can be damaged or
even brought crashing down by contrary evidence. As the biologist Thomas Huxley noted ruefully:
‘The great tragedy of science [is] the slaying of a beautiful theory by an ugly fact.” (5)

Ultimately the only objective truth is that which is evidenced by our experience of life —the broader
your experience the more likely you are to approach Dewey’s ‘warranted assertability’.

And what is the scientist’s experience of life? Largely it is experienced on the reverse end of a
microscope. And the observations received on the reverse end of a microscope are then expressed
in language so arcane that only scientists can understand it. Does this make it true?



To continue our analogy with the mediaeval concept of the Divine Right of Kings the language of
science is as arcane as the divine fathers — the likes of Thomas Aquinas; it is deliberately designed to
obfuscate.

There is a word for this sort language, a word that has become associated with the Jesuits. That
word is casuistry. What does casuistry mean? The simplest definition I’'ve come across is ‘Specious or
excessively subtle reasoning intended to rationalize or mislead.” (6)

The fact of the matter is it is possible to rationalise anything you turn your mind to and make it
sound perfectly reasonable. The Nazis rationalised their extermination of the Jews. They could make
it sound perfectly reasonable. Of course it wasn’t. There wasn’t anything reasonable about it.

Until we refute the notion that all disease is exogenous in origin; until we accept that Pasteur was
wrong and that we can only understand disease when we realise it is an ecological interface
between every organism and its environment only then will we make progress.

COMMON SENSE

Common sense is a much under rated commodity. But, a bit like Common Law, it often surpasses in
perspicacity the dogmas of orthodoxy — which have usually become ossified and redundant by the
time they become dogmas.

Common sense is the opposite of Non Sense. For something to make sense to the average human
being it must be possible to connect the dots. It must be possible to see or intuit the sense behind
whatever assertion is being made.

When we were going throughout the horror of my daughter’s allopathic treatments for cancer the
thought that kept occurring to me was ‘This makes no sense’.

And since the global lockdown occasioned by COVID19 the same thought has been occurring to me
over and over, and a brief perusal of articles on social media and videos on you tube tells me that
many thousands — hopefully millions — are thinking the same thing.

And now | realise that it is essential for anybody with a smallest bit of intelligence left to come out
and to question and to speak.

| am not a political activist but | have a brain that questions. And | have a modicum of common
sense. And this is all that anybody needs to bring to bear on the current situation — whatever anyone
says. Common sense annihilates nonsense.

In his biography of Pasteur Renee Dubos brings up this whole issue of common sense with relation
to Pasteur’s Germ Theory, and would seem to suggest that common sense is somehow inferior to
scientific sense. He admits:

‘The germ theory of disease was also condemned in the name of plain common sense. Common
sense is the expression of two unrelated mental traits; it is based in part on the recognition of an
obvious, direct relationship between certain events, uncomplicated by theories. As such it has a



pragmatic value and allows its possessor to behave effectively in ordinary situations. The same
expression, "common sense/' is also used to express beliefs and opinions which are not the result of
personal experience, but are only inherited along with the conventions which make up our everyday
life.

It was because the germ theory was in conflict with these two forms of common sense that its
acceptance was so difficult. The occurrence of contagious disease was known to be often associated
with insalubrious living conditions, and the belief had been transmitted from Hippocratic time that
the physical environment decided the health of a community. This point of view was expressed
forcefully by Florence Nightingale, the woman who, through her experience in military the Crimean
War and in India, by virtue of her fighting temperament, did so much to make of nursing an part of
medical care...” (7)

And he goes on to quote Florence Nightingale at length as | have previously to the effect that there
is no such thing as a specific disease only diseased conditions and that diseases cannot be
individually named like cats and dogs.

The inference is clearly that Florence Nightingale was wrong, poor lass. She only had her experience
of a lifetime working with the sick to go on....she was only going on her own empirical experience
and using her common sense...

Personally if | were to get sick and had the choice of turning to Florence Nightingale or an army of
doctors in white coats | know which one I'd choose to turn to...

Interestingly after he retired Rene Dubos devoted the last years of his life to exploring the notion
that disease always occurs as the result of an ecological interface between the individual and his
environment. In other words he spent the last years of his life, once he had left academia and was
no longer answerable to scientific orthodoxy proving that Florence Nightingale was correct and
Pasteur was wrong.

This is something that the contemporary scientific maverick Rupert Sheldrake has drawn attention
to, namely the impossibility of any free creative thinking within the bounds of scientific orthodoxy. In
a BBC Special entitled ‘Rupert Sheldrake, the most Heretical Scientist of our Time’, and aired shortly
after he published his first book proposing a revolutionary new theory of biology Sheldrake
described how colleagues in the scientific community had tried to persuade him not to publish his
theory, but to put it on the back burner till after he had retired and no longer had a career and a
pension to worry about. But Sheldrake was not so minded. Sheldrake felt passionately about the
need to explore a different paradigm and he wasn’t prepared to wait until he was half dead to do it.

(8)

We have been brainwashed to believe that the prevailing scientific orthodoxy is always right. And
this has led to a degree of exploitation and corruption never previously witnessed in the history of
the human race. And worst of all it is an insult to what it is to be human. THE defining feature of
what it is to be human is the ability and the right to question......

| have exerted that right ever since my daughter’s illness and | am absolutely convinced that doctor
is very far from always being right. Indeed | am convinced that doctor is more often than not wrong.



And it’s not the fault of the individual doctors. It’s the fault of the paradigm under which they are
working.

| can say this because it’s not only from my examination of the history of medicine that I've come to
this conclusion. It’s from my own experience of what disease is — when I've gotten ill, how I've
gotten ill and how I've gotten better. Only once in the last ten years have | resorted to
pharmaceuticals and that was basically to appease my family. | took a course of antibiotics in
December 2019. It appeared to remove the worst of the symptoms. It took 5 months to recuperate
thereafter....Never in my life to date have | had an ‘infection’ that took a total of 8 months to clear.

THE INALIENABLE RIGHT TO QUESTION

The scariest thing about this current situation is that suddenly we are being relieved of the right to
guestion. In an orgy of bit burning every website advocating alternative health paradigms — that is
ANY health paradigm that conflicts with the official SCIENTIFIC paradigm is being de-platformed or
marginalised. Suddenly we find that Orthodoxy — that is Allopathic Medicine - is refusing its citizens
the right to question and seek alternatives to its highly dubious prescriptions. And this is
unsupportable.

Of course censorship has existed as long as societies have been in existence. Control the narrative
and you control the population. Orthodoxies have mandated whatever specific tenets may be
required to bolster their particular paradigm. There’s a word for it and that is Dictatorship.

We've seen it with Religions — all the orthodox faiths which have been the cause of more genocide
on the planet than any other single cause.

We’ve seen it in the 20" century with Socialism and Fascism.

And now we are seeing it in America and spreading throughout the rest of the Western World with
the Medical Technocrats bidding to seize control of the entire Globe through the current disease
‘pandemic’.

And the only way to stop them is for every individual human being on the planet to start questioning
and to wake up to the fact that the whole thing is being engineered by touting the notion of
Scientific Infallibility. The Roman Catholic Church tried this one in 1870 at the First Vatican Council
when it announced the Pope was Infallible — that is that everything he ever said about anything was
right, was true and incontrovertible because he was the Pope. Read a history of the Popes and see if
you come away with a conviction these guys have ever been, or ever will be, infallible. There is no
such thing, and never will be any such thing, as an infallible human being — whether you call him the
Pope, a Saint or a God.

Now we have not Papal Infallibility but Scientific Infallibility; that is we are being told that there is no
other truth than that purveyed by Science. It is significant that the current Pope is giving his support
to the notion of Scientific Infallibility — no doubt in order to convince the millions of the faithful they
need to do what Daddy tells them, regardless of whether it is in their best interests to do so.



This means you are placing your life in the hands of the likes of Anthony Fauci in America, Bill Gates,
Chris Whitty in Great Britain and how many other stooges across the globe who have been placed in
charge of public health for no other reason than they are willing to do anything they are told to do to
further an entirely spurious globalist agenda.

All I would say to these people is read RFJ Kennedy’s book The Truth about Anthony Fauci, read Judy
Mikovitz’s Plague of Corruption, watch James Corbett’s documentary on Bill Gates and see if you are
still willing to believe ANYTHING these people tell you — let alone believe they are infallible.

In a recent interview with Del Bigtree the young ecologist and doctor Zac Bush had this to say, which
nicely concludes this chapter on a faulty paradigm:

‘We need to redesign our health care system. And it needs to start with understanding Nature’s role
in health. And if we changed the food in our hospitals less people would die; if we changed the air in
hospital, such as they were breathing a diverse microbiome in a day, fewer people would die, if we
changed the way in which nurses and doctors got to interact with nature throughout their day fewer
of them would be depressed, burnt out and helpless.

And so we need to fundamentally change everything that we’ve designed in Healthcare — because at
every level we have decided we are AGAINST NATURE...so we purify our air. It’s all with the
mentality that we are separate from, divided from, and we need to battle against Nature. That’s why
we’re dying in such droves’. (9)

The notion that we are separate from Nature, the notion that we are against Nature, the notion that
we are at war with Nature, has to be expunged because it is a demonstrably erroneous ides. How
can we be at war with that which we are? What happens to human beings when they go to war on
themselves — individual human beings | mean? They end up in lunatic asylums diagnosed with
multiple personality disorder and schizophrenia. Yet this is a precise description of what the entire
human race is now doing to itself.

We are at war with what we are. We are at war with our origins. We have always been at war with
our origins. (See Appendix: The Curse of Adam)

CHAPTER 3 A FAULTY PARADIGM..? FOOTNOTES

1 See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Paradigm

2 See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Relations between the Catholic Church and the state

3 See John Dewey (1938). Logic: The Theory of Inquiry. Henry Holt and Company. pp. 142—-143. ISBN
0-03-005250-5.

See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/John Dewey

4 To delve deeper into the mind of John Dewey there is an excellent article by Jon Rappoport on his
NoMoreFakeNews Blog — essential reading for anybody with a brain cell left in their head — in which
Rappoport sets up an Imaginary Conversation a la Walter Landor (indeed | believe one day
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A FAULTY PARADIGM: CHAPTER 4 THE DISEASE OF SPECIFICITY

The empirical, sensory, sciences are like a donkey loaded with books, or like the makeup woman's
makeup. It washes off. But if you lift the baggage rightly, it will give joy. Don't carry your
knowledge-load for some selfish reason. Rumi

In an article for Childrens Health Defence entitled The Injection Fraud Catherine Austin Fitts remarks
‘A colleague once told me how Webster’s Dictionary came about. Webster said that the way the
evildoers would change the Constitution was not by amending it but by changing the definitions—a
legal sneak attack.’

Later she observes ‘We need to stop allowing these concoctions (so called vaccines) to be referred to
by a word that the courts and the general population define and treat as medicine and protect from
legal and financial liability.” (1)

INDETERMINACY

Somebody pointed out to me an interesting correlation between the word ‘spell’ and the verb ‘to
spell’. When we make words what are we doing? We are casting spells; that is we are creating
images and metaphors which don’t necessarily relate to anything real —to anything that actually is.
We are making an imaginary construct — a symbol. Every time we create a word. And if we're not
very careful it doesn’t take too long before we are mistaking the word that we’ve created for the
reality it was supposed to denote.

This is the true meaning of Plato’s allegory of the cave whereby we are all trapped inside a cave
watching the shadow of reality reflected on the wall behind us and oblivious to the fact that reality
doesn’t belong inside the cave at all.

Giving a name may make it possible to point out a definable something but it is often at the cost of
alienating us from the thing denoted. This is how we have literally created diseases. Does anybody
truly believe that polio, or AIDS or hepatitis B didn’t exist before these conditions were given a
name? Has anybody ever questioned whether these conditions actually exist at all?

Well actually there are people who have done just this - the likes of Stefan Lanke, Thomas Cowan
and Andrew Kaufman, all of whom have quickly been dismissed as ‘unscientific’ cranks — which
doesn’t mean they don’t have a valid point to make.

What | am aiming to do in this book is prove that far from being unscientific cranks these are the
people carrying the torch of truth and it is the medical establishment that denigrates their efforts
that needs to be charged with egregiously misleading the general public with theories such as
Pasteur’s Germ Theory that are demonstrably false.



THE PROBLEM OF NOMENCLATURE
Jon Rappoport has written:
"No need to isolate the new virus, we have its genetic sequence": Really?

"Isolate" means: "There it is, we see DIRECT evidence of it, it's not attached to anything else, it's not
possibly hidden in a glob of cellular material, it's not just a piece of some decaying old virus, it's not a
random chunk of DNA or RNA, it's not a Maybe floating in a soup of cells in a dish, it's not an
assumption based on what we're predisposed to find..."

The headline of this article is a typical defense offered to "prove" researchers actually discovered a
new pandemic virus, SARS-CoV-2.

It's laughable.

They have the genetic sequence of the virus? Well, where did they get it? From the man in the
moon? An old 10,000-dollar bill in Bill Gates' wallet? (2)

We have seen how the whole edifice of the Western medicine paradigm is built on Pasteur’s Germ
Theory, which in turn is built on the notion of specificity, that is the notion that every pathogen can
be given a name and once having can be given a name can be treated — or rather exterminated.

Somewhere the poet Rainer Maria Rilke declares we are here ‘principally for naming’...

And this certainly is what human beings appear to do best. From the first moment that we come to
consciousness and enunciate our first words — usually Mama or Dada — we start a process that
appears to be endemic to human consciousness, namely that of naming everything that comes into
our purview.

This is the distinctively human, no other creature does it.

Our entire civilisation has developed through this capacity for naming and identifying. This is what
we learn from our parents, what we learn to do at school, how we gather academic qualifications,
how we learn to build ourselves careers and survive in the world. We learn to be articulate. And to
be articulate means to have a name for everything that we want to discuss in our lives.

But this naming has its limits. And in the West, and particularly in the Western scientific paradigm,
we are not willing to acknowledge these limits. Indeed we dismiss any such attempt as Woo-hoo -
mystical hogwash. We pride ourselves on our tough minded rationalistic materialism. Listen to
Richard Dawkins if you want to see what | mean.

So this tough minded attitude critically limits what it is permissible for us to perceive or discuss. If it
can’t be perceived and labelled it cannot be discussed. This is the essential problem underpinning
the Western medical paradigm. It would seem we are not willing to discuss anything that cannot be
given a label.

We have seen how it was Florence Nightingale who pointed out that you cannot identify diseases in
the same way that you can identify cats and dogs. But we refuse absolutely refuse to accept this;
because if we can’t label it, if we can’t give it a name we can’t discuss it...



In her book Dissolving Illusions Suzanne Humphries illustrates this perfectly when reviewing the
different names given to smallpox. She quotes from an article by Charles V. Chapin, “Variation in
Type of Infectious Disease as Shown by the History of Smallpox in the United States,” publishes in
The Journal of Infectious Diseases, vol. 13, no. 2, September 1913, p. 173:

‘During 1896 a very mild type of smallpox began to prevail in the South and later gradually spread
over the country. The mortality was very low and it [smallpox] was usually at first mistaken for
chicken pox or some new disease called “Cuban itch,” “elephant itch,” “Spanish measles,” “Japanese
measles,” “bumps,” “impetigo,” “Porto Rico scratches,” “Manila scab,” “Porto Rico itch,” “army
itch,” “African itch,” “cedar itch,” “Manila itch,” “Bean itch,” “Dhobie itch,” “Filipino itch,” “nigger
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itch,” “Kangaroo itch,” “Hungarian itch,” “Italian itch,” “bold hives,” “eruptive grip,” “beanpox,”

“waterpox,” or “swinepox.”’ (3)

Well we could be tempted to remark how extraordinary that so many conditions could suddenly all
be identified as the one disease — smallpox. The truth we find hidden in this is that every disease is
only what it is to the person who suffers from it and the doctor would do well to remember that.
The name is irrelevant.

You can classify diseases according to related symptoms; but if you don’t know what’s causing the
symptoms you won’t have a clue how to treat it. The disease name is a name only for a condition
that has developed in the organism over a period of time due to environmental stressors both from
within and without. A disease is not a thing, an entity to be battled against. It is an indication of an
imbalance that needs to be addressed. The Chinese have known this for millennia.

We'll be seeing in this book how many diseases have been re branded and re named in order to
make it appear as though a given treatment — usually vaccination - has been successful in eradicating
it. But diseases can no more be eradicated than the race of Jews or the Arabs or the Blacks, or
whoever you decide has been at the root of the ills in your society, can be eradicated. The only way
to eradicate a disease is to ensure every human being on the planet has adequate shelter, hygiene,
nutrition, clean air to breathe, absence of unnecessary stress etc, and even then you can’t eradicate
disease. Because you can’t predicate for the irrational in Man — that which doesn’t necessarily
choose what is best, that needs to choose the opposite in order to find out what life is really all
about.

Antoine Bechamp understood very clearly the problem of nomenclature. When it comes to disease
there is a term to denote the classification of diseases and that is Nosology. In The Blood Bechamp
wrote:

‘There is an implication to be found in the statement of Surgeon Verneuil, though probably not
meant by him, to which assent must be given when understood. It is TRUE that there is no such
THING as tetanus, small pox. syphilis, etc., as is implied by the general use of nosological terms.
Disease is not a thing, an entity: it is a condition, and the error of regarding the condition of disease
as an entity has confirmed, where it has not originated, much of the prevailing erroneous treatment
of the sick.

Nosological terms have a use; it is that of bringing to the mind of the physician a group of
pathological symptoms, which may or may not be present in the case of the patient under



consideration; from them, when present, the diseased condition of the patient can be recognized
and treated. Unfortunately, through not understanding this truth, attempts are frequently made to
treat, not the patient, but the name, which has been given to a collection of morbid symptoms.

A broken limb is a thing; the inflammation which results from it is a condition, and if gangrene
ensues the gangrene is not a thing, but a condition to be taken into consideration with all the other
symptoms in the treatment of the patient. The surgeon, Verneuil, had probably a glimmering
perception of this truth, but he misapplied it, for his theory and practice, as a physician, and the
theory and practice of nearly all modern medicine assume that the condition to be treated is a thing
having a name and this name is treated instead of the patient. (4)

Western medicine does not treat the patient; Western medicine treats the name we have given to
the symptoms that the patient is exhibiting. This means our entire system of medicine is symptom
orientated. And as we have seen this is a huge mistake. Since symptoms are the body’s attempt to
regulate itself we are all the time preventing the body from healing itself and insisting on our
superior capacity for doing so.

Now | would suggest that this is entirely responsible for the stalemate in the development of
medical science in dealing with chronic disease conditions. We are trying to give a name to
something that is un-nameable - and we don’t have the humility of the old Hebrews who refused to
enunciate the name of God — because such a thing would be a blasphemy. We are convinced that
the only way to achieve anything is to keep on naming ad infinitum.

The human capacity for naming is a tool — something that we may use like a jigsaw or a
mathematical square. It allows us to separate out the constituent parts of the universe in which we
find ourselves; but it never seems to have occurred to us that beyond a certain point it simply isn’t
possible to separate out Life into its constituent parts. The splitting of the atom seems to have
convinced us that we can continue dividing life out and giving each new tiny particle a new name.

And the reason for this is that the act of naming gives us the illusion of having taken control of it. Is
this not the whole point of our being here — to give names and take control....?

But as anybody who has ever taken time to read and study scientific papers will know there comes a
point where the process of naming becomes a narcissistic exercise in its own right, an exercise that,
far from allowing us to take control of what we’re talking about, only succeeds in building taller and
taller walls of obfuscation. And the more you read scientific papers the more you realise that much
of the time names are being given to things that are unnameable, to things that are inexplicable for
a rationalistic perspective; there is a huge amount of ambiguity around what constitutes what.

Up until 1953 when Crick and Watson published their findings re DNA it was considered that life was
merely occasioned by the coming together of simple chemical compounds. Suddenly it all got a great
deal more complicated:

‘It turned out that DNA only has one job. Your DNA tells your cells how to make proteins: molecules
that perform a host of essential tasks. Without proteins you could not digest your food, your heart
would stop and you could not breathe.



But the process of using DNA to make proteins proved to be staggeringly intricate. That was a big
problem for anyone trying to explain the origin of life, because it is hard to imagine how something
so complex could ever have got started.

Each protein is essentially a long chain of amino acids, strung together in a specific order. The
sequence of the amino acids determines the three-dimensional shape of the protein, and thus what
it does.

That information is encoded in the sequence of the DNA's bases. So when a cell needs to make a
particular protein, it reads the relevant gene in the DNA to get the sequence of amino acids.

It turned out that DNA only has one job.

But there is a twist. DNA is precious, so cells prefer to keep it bundled away safely. For this reason,
they copy the information from DNA onto short molecules of another substance called RNA
(ribonucleic acid). If DNA is a library book, RNA is a scrap of paper with a key passage scribbled onto
it. RNA is similar to DNA, except that it only has one strand.

Finally, the process of converting the information in that RNA strand into a protein takes place in an
enormously elaborate molecule called a "ribosome".

This process is going on in every living cell, even the simplest bacteria. It is as essential to life as
eating and breathing. Any explanation for the origin of life must show how this complex trinity —
DNA, RNA and ribosome protein — came into existence and started working.” (5)

HOW A RIBOSOME BECAME A RIBOSOME AND OTHER NAMES

And the name of the same observed phenomena is changing continually. For instance let’s look at
how Ribosomes got their name. Ribosomes are described by Wikipedia as follows:

‘Ribosomes are macromolecular machines, found within all living cells, that perform biological
protein synthesis (MRNA translation). Ribosomes link amino acids together in the order specified by
the codons of messenger RNA (mRNA) molecules to form polypeptide chains. Ribosomes consist of
two major components: the small and large ribosomal subunits. Each subunit consists of one or
more ribosomal RNA (rRNA) molecules and many ribosomal proteins (RPs or r-proteins). The
ribosomes and associated molecules are also known as the translational apparatus.’ (6)

which all sounds as though it’s a mechanical feature of a well oiled machine that we have broken
down into its constituent parts....

The term "ribosome" was first proposed by scientist Richard B. Roberts in the end of 1950s. Here’s
an extract from a book published in 1958 that will give an idea of how the label came about:

‘During the course of the symposium a semantic difficulty became apparent. To some of the
participants, "microsomes" mean the ribonucleoprotein particles of the microsome fraction
contaminated by other protein and lipid material; to others, the microsomes consist of protein and
lipid contaminated by particles. The phrase "microsomal particles" does not seem adequate, and



"ribonucleoprotein particles of the microsome fraction" is much too awkward. During the meeting,
the word "ribosome" was suggested, which has a very satisfactory name and a pleasant sound. The
present confusion would be eliminated if "ribosome" were adopted to designate ribonucleoprotein
particles in sizes ranging from 35 to 100S.” (7)

It can be seen that there is no agreement upon what a Ribosome actually is and the parameters
defining it are entirely arbitrary. The bottom line is a Ribosome is a Ribosome because it is ‘a very
satisfactory name and a pleasant sound’.

In an online article on microorganisms we find a catalogue of ambiguities:

1 Archaea: Archaea, or archaebacteria, were once thought to be part of the bacteria family.
However, recent research has shown that they are much different from eubacteria, and may even be
more closely related to us than they are to modern bacteria.

2 Algae: Microscopic algae were once thought to be plants, but recent studies have shown that algae
don’t fit into the plant family. Instead, these single-celled photosynthetic organisms are thought to
be relatives of the lineage that led to land plants.

3 Other (that is unclassified microorganisms) There are many other microscopic organisms that
scientists are struggling to neatly classify. Once, many microorganisms were lumped into one
category called “protists,” but many scientists now believe this system was only useful for explaining
that the organism didn’t fit into any other kingdom.

The kingdom “Protista” served as a sort of “miscellaneous” bin for eukaryotic organisms that
scientists could not readily identify as plants, animals, fungi. The logic was understandable: when
light microscopes are the only tool you have, most microorganisms look fairly similar to each
other.(Bit like Junk DNA)

Upon genetic analysis, however, many members of the kingdom “protista” turned out to be more
closely related to these other groups than to each other! (8)

What becomes clear is that we’ve only just touched the surface when it comes to classifying
microorganisms and there is a constant overlap.

Most of the time we don’t know what we’re looking at and we’re plucking names out of a hat —
names that will serve for today and tomorrow but may well be discarded the day after that. And
that’s fine. It is in the nature of science to want to give names to every phenomenon it encounters.
Bechamp acknowledged this himself.

But to proclaim as we hear all too often that ‘the science is settled’ is absurd.

Nothing is settled and anyway, since the whole science of virology is being practised under a faulty
paradigm, namely the notion of mono-morphism — that every microorganism has only one form and
one function - the question has to be asked: how can we be so sure that we should be giving a fixed
name to a manifestation that may well be something that is not fixed at all but something thatisin a
state of progression from one form and function to another....? And this will never come to light
until the whole erroneous paradigm is over hauled.



What is difficult to comprehend is why this notion of monomorphism is still adhered to when it
clearly contradicts all the known facts about so called viruses and bacteria.

The whole reason for the decline in efficacy of antibiotics is the fact that the bacteria have learned
to out-smart the drugs. Same with vaccines. The whole reason the flu vaccine is so woefully
inefficacious is it’s well known that flu virus mutates from year to year. We have known this for
decades. But of course the whole medical edifice would crumble were it acknowledged that aiming
to counteract a single pathogen at any one time is a fool’s errand.

HOW THE DISCOVERY OF THE QUANTUM WORLD SHOULD HAVE CHANGED EVERYTHING —
AND HASN'T

This aligns with the fact that the discoveries of quantum physics have failed to have so little
influence on the practical sciences. Surely Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle, Bohr’s principle of
complementarity and the whole non-determinacy of quantum physics should have told us
something about life at the microscopic level, should have told us something about the way in which
we might expect the invisible microorganisms that teem within us and without us to function?

Is it not supremely unscientific to continue practising science in a way that takes no cognisance of
the fact that we now know at the quantum level life works in a way that is largely unquantifiable? A
way that is impervious to our incessant need to analyse, dissect, quantify and name.

Most particularly is it not insanity to continue with no acknowledgement whatsoever of the observer
effect — namely that merely by looking at a thing we change the way in which it functions?

The logical deduction from this must be that while we continue to set up experiments aiming to
achieve a particular outcome sure as eggs is eggs we can guarantee that eventually we will get the
outcome that we have been looking for.

Now this might serve well a prevailing paradigm and all those with vested interests in it; but it can
hardly be said to be serving the best interests of science. It is in fact only another manifestation of
the predictive programming that is used by Big Tech to control whole populations on Planet Earth.

It is my contention that when Wilhelm Reich said in The Bion Experiments on the Origin:

‘Admittedly, measurements and replicate experiments still have the last word in science. But when |

see an amoeba stretching and the protoplasm flowing in it, | react to this observation with my entire
organism. The identity of my vegetative physical sensation with the objectively visible plasma flow of
the amoeba is directly evident to me.

| feel it as something that cannot be denied. It would be wrong to derive scientific theory from this
alone, but it is essential for productive research that confidence and strength for strict experimental
work be derived from such involuntary, vegetative acts of perception.” (9)...

He was being far more scientific that the men in white coats in our laboratories today who declare
they are being purely objective for in truth THERE CAN BE NO SUCH THING as pure objectivity and
the discoveries of quantum physics have proven this ‘scientifically’.



There is a natural equation between Science and the notion of objectivity — the two are supposedly
synonymous; but what is clear now is that since the observations of Niels Bohr and Heisenberg to be
truly objective it is necessary always to take into cognisance the subjective experience of the
observer.

Any attempt to measure precisely the velocity of a subatomic particle, such as an electron, will knock
it about in an unpredictable way, so that a simultaneous measurement of its position has no validity.
This result has nothing to do with inadequacies in the measuring instruments, the technique, or the
observer; it arises out of the intimate connection in nature between particles and waves in the realm
of subatomic dimensions.

This is an absolutely crucial point. Newtonian physics works in the observable world —that is on the
surface of things while Quantum physics works at the sub atomic level — that is at the level that
cannot readily be perceived with our five sense, even with the assistance of electron microscopy.

It is my contention that all issues of health occur at this sub atomic level and the reason modern
medicine is failing so spectacularly is it is attempting to apply the principles of Newtonian physics
and Aristotelian logic to the quantum field.

The whole notion of objectivity is inextricably bound up with the obsession with naming and the
conviction that it is possible to be specific about every component of life. It isn’t. Yet this is the
bedrock of the so called ‘scientific method’.

It is not possible to investigate Life in this manner. Ergo it is not possible to investigate life
scientifically using ‘scientific method’ as currently constructed. Or it may be possible but it’s not
possible to arrive at correct deductions.

It could be argued that when we examine cells of the body we haven’t reached the quantum world.
We're only looking at the objective manifestations that should be answerable to, and often appear
to be, answerable to the laws of classical physics; but what we are not taking into account is the fact
that what we are looking at is living tissue. And Life ONLY exists at the quantum level.

The problem is compounded by the fact that most of the time science as practised by molecular
biologists using electron microscopy is only examining tissue that is already dying or dead; because it
has been removed from a living organism and it is now in the process of decay. The thing that we call
Life has already departed from it.

So the question arises: How is it possible to make deductions about life and living tissue from the
investigation of dead or dying matter?

Reich intuitively understood there is a critical distinction between the two; and when he
acknowledged ‘The identity of my vegetative physical sensation with the objectively visible plasma
flow of the amoeba is directly evident to me’, he was fundamentally arguing for a different definition
of what scientific observation entails.

He was saying that you cannot merely observe with your eyes and your rational faculty; that what
you see will be influenced by your entire plasmatic being — that is your way of existing in your own
body.



Reich had a word for this. When somebody was alive in all their being and functioning to the
optimum of their capacity he called it being ‘orgonotically charged’ — that is the individual was
suffused with orgone — Reich’s word for the life force.

Now it is not necessary to buy into the concept of the orgone in order to understand what he was
saying. He was saying no more than that the way in which you are in yourself will dictate the way in
which you perceive things. This is the essence of Husserl’s concept of intentionality. Perception is
not a passive act. It is an intentional act.

We all know if we are feeling bored and listless nothing much can interest us. We may be confronted
by a stunning sunset but it leaves us totally cold. If however we are full of energy and enthusiasm
having had a particularly good day at work or whatever we suddenly find ourselves overwhelmed by
the beauty of the sunset. We experience what Abraham Maslow would have called a peak
experience (this recognition is at the base of the life work of the British philosopher Colin Wilson —
see my book Colin Wilson And The Other Mode. We cannot look at anything without colouring it
with the way in which we feel about things — with our own visceral experience of life.

Now | am very clear that what | am talking about here would be dismissed as mystical nonsense by
any hard-nosed western scientist — who equally would dismiss the observations of Wilhelm Reich
and presumably the necessity of taking cognisance of the findings of quantum physics

But | do believe these observations are of the essence when reviewing the ‘disease of modern
medicine’.

For the fact of the matter is science is only conducted largely (there are some notable exceptions
such as Rupert Sheldrake, Nassim Haramein et al) by individuals who have been indoctrinated over a
long and arduous training into a notion that they must entirely obliterate any notion of the
subjective; they must entirely ignore anything that remotely could be called imagination; they must
eradicate themselves from the equation and only record what they objectively perceive, regardless
of what they think, what they feel, who they are, how they are; and most pertinent of all they must
observe the strict parameters laid down by the paradigm that they subscribed to when they first
entered upon their studies; in other words they must ensure that they never come up with anything
that would upset the existing paradigm, that they will only ever discover anything new that will
perpetuate the same old same old...

The fate of scientists like Raymond Rife, Wilhelm Reich, Andrew Wakefield, Julie Mikovits who have
refused to abide by these rules and have insisted on proclaiming what they believe, and more
importantly KNOW to be the truth — however inconvenient, surely provides evidence enough of the
degree to which ‘science’ has become no different from the worst kind of religious fundamentalism
where any heretics from the prevailing dogma will be, metaphorically at any rate, burned at the
stake — no different from the way in which Giordano Bruno was burned at the stake 400 years ago.
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CHAPTER 5 LOUIS PASTEUR & THE FRAUD THAT IS GERM THEORY

"In the sciences, people quickly come to regard as their own personal property that which they
have learned and had passed on to them at the universities and academies. If someone else comes
along with new ideas that contradict the Credo and in fact even threaten to overturn it, then all
passions are raised against this threat and no method is left untried to suppress it. People resist it
in every way possible: pretending not to have heard about it; speaking disparagingly of it, as if it
were not even worth the effort of looking into the matter. And so a new truth can have a long wait
before finally being accepted."—Goethe

Pasteur created a Credo, the world believed him and the rest is history...

Here is a schoolbook timeline of Pasteur’s life. It looks like a steady progress from anonymity to
glorious realisation of his genius and indeed for Pasteur this is what it was:

1822 Louis Pasteur is born in France to a poor family.
1847  Louis attends and graduates from the Ecole Normal in France. He studies sciences.
1849  Louis marries Marie Laurent and they have five children.

1854  Louis began his work as a professor, and one of his duties included finding scientific
solutions to common problems in the area.

1855  Louis was assigned the job of figuring out why common drinks like beer and wine became
sour. He discovered the bacteria growing in the drinks, and figured out that if you boiled the drinks
and then cooled them, it killed the bacteria.

1856 Louis returned to his old school, the Ecole Normal but this time as a professor.

1864  Pasteur went on to study where the bacteria growing in food and drinks were coming from,
and he finally figured out it came from the air or environment.

1864  Many people in the 1800's still believed that germs were not harmful to people. Louis
proved that germs were the cause of illness.

1865 Louis saves the silkworms. After his success with the beverage industry, Louis was asked to
work on the dying crops of local silk fields. He figured out the silkworms were ill, and introduced a
way to fix the problem.

1868  Louis suffered from a small stroke and it left him partially paralyzed, but he was still able to
experiment.

1879  Louis accidentally exposed chickens to a small form of cholera, and when the chickens
didn't become sick he wanted to know why. He figured out the small exposure had worked as a
vaccine against the actual sickness, and the vaccine was born.



1885  After finding vaccines for smallpox, TB, and cholera, Louis worked toward a vaccine for
rabies. He found it in 1885.

1888  Louis' fame spread around the world, and soon donations began pouring in for the founding
of the Pasteur Institute in Paris.

1895  Louis was given the Leeuwenhoek medal, the highest honor in microbiology.

1895 Louis Pasteur's death (1)

The conclusion traditionally given is Louis's contributions to society saved millions of lives, and his
legacy lives on today. It is certainly true his legacy lives on today. It is questionable whether his
contributions saved millions of lives. In fact it can be demonstrated that his legacy has cost millions
of lives.

Those who oppose Pasteur’s theory like to designate him as a fraud; | prefer to see him simply as a
careerist. History is littered with careerists — those who use every available means to further
themselves and their careers. And often that entails elements of fraud. This is undeniable. But it
happens and it’ll always happen as long as human beings are human beings....

Scientists come and go. Scientific theories, scientific paradigms come and go. Scientists get it wrong
before they can get it right. This is all in the nature of things.

What is regrettable in the case of Pasteur is that he got it wrong, the world believed him, or the
world wanted to believe him, and the result has been incalculable suffering for an incalculable
number of human beings that have come after and been persuaded to subscribe to his notion of
what health, or the absence of it — namely disease - actually is.

So what is Germ Theory?

GERM THEORY
Germ Theory simply stated:

The germ theory of disease states that the body of human beings is naturally sterile and specific
diseases are caused by specific germs or infectious agents which enter from the surrounding
environment and cause pathologies in the body.

There is nothing so dangerous as a partial truth. Let’s look at how this partial truth took hold.



SPONTANEOUS GENERATION OF LIFE

In the 1800’s there was a great deal of discussion concerning the spontaneous generation of life —
that is the notion that life can originates in non living matter. The supposed absurdity of this theory
has always been demonstrated in the (admittedly absurd) notion that prevailed at the time that
mice could be created in 21 days out of sack cloth and rotting wheat......

In the mid years of the 19" century Pasteur and his contemporary, Antoine Beauchamp, were
independently experimenting with the process of fermentation.

‘The prevailing theory was that fermentation was a simple chemical reaction, but the experiments of
Bechamp showed that fermentation was a process brought about by microorganisms in the air.
Pasteur continued to insist for some time after Bechamp's discovery that fermentation was a
process that did not require oxygen because it was a lifeless chemical reaction (called spontaneous
generation). It took Pasteur many years to finally grasp the concept that fermentation of sugars is
caused by yeast fungus, a living organism. When he did grasp and write about these concepts, he
presented them as his own discoveries, giving no credit at all to Bechamp.” (2)

Pasteur went to extraordinary lengths to prove his theory correct. He finally succeeded in convincing
the scientific establishment with his Swan Neck experiment...BUT:

He never conclusively proved that spontaneous generation did not occur. The only way he
‘disproved’ it was by pointing to methodological errors in the experiments that appeared to prove it;
and this was a favourite ploy throughout his career, and one that has been used repeatedly down to
the present day to discredit any narrative that is contrary to the prevailing official narrative.

Here is Pasteur addressing the Academy of Medicine in March 1875, at the occasion of a debate
during which one contributor had spoken disdainfully of Pasteur’s experiments on spontaneous
generation:

"Every source of error plays in the hands of my opponents. For me, affirming as | do that there are
no spontaneous fermentations, | am bound to eliminate every cause of error, every perturbing
influence. Whereas | can maintain my results only by means of the most irreproachable technique,
their claims profit by every inadequate experiment"

In other words he was laying claim to scientific supremacy. Apparently he was superior in all ways to
his unscientific colleagues. And this included Antoine Bechamp, who had identified the true nature
of fermentations long before Pasteur. But this made Bechamp into an arch enemy that Pasteur could
never forgive.

Pasteur never lost an opportunity to undermine his colleagues ...which is a misnomer because he
didn’t have any — colleagues | mean. He only had enemies. And this is the greatest clue we have to
the nature of the Germ Theory and it’s ascendancy in our civilisation. It is based on the notion that
there is an enemy to exterminate, and this is the absolute basis of the ‘civilisation’ we inhabit.
Where would we be without an enemy? We need an enemy in order to feel we have a purpose.

Currently the imperialist West is at war with Syria and how many other despotic regimes and has
demonised Russia and China. What would there be to report on in the daily news if it were not for



these enemies — real or fictitious? In the last two years a new enemy has appeared — the dreaded
Virus....

But this is in fact nothing new. The Virus is only an extrapolation from the Germ or Bacteria which
have been viewed as the principle vectors of disease for centuries.

Renee Dubos understood the distinction between a theory and a proven fact when he wrote in his
study of Pasteur:

‘However, it must be emphasized that what had been settled was not a theory of the origin of life.
Nothing had been learned of the conditions under which life had first appeared, and no one knows
even today whether it is still emerging anew from inanimate matter.

Only the simple fact had been established that microbial life would not appear in an organic
medium that had been adequately sterilized, and subsequently handled to exclude outside
contamination. The germ theory is not a philosophical theory of life, but merely a body of factual
observations which allows a series of practical operations. It teaches that fermentation,
decomposition, putrefaction, are caused by living microorganisms, ubiquitous in nature; that
bacteria are not begotten by the decomposing fluid, but come into it from outside; that sterile liquid,
exposed to sterile air, will remain sterile forever.” (3)

Pasteur’s particular genius was for making the facts fit the theory rather than the theory evolve from
the facts. It’s analogous to a syndrome in gambling called ‘back-fitting” where you take a series of
results and arrange them so as to come out with the best possible outcome and then decree that
you have a fail-safe system for future success. It very rarely works out because all you have done is
taken out as many of the results that you do not like —i.e. the losers - made various arbitrary
assumptions as to why they have lost and then done the same —i.e. made various arbitrary
assumptions - with regard to the winners and assumed that these assumptions are then good for all
time hereafter. They very rarely are.

This is an accurate description of Pasteur’s procedures and the entire history of Germ Theory. Dubos
describes how Pasteur convinced himself that fermentations could not be possible without exposure
to germs of the air:

‘It was then a common belief that many moulds and other microorganisms can become transformed
into yeast when submerged in a sugar solution, and thus give rise to alcoholic fermentation, Pasteur
himself long remained under the impression that the vinegar organism (Mycoderma aceti) which
oxidizes alcohol to acetic acid in the presence of air, can also behave as yeast and produce alcohol
from sugar under anaerobic conditions. As these beliefs were in apparent conflict with one of the
fundamental tenets of the germ theory of fermentation, namely the concept of specificity, Pasteur
devoted many ingenious experiments to prove or disprove their validity, and arrived at the
conclusion that they were erroneous. Yeasts, he pointed out, are ubiquitous in the air, and were
often introduced by accident into the sugar solutions along with the other microbial species under
study. It was therefore necessary to exclude this possibility of error, and after succeeding in
eliminating it by elaborate precautions, he stated with pride:

‘Never again did | see any yeast or an active alcoholic fermentation follow upon the submersion of
the flowers of vinegar, ... At a time when belief in the transformation of species is so easily adopted,



perhaps because it dispenses with rigorous accuracy in experimentation, it is not without interest to
note that, in the course of my researches on the culture of microscopic plants in a state of purity, |
once had reason to believe in the transformation of one organism into another, of Mycoderma into
yeast | was then in error: | did not know how to avoid the very cause of illusion...which the
confidence in my theory of germs had so often enabled me to discover in the observations of
others.” (4)

Note how Pasteur never loses an opportunity to include a jibe against his opponents. It can be seen
that nothing but nothing is to contradict his beloved theory — whether it be the experimentation of
others or his own observations.

THE SWAN NECKED EXPERIMENT

In order to disprove the notion of spontaneous generation it was necessary to prove that nothing
could be born out of nothing. This is how Pasteur set about it:

First, he prepared a nutrient broth similar to the broth one would use in soup. Next, he placed equal
amounts of the broth into two long-necked flasks. He left one flask with a straight neck. The other he
bent to form an "S" shape. Then he boiled the broth in each flask to kill any living matter in the
liquid. The sterile broths were then left to sit, at room temperature and exposed to the air, in their
open-mouthed flasks. After several weeks, Pasteur observed that the broth in the straight-neck flask
was discoloured and cloudy, while the broth in the curved-neck flask had not changed.

He concluded that germs in the air were able to fall unobstructed down the straight-necked flask
and contaminate the broth. The other flask, however, trapped germs in its curved neck, preventing
them from reaching the broth, which never changed colour or became cloudy.

If spontaneous generation had been a real phenomenon, Pasteur argued, the broth in the curved-
neck flask would have eventually become re-infected because the germs would have spontaneously
generated. But the curved-neck flask never became infected, indicating that the germs could only
come from other germs.

If Pasteur’s conviction was right that spontaneous generation was impossible without exposure to
the so called ‘germs of the air’ a sterile solution would remain sterile if protected from the air but
would be subject to microbial infestation if exposed to the air — something we all know now, and to
which we can be grateful to Pasteur (although it was in fact Bechamp who established this long
before Pasteur). We now know if we want to keep something fresh we must seal it in an air tight
container. So now we have the whole tinned, canned and jarred food industry that means we can
keep food indefinitely...

But how did this prove that mice weren’t born of sack cloth and rotted wheat....? | may be stupid but
| fail to see the connection...

Surely all that was needed to prove mice didn’t come from sack cloth and rotted wheat was a
control experiment whereby on the one hand you gather together sack cloth and rotted wheat and



observe what happens over a period of 21 days and secondly you gather together some mice and
see what happens when you allow them to mate....? But that’s maybe beside the point.

The fact of the matter is Pasteur used his swan neck bottle experiment as irrefutable proof that the
theory of spontaneous generation was wrong and the germ theory was right. Was he not missing the
point?

A sterile solution is not a living solution. It can be described as non living matter because it has
nothing alive in it or about it. By exposing it to the air you are allowing living organisms — germs of
the air in Pasteur’s parlance — to enter the organism. These living organisms then commence
consuming the sterile solution — because this is what all living organisms do. They seek to assimilate
it — make it their own. They partake of it — they feed on it and excrete into it. Inevitably they change
the nature of the solution they now inhabit. And this is what Pasteur observed in the swan neck
flask that has had its neck broken.

The sterile solution has now become food for the microbes that have entered it. In the process the
sterile solution ceases to be sterile — it becomes ‘contaminated’ because it is no longer sterile

...... and it changes its form because this is what life does — whether it is microbial life, elephantine
life or human life.

This much is clear and comprehensible. But to then say because the sterile solution is contaminated
by microbes in the air it automatically follows that all disease is caused by germs in the air is a total
non sequitur, indeed an error of gigantic proportions. This could only be the case if the blood in a
living animal is considered to be sterile. And this of course is a critical component of Germ Theory —
ever since it was first proposed; but this is demonstrably not the case. A sterile solution has no
function in life. If truly sterile it is not functioning as a living thing. It is static and as far as life is
concerned redundant — that is dead.

Introduce microbes and it begins to serve a function. It comes alive! But the only function it can
serve is as food for the microbes. Being sterile it has none of the amino acids — the basic building
blocks for more complex life. It can only be food for the worm — or food for the bacteria. Much as
the corpse of a living creature can only be food for the worm or the bacteria that always proliferate
in dead or decaying matter.

In using this experiment as refutation of the theory of spontaneous generation and proof positive of
the Germ Theory Pasteur made a famous pronouncement:

“Life is germ and a germ is life. Never will the doctrine of spontaneous generation recover from the
mortal blow of this simple experiment.”

However he was making an entirely unwarranted assertion.

The two clauses of his famous pronouncement do not follow on from one another. When he said
Life is germ and a germ is life he was right. When he said ‘Never will the doctrine of spontaneous
generation recover from the mortal blow of this simple experiment’ he was right, to the extent that
life cannot emerge from a totally sterile environment. But linking the two together is unwarrantable.
Why?



The answer to that lies in the notion that the blood is sterile — a notion that is patently absurd. If the
blood were sterile we’d all be dead. The blood is teeming with life — and as Pasteur correctly
asserted that means germs. Wherever there is life there are germs. We don’t have bleach circulating
in our bodies - we have blood.

And yet this continues to be an axiom of medical science an axiom upon which germ theory is based,
in spite of all the evidence to the contrary.

A study published in 2002 asked the question ‘Are there naturally occurring Pleomorphic Bacteria in
the Blood of Healthy Humans?’ (5)

Nobody wants to contemplate the question, let alone answer it, because if answered in the
affirmative it would turn the entire medical paradigm on which Big Pharma is based on its head...

We think of germs as being evil — that is anti life.

But germs are not evil; they are not anti life; they ARE life. Every living organism, including human
beings, is a gigantic conglomeration of trillions of germs. We now know this. This has been
scientifically proven. The germs are not the enemies. They are the fundamental building blocks of
life. This is what Bechamp identified. (6)

Thus germ theory ONLY makes sense if you think that anything alive can be sterile.

What Bechamp proved to his own satisfaction was that all of life arises out of tiny ferments which he
called microzymas and these ferments are the precursor of life in whatever form it happens to
manifest, whether it be the smallest unicellular organism or a giraffe. (See Chapter 6)

And Bechamp came to realise these tiny bodies, these ferments which are responsible for life, are
indestructible. They may lie dormant, they may cease to function as living organisms — which is
clearly what happens in the swan necked flasks to which no air can enter — but once exposed to the
air they can then become activated again by the introduction of the germs from the air. To put it
simply germs like to socialise!

This is what happens whenever you get sick; when you pick up a so called bacterial ‘infection’. But it
is not the external bacteria that is making you sick; it is the fact that the environment into which the
external bacteria has entered is not equipped — is not sufficiently alive — to allow you to assimilate it.
Thus you become food for the external bacteria, or rather the flesh in you which is diseased or dying
becomes food for the bacteria. But you don’t have to become food for the external bacteria — not if
you have the right bacteria in your own organism to instruct the invading bacteria when it enters
how to become a useful symbiont rather than an alien invader. Bacteria can only feed on dead
matter. This is why sick people are so prone to bacterial infection and often develop bacterial
pneumonia; because there isn’t any longer a living environment that can assimilate (or refute if you
prefer) the bacterial invasion. The pathogenicity of the bacteria is the result of a previously diseased
condition — not the cause.

The sterile solution has no vitality, it has no life — so it cannot mount what we would call an ‘immune
response’ (which in itself is a misnomer); that is, it doesn’t have the means to instruct the new
arrival how to behave. The only thing sickness illustrates is a malfunctioning, severely compromised



organism with insufficient biodiversity to contend with the newcomers whatever they are. But this
does not mean we are sterile. We are not sterile. We are seething with life. Wev are seething with
germs! If we were sterile we’d be dead.

THE VANITY OF PASTEURISM

Antoine Bechamp had already determined all this when Pasteur made his grand pronouncements.
He knew it wasn’t as simple as Pasteur made it out to be.

So the question has to be asked:

Why did this theory — and that is all it ever was and all it ever will be — a theory - take hold and
become the dominant paradigm that has held sway over the medical establishment for the next
150 years...?

You’d imagine it must be because it is correct wouldn’t you? But actually it only takes a little thought
to realise it is demonstrably wrong...and there were many scientists working at the same time as
Pasteur who realised his theory was wrong, chief among them Antoine Bechamp.

There has always been opposition to the Germ Theory, right up to the present day. The only
difference nowadays is any contrary narrative is roundly censored with the result that Germ Theory
has become an unassailable dogma.

In a lecture given in London on 25 May 1911, M.L. Leverson, MD stated:

"The entire fabric of the germ theory of disease rests upon assumptions which not only have not
been proved, but which are incapable of proof, and many of them can be proved to be the reverse
of truth. The basic one of these unproven assumptions, wholly due to Pasteur, is the hypothesis that
all the so-called infectious and contagious disorders are caused by germs."

Dr M Beddow Bayly also exposed the lack of any scientific basis for the ‘germ theory’. In his 1928
article published in the journal London Medical World, he states:

“I am prepared to maintain with scientifically established facts, that in no single instance has it been
conclusively proved that any microorganism is the specific cause of a disease.”

In order to understand Pasteur’s ascendancy it is necessary to understand the ascendancy of Robert
Koch in Germany. Both were working along parallel lines. Both had the support of the State —
Pasteur of Napoleon 3 and Koch of Otto von Bismarck . Both were wittingly or unwittingly assisting
with their masters’ political agendas.

KOCH’S POSTULATES

Robert Koch was racing Pasteur to find the cause of a disease called anthrax, from which great
numbers of cattle in Europe were dying. Taking blood from the diseased cattle and isolating bacteria
from it, Koch then injected mice with the bacteria. When the mice died, Koch then cultured blood



from them and compared it to the original bacteria from the cattle. He developed procedures and
his Postulates are still memorized by medical students the world over as the foundation of the Germ
Theory:

1. the organism must be present in every case
2. must be isolated
3. must cause the disease in a healthy host

4. must be isolated again

Each postulate has been disproven, then and now, but that has not cheated them of their place as
basic tenets in the Germ Theory religion.

From the top medical journal The Lancet, 29 Mar 1909, we find:
"Koch's Postulates are rarely, if ever, complied with."
And this has continued to the present day. Why? Because it is impossible to fulfil them.

Both Koch's and Pasteur's vaccines for anthrax were colossal failures, with thousands of sheep killed
all over Europe as part of the "experiment,"” especially in Italy and Germany. It is also interesting to
note that both Koch and Pasteur did everything possible to alter and cover up the results of these
failures.

Now if you instigate an FOI request for scientific explication of COVID19 you'll be told it’s not
possible because it is not possible to isolate a virus....

How did Pasteur's ideas become the foundation of organized medicine? The answer lies not in
medicine but in politics and the pharmaceutical industry.

In his work 'The Crack in the World', André Glucksmann attempts to explain the Pasteurian illusions:
“The vanity of Pasteurism reveals - more than a certain science and less than an effective art - a
religion. Pasteur has transposed into terms of biopower the constitutive equation of modern
nations, cujus regio, ejus religio.” (As goes the country, so goes the religion.) (7)

In an excellent article available on Whale.to Tim O’Shea writes:

‘Politics never changes. The same type of thinking that imprisoned Galileo long ago for discovering
that the earth went around the sun, the rulers' eternal attempt to control the minds of their
subjects, these are the forces that cast Pasteur, an ambitious opportunist, into a position he may not
have deserved - the supposed Trailblazer in the science of modern biomedicine.

And Mr O’Shea refers to Howard Hencke who in his 1995 book ‘The Germ Theory: A Deliberate
Aberration’, notes that it was critical for the new medical industry:



"... to indoctrinate the public in the Western world with the belief that the salvation from all,
especially physical ailments, lay outside the individual's system and responsibility, because it was
caused by external factors...and that chemical remedies (drugs) will keep him free from disease,
independent of his own vigilant responsibility."

As E Douglas Hume observed: "Had it not been for the mass selling of vaccines, Pasteur's germ
theory of disease would have collapsed into obscurity." (8)

When Florence Nightingale said:

"Diseases are not individuals arranged in classes like cats and dogs, but conditions growing out of
one another. The specific disease is the grand refuge of the weak, uncultured, unstable minds, such
as now rule in the medical profession. There are no specific diseases; there are specific disease
conditions."

she was articulating an intuition which has only very recently confirmed, namely that the human
biological organism is a composite organism.

In an interview with Simon Worral of National Geographic David Quammen author of the book The
Tangled Tree, describes how human beings are basically ‘composites of other creatures’:

‘We now understand that we humans, along with most other creatures, are composites of other
creatures. Not just the microbiome living in our bellies and intestines, but creatures that have over
time become inserted in our very cells. Every cell in the human body contains, for instance, little
mechanisms that help package energy. Those are called mitochondria. We now realize that those
mitochondria are the descendants of captured bacteria that were either swallowed by, or infected,
the cells that became complex cells of all animals and plants. Likewise, 8 percent of the human
genome, we now know, is viral DNA, which has come into our lineage by infection over the last 100
million years or so. Some of that viral DNA is still functioning as genes that are important for human
life and reproduction.’ (9)

DR STEFAN LANKE

A man who has worked tirelessly to alert the world to the virus fraud, which relies entirely upon
Germ Theory for its credibility, is Dr Stefan Lanke. In 2015 Lanke created a sensation when a
supreme court in German ruled in his favour after he had offered 100,000 DM to anyone who could
prove the existence of measles. The court concluded that in over 3000 papers not one had proved
the existence of the measles virus. (10)

In an article from 2017 Lanke states the intention that underpins all his work:

‘I'm going to tell the story, how everything developed, in order for you to comprehend, how an error
turned into a fraud, a fraud turned into a crime, and how through the industrialization of this crime,
the madness developed, a kind of madness that endangers all of us, the entire human race.” (11)

And he does so, with great dignity and restraint.



AT WAR WITH THE DREADED ‘VIRUS’

Now what Lanke is talking about is a historical phenomenon that directly impacts on our lives today
— specifically that we are all at war with the dreaded virus. The media attempts to dismiss Lanke as a
lunatic. The public is encouraged to dismiss him as a lunatic. But Lanke is only continuing the work of
a long line of dissenters to Pasteur’s Germ Theory.

Lanke is quite convinced Pasteur was a fraud:
‘To pick up with Pasteur again: Pasteur knew that bacteria could not cause diseases, period.....

Pasteur worked on contract to find an argument to not let the English through the Mediterranean
Sea, he came up with the idea to claim there was a new pathogen, and this one would make its
disease-toxins also in the living human body and this he called: poison! Latin: virus.

That was the idea. He said it is a thousand times smaller than bacteria, we use such dense filters
where bacteria can’t pass through. He presses the liquid, the poison from a dead animal, through
the filter, he injects the liquid into the brain of a dog that was tied onto a pole vertically. He used a
third of the volume of the dogs brain, the liquid comes out the over side, the dog convulses, barks,
foams from the mouth and dies. That was called rabies, that’s what Pasteur did.

Pasteur also claimed to have the antidote to his virus, to push the vaccine concept. This vaccination
agenda was propagated primarily in France, for the Germans had their antibiotics and
chemotherapy.’

And Lanke describes how the publication of Pasteur’s private diaries in 1993 revealed that he
committed fraud in all his undertakings. ...”For instance, vaccinated animals, if they survived, had not
been poisoned, the control group animals that died without vaccines were poisoned massively and
so on. That was Pasteur.’

Pasteur is the inventor of the idea of a smaller pathogen that cannot be seen in the optical
microscope, but that always makes its poison, the disease- causing poison. This supported the
standard model of illness which was in use for centuries, a model that is based on the premise of
war, not on the premise of symbiosis, as is the real workings of Nature. In order to solidify this model
and to have political leverage against England, Pasteur postulates the idea of a virus. But Pasteur
didn’t anticipate that there would be a microscope in the future, an electron microscope, which has
a much higher magnification as the optical microscope, that would allow to see small structures not
visible before. (12)

RUDOLF VIRCHOW

The discoverer of the cell theory, Rudolf Virchow, who was a great deal better qualified than Pasteur
ever was, with respect to the Germ Theory, commented simply:



"Germs seek their natural habitat - diseased tissue - rather than being the cause of diseased
tissue."

Virchow understood precisely the issues at stake. He did not believe in the germ theory of diseases,
as advocated by Louis Pasteur and Robert Koch. He proposed that diseases came from abnormal
activities inside the cells, not from outside pathogens. He regarded germ theory as a hindrance to
prevention and cure, and correctly identified social factors such as poverty as the major causes of
disease. He postulated that germs were only using infected organs as habitats, but were not the
cause, and stated, "If I could live my life over again, | would devote it to proving that germs seek
their natural habitat: diseased tissue, rather than being the cause of diseased tissue".

More than a laboratory physician, Virchow was an impassioned advocate for social and political
reform. His ideology involved social inequality as the cause of diseases that requires political actions,
stating:

‘Medicine is a social science, and politics is nothing else but medicine on a large scale. Medicine, as
a social science, as the science of human beings, has the obligation to point out problems and to
attempt their theoretical solution: the politician, the practical anthropologist, must find the means
for their actual solution... Science for its own sake usually means nothing more than science for the
sake of the people who happen to be pursuing it. Knowledge which is unable to support action is
not genuine — and how unsure is activity without understanding... If medicine is to fulfil her great
task, then she must enter the political and social life... The physicians are the natural attorneys of
the poor, and the social problems should largely be solved by them.’(13)

While | think all we that have lived through the co called COVID Pandemic can agree that allowing
politicians to assume the physician’s mantle is a highly dubious idea, the principle that controlling
endemic disease is a social rather than a medical issue is sound.

Virchow felt that the presence of germs identified the tissue as diseased, but was not the cause of
disease. A weakened or diseased tissue may be a target area for micro-organisms, a hospitable
environment in which they can set up shop. But that's quite different from germs having caused the
weakened state.

The same idea was graphically illustrated for Antoine Bechamp one day when an amputated arm
was brought into his laboratory. As a result of a violent blow to a patient's elbow gangrene had set in
within eight hours, and amputation was the only option. Bechamp immediately began to examine
the severed limb using the microscope. To his amazement he found no bacteria in the gangrenous
limb. After a few hours bacteria began to appear, but initially there were none. Bechamp's associate,
Professor Estor, thereupon remarked "Bacteria cannot be the cause of gangrene; they are the
effects of it." (Hume p 134)

The real problem with germ theory is it perpetuates an entirely erroneous notion of what life is and
it is this that has now been weaponized against the human race. As medical historian Martin Pernick
PhD has pointed out:

‘the intertwining of public health and eugenics goals became possible in major part due to the
messianic early-20th-century conviction—fostered by Louis Pasteur’s germ theory and August
Weismann’s theory of heredity—that “disease could be not just reduced but eradicated.” Bolstered



by this view, the two theories enabled “eugenics and public health to promise ‘final solutions’ to
both infectious and hereditary diseases.” (13)

An article appeared in The Lancet in 1968 — 52 years ago that appears to have gone totally
unheeded:

‘The germ theory of disease—infectious disease is primarily caused by transmission of an organism
from one host to another—is a gross oversimplification. It accords with the basic facts that
infection without an organism is impossible and that transmissible organisms can cause disease;
but it does not explain the exceptions and anomalies. The germ theory has become a dogma
because it neglects the many other factors which have a part to play in deciding whether the
host/germ/environment complex is to lead to infection. Among these are susceptibility, genetic
constitution, behaviour, and socioeconomic determinants.’ (14)

| couldn’t have put it better myself ....and yet here we are in 2020/22, cowering in our houses over a
virus and waiting for a vaccination.................

And it would seem the powers that be are determined to perpetuate the nonsense. They clearly
have a vested interest in doing so.

In an article posted on whale.to Oct 2009 entitled Lie No. 1 : Pasteur is a Benefactor of Humanity -
Sylvie Simon describes how Pasteur defrauded the world with his anthrax experiments:

‘....Pasteur firmly set up his theories in opposition to those of Henri Toussaint, who had discovered
the inoculable nature of anthrax and the possibility of vaccinating against this disease with
weakened cultures. Pasteur claimed Toussaint's procedure was ineffective and dangerous, and that
his own vaccine was superior. In order to prove it, he authorised an experiment which took place on
28th August 1881 at Pouilly-le-Fort, near Melun.

Fifty sheep were selected of which only twenty five were vaccinated. All fifty were inoculated fifteen
days later with the virulent strain of anthrax. Pasteur affirmed that the non-vaccinated sheep would
die and the others would survive.

On the day of the experiment Pasteur confided in his collaborators that he was going to use, not his
vaccine, but Toussaint's, which contained an antiseptic that reduced the virulence of the anthrax
bacteria.....The sheep received the vaccine that Toussaint had developed........ As predicted, the
twenty-five sheep who had received Toussaint’s vaccine.... survived. It was a triumph for Pasteur and
everyone believed once again that it was 'his vaccine' and not Toussaint’s antiseptic that had saved
the sheep. ’

Simon’s source for this story is Pasteur's own nephew, Adrien Loir, who ‘reported these facts in
detail in a work entitled 'In the Shadow of Pasteur' but few people have read it and even fewer
today know that the Pouilly-le-Fort experiment was nothing more than a lamentable confidence
trick’. (15)

Pasteur’s original report on this experiment is available at Yale University’s Journal of Biology and
Medicine.



The editor of the journal notes in an introduction: ‘It is interesting to note that neither here nor
elsewhere does Pasteur provide a description of the methods of preparation of his vaccine or other
experimental details. He kept these confidential.” The editor then goes on to confirm that recent
scholarship, namely G.L. Geison’s The Private Science of Louis Pasteur1995, has confirmed precisely
what Ms Simon has outlined above. (16)

So it cannot be said the medical establishment is unaware of Pasteur’s fraudulent methods.
Presumably it is considered necessary to turn a friendly ‘blind eye’ for the sake of expediency. Perish
the thought the entire edifice of Pasteur’s grand Theory should be allowed to crumble...

CHAPTER 5 LOUIS PASTEUR & THE FRAUD THAT IS GERM THEORY FOOTNOTES
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CHAPTER 6 ANTOINE BECHAMP

"Plants extract from the air that surrounds them, from water and in general from the mineral
kingdom, all the substances necessary to their organization. Animals feed either on plants or on
other animals which themselves have fed on plants, so that the substances of which they are
constituted originate. In final analysis, from air or from the mineral kingdom. Finally fermentation,
putrefaction and combustion endlessly return to the atmosphere and to the mineral kingdom the
principles which plants and animals had borrowed from them. What is the mechanism through
which Nature brings about this marvellous circulation of matter between the three
kingdoms?"..........ccc.c.... Lavoisier (1)

The significance of this quote of Lavoisier will become clear later in this chapter. Another quote of
Lavoisier:

Nothing is created, nothing is lost. — Lavoisier or as Antoine Bechamp put it:

Nothing is the prey of death: all things are the prey of life. - Bechamp

What makes the Germ Theory so dangerous is that it seems so obviously true. But it is true only
secondarily. Béchamp said:

"There is no doctrine so false that it does not contain some particle of truth. It is thus with
microbian doctrines."

Béchamp discovered the Microzyma (now known as micro-organisms) - minute or small ferment
bodies--the basic structure of cell life; he also realised that germs are the result, not the cause of
disease. Through his experiments he showed that the vital characteristics of cells and germs are
determined by the soil in which their microzyma feed, grow and multiply in the human body. Both
the normal cell and germ have constructive work to do. The cells organize tissues and organs in the
human body. Germs cleanse the human system and free it from accumulations of pathogenic and
mucoid matter. We are constantly breathing in some 14,000 germs and bacteria per hour. If germs
are so harmful, why aren't we all dead? (2)

There is only one thing | would quarrel with in this paragraph and that is the statement ‘germs are
the result not the cause of disease’. In fact they are neither the cause nor the result. They are part
and parcel of disease as they are part and parcel of health.

When you come to a true understanding of biology you realise there is no such thing as either health
or disease. There is only a constant continuum of self regulating. What we term disease is simply
that condition that occurs when we have left the process of self regulation sufficiently long that
suddenly we acquire symptoms that we previously didn’t have and that impede our functioning as



we want to function. And this moment of disease manifestation is always a wake-up call. It is the
body saying ‘you cannot ignore me any longer; | need your full and undivided attention’.

This allowing the body to get to a point of crisis before we acknowledge that there is a disease
problem is almost exclusively a human problem. And it has to do with the chronic way in which we
separate ourselves out from our bodies and fail to acknowledge that in fact we are one with our
bodies and the two cannot be separated.

The syndrome is most clearly illustrated in the more intellectual specimens of humanity and also in
the most ‘spiritual’; because both segments of society almost entirely ignore the body and its day to
day functioning, its desires, its signals to us. And we exalt these kinds of human being. We exalt
them as being geniuses and representative of the best of what it is to be human. While those that
exist on a more or less materialistic plane, who devote themselves to the flesh we look down upon
as in some way lacking , as not being fully human, as being little better than animals.

This is a crass mistake.

The body is all that we have. Every intellectual function, every spiritual experience originates in the
body, every thought that we have, every emotion we experience — nothing that we experience as
human beings can be experienced without the matrix of the body.

| am not suggesting thereby that there is nothing beyond the body; that there is not a vast universe
beyond the five senses that we can tap into. And indeed it is self evident that the greatest examples
of humanity have in some way tapped into this vast universe that extends beyond the body.

What | am saying is that they could not give expression to their inspiration, namely the information
that they suck in from the universe beyond them, without the matrix of the body they inhabit. We
forget this at our peril. We treat the body like a packhorse, an irritating adjunct when in fact we
should be worshipping it as the temple in which we have our being.

Now this does not mean that you have to spend your days having manicures and pedicures and
hours at the gym and the swimming pool and the sauna — unless you are so inclined. What it does
mean is you have to give recognition to the fact that the body is the receiver through which you
receive the information necessary to do whatever it is you want to do.

Fundamentally what we have to realise is that our lives are an act of cooperation between ourselves
and our bodies. This is the opposite of Pasteur’s conception and the conception that was propagated
by his Germ Theory, the conception that has become the cornerstone of the medical technocratic
system that now threatens to take over our lives, namely that the body is totally other than
ourselves and, being other, is subject to any number of unwonted assaults that may assail us at any
time.

Bechamp’s view was quite different. Because Bechamp intuited the fact that all organic life is a vast
continuum and when it comes to the body there is no one principle that can be isolated. The
conscious ‘I" is only the tip of the iceberg.

In a strange way Bechamp was to biology what Freud came to be to psychiatry. Both intuited that
there was a vast amount to the human being that was unseen and unknown and that it was only



possible to understand the whole being that we call human by uncovering at least some of these
unseen continents.

FALSE PREMISE OF GERM THEORY

Pasteur dreamt up a theory and then spent the rest of his life determined to prove it — at any cost, as
was proven with the publication of his diaries in 1993. His original theory was based on 3 dictums, all
demonstrably false:

1 The first, and probably most disastrous error, originates from Ferdinand Cohn, who in 1870
proclaimed that all microbes and bacteria have only one form (i.e. monomorphism).

2 The second is the notion that the cell is the smallest vesicle of a living organism originates from
William Harvey who stated it in 1651.

3 The third error came from Pasteur himself when he claimed that the blood is sterile, a piece of
nonsense still taught by modern bacteriologists.

Now if you hold with these three theories it is all but impossible not to come to the conclusion that
all germs must be exogenous — that is they come from outside the organism; because if you do not
realise that there is a manufacturing entity smaller than the cell, if you hold that the blood is sterile
and if you hold that all microbes and bacteria can only have one form and deny the possibility that
microbes and bacteria may be pleomorphic (that is have the capacity to assume a myriad of
different forms), then there can be no mechanism for the organism to make bacteria and viruses,
and there is no alternative but to conclude that they come from outside - that they invade the
organism and pollute the pristine nature of the organism — making it sick.

But this runs in the face of all the evidence — as Florence Nightingale so eloquently described in
1860. And if you are going to raise the whole edifice of your medical theory on these three errors
you are only going to compound the errors over and over. The inevitable result is the obsession with
finding and naming new viruses and new bacteria — something which in 2020 has become endemic;
and what becomes clear is that because the assumptions are wrong so is all the ‘science’ that grows
out of the erroneous assumptions.

As David Icke would say ‘Bollocks breeds bollocks’.
The question we have to ask ourselves is this:

When a disease condition changes is it as a result of infection and re infection and again re-
infection...? Or is it not proof positive that microbes and bacteria constantly change shape and
function, in other words are pleomorphic? But of course if you don’t accept that bacteria and viruses
are pleomorphic you have no alternative but to assert that the patient has acquired another disease
—and another —and another...

Let’s look at how Bechamp arrived at his conclusions.



The following information comes from one of the only sources for Bechamp’s researches widely
available: THE DREAM & LIE OF LOUIS PASTEUR BY R. B. PEARSON (ORIGINALLY PASTEUR,
PLAGIARIST, IMPOSTER 1942) Chapter 4.

It all started with the widespread attempts to prove/disprove the notion of spontaneous generation
in the middle years of the 19th century. (See previous chapter).lt was recognised that the simplest
way of prov/disproving this notion was working with the fermentation of sugars which provide the
clearest example of what appears to be the creation of living activity from (apparently) non living
substances.

‘In a 1858 memoir, Antoine Bechamp described how he had proved that moulds accompanying
fermentation were, or contained, living organisms, and could not be spontaneously generated but
must be an outgrowth of some living organism carried in the air. This was six years before Pasteur
came to the same conclusions.

The turning point for Bechamp came when in his experiments he replaced chemically pure calcium
carbonate, CaCO3, with ordinary chalk. In his earlier experiments, Bechamp had used several salts,
including potassium carbonate, in the presence of which the fermentation of cane sugar did not
take place. But when he repeated this experiment using calcium carbonate (common chalk)
instead of the potassium carbonate, he found that this time fermentation of the cane sugar did
take place.

Bechamp discovered that if the chalk was heated to 300 degrees, fermentation no longer occurred.
The reasonable assumption was that something had died or been inactivated by the process of
heating. On examining the unheated chalk under the microscope, he found it contained
innumerable “little bodies’ which were not evident either in the chemically pure CaCO3, nor in the
chalk that had been heated. These “little bodies” were in a constant state of movement . Their
power of movement and production of fermentation caused him to regard them as living
organisms.

He advised Dumas of his discovery of living organisms in chalk in December 1864, and later, on
September 26, 1865, he wrote a letter which Dumas had published. He stated:

“Chalk and milk contain already developed living beings, which is proved by the fact that creosote,
employed in a non-coagulating dose, does not prevent milk from finally turning, nor chalk, without
extraneous help, from converting both sugar and starch into alcohol and then into acetic acid,
tartaric acid, and butyric acid,”

Which of course inferred that there must be a ferment, a living organism, present in both milk and

In 1866 Bechamp sent to the Academy of Science a memoir called ‘On the role of chalk in butyric
and lactic fermentations, and the living organism contained in it’. In this paper, he named his
“little bodies” microzymas, from the Greek words meaning small ferment.

He compared the microzymas he found in the chalk to the molecular granulations he had already
observed in animal and vegetable cells and in a paper entitled On Geological Microzymas of
Various Origins, published in 1870, he outlined the truly revolutionary implications of his studies,



namely that the microzymas present in chalk, particularly that which was not exposed to the air,
being concealed inside rock formations dating back milennia, must have been extant for literally
millions of years. Since these geological microzymas were “morphologically identical” with the
microzymas of living beings, the conclusion must be that the smallest component of living beings
was ubiquitous and virtually immortal....

Assisted now by Professor A. Estor, Bechamp performed innumerable experiments in which he
found microzymas everywhere, in all organic matter, in both healthy tissues and in diseased, in
yeast and other animal and vegetable cells.

Slowly but surely the conclusion forced itself upon him that the microzymas, rather than the cell,
were the elementary units of life, and were in fact the builders of cell tissues. The two researchers
also concluded that bacteria are an outgrowth or an evolutionary form of microzymas that occur
when a quantity of diseased tissues must be broken up into its constituent elements.

In other words, all living organisms, he believed, from the one celled amoeba to mankind, were
associations of these minute living entities, and their presence was necessary for cell life to grow
and for cells to be repaired.

Bacteria, they proved, can develop from microzyma by passing through certain intermediate
stages, which they described, and which have been regarded by researchers down to the present
day as individual specific species.’ (3)

Now Bechamp was working with what today would be considered extremely primitive microscopes
and equipment, and it would be all too easy to dismiss his findings as irrelevant and misguided, as in
fact has been the case, so that nowadays if you read any standard history of medicine you will find
no mention of him. He has quite literally been written out of history. (4)

But the fact of the matter is Bechamp’s findings have been confirmed and corroborated over and
over throughout the 20th century and down to the present day. As we will see when Royal Rife
invented his Universal microscope he was able to witness in live time the perpetual state of
transformation of all microbes existing in human tissue. His pioneering work was only echoed and
reinforced by that of Gunther Enderlein, Wilhelm Reich and Gustave Naessens. (See Chapter 7).

The conclusive proof of Bechamp’s assertions arrived with the discovery at the turn of the 20th and
21st centuries of the Microbiome, which proved conclusively that not only are microbes, or ‘germs’
not foreign but they make up more than 90% of our human genome. In other words viruses and
bacteria are not the enemy but part and parcel of what we think of as being human.

How different would the history of the 20th and 21st centuries have been had the ramifications of
Bechamp’s research been accepted and adopted. Because it would no longer be possible to say that
this or that virus was seeking to destroy human health. There would have been no Measles, no Polio,
no HIV, no MERS, no SARS and no Coronavirus; because it would be recognised the absurdity of
identifying one pathogen with any one specific disease state.

And it is for this reason and this reason alone that Bechamp has been written out of history. His
findings totally invalidate the paradigm upon which the entire medical and pharmaceutical industry
is constructed.



| recently came across an article on the internet about Bechamp entitled ‘The 19th-Century Crank
Who Tried to Tell Us About the Microbiome’ (5)

The article opens with the assertion that Bechamp was an embittered crank who opposed Pasteur’s
germ theory and the fact that Pasteur was right and Bechamp wrong — ‘comprehensively wrong but
not absolutely wrong’ - and then goes on to describe how Bechamp recognised the existence of the
microbiome long before anybody else. By the end of the article the only conclusion possible is that it
was Pasteur who was comprehensively wrong and Bechamp was comprehensively right!

It’s only another example of George Orwell’s Double Think. In order to get the article published at all
the author is required to enunciate nonsense at the beginning of his article in order to be allowed to
express some kind of sense later on.

THERE IS NO LONGER ANY EXCUSE FOR PERPETUATING THE NONSENSE THAT IS PASTEUR’S GERM
THEORY. THE DISCOVERY OF THE MICROBIOME SHOULD HAVE CONSIGNED IT TO THE DUSTBIN OF
HISTORY LONG AGO!

For Bechamp and Estor the germs of the air were merely microzymas set free when their former
habitat was broken up and those they found in the limestone and chalk were simply survivors of
living beings of long past ages.

What this meant was that any disease associated with the ‘germs of the air’ could never be the
direct cause of a disease condition but were totally incidental to it. This is of course the reverse of
Pasteur’s conclusions.

At the beginning of 1868, Bechamp and Estor devised a test for their ideas. They obtained the body
of a kitten which they buried in pure carbonate of lime, specially prepared and creosoted to exclude
any airborne or outside germs:

‘They placed it in a glass jar and covered the open top with several sheets of paper, placed so as to
allow renewal of the air without allowing dust or organisms to enter. This was left on a shelf in
Bechamp’s laboratory until the end of 1874.

When opened, it was found that the kitten’s body had been entirely consumed except for some
small fragments of bone and dry matter. There was no smell, and the carbonate of lime was not
discoloured.

Under the microscope, microzymas were not seen in the upper part of the carbonate of lime, but
“swarmed by thousands” in the part that had been below the kitten’s body.

As Bechamp thought that there might have been airborne germs in the kitten’s fur, lungs or
intestines, he repeated this experiment, using the whole carcass of a kitten in one case, the liver
only in another, and the heart, lungs and kidneys in a third test. These viscera were plunged into
carbolic acid the moment they had been detached from the slaughtered animal. This experiment
began in June 1875 and continued to August 1882 — over seven years.

It completely satisfied him that his idea that microzymas were the living remains of plant and
animal life of which, in either a recent or distant past, they had been the constructive cellular



elements, and that they were in fact the primary anatomical elements of all living beings, was
correct.

He proved that on the death of an organ its cells disappear, but the microzymas remain,
imperishable!

As the geologists estimated that the chalk rocks or ledges from which he took his “geological
microzymas” were 11 million years old, it was proof positive that these microzymas could live in a
dormant state for practically unlimited lengths of time.

When he again found bacteria in the remains of the second experiment, as he had in the first, he
concluded that he had proved, because of the care taken to exclude airborne organisms, that
bacteria can and do develop from microzymas, and are in fact a scavenging form of the
microzymas, developed when death, decay, or disease cause an extraordinary amount of cell life
either to need repair or be broken up.

He wrote in 1869:

In typhoid fever, gangrene and anthrax, the existence has been found of bacteria in the tissues and
blood, and one was very much disposed to take them for granted as cases of ordinary parasitism.
It is evident, after what we have said, that instead of maintaining that the affection has had as its
origin and cause the introduction into the organism of foreign germs with their consequent action,
one should affirm that one only has to deal with an alteration of the function of microzymas, an
alteration indicated by the change that has taken place in their form.”

BECHAMP SPEAKS FOR HIMSELF REF MICROZYMAS from The Prologue to the Blood

The whole concept of the mikrozymas is so critical to an understanding of the alternative paradigm
to Pasteur’s Germ Theory, that Bechamp was proposing, a paradigm that accounts for ALL the facts
not just some of them, that | want now to let Bechamp speak for himself. He expressed himself
extremely clearly.

The microzymas being discovered, the general demonstration was made that the soluble ferments
were substances produced by a living organism, mould, yeast, geological microzyma, diverse flowers,
a fruit, the kidneys, and the buccal (that is epithelial tissue from the cheek) microzymas. But these
were only the preliminaries of the researches, whereof the totality have, since 1867, enabled the
microzymian theory of the living organism to be formulated.

After our joint experiment upon the buccal microzymas, | showed Estor an experiment in which a
piece of muscle placed in fecula starch, after having liquefied it and commenced to make it ferment,
caused bacteria to appear in it as they appeared in soured and clotted milk. He then became my
collaborator in proving that which was true of milk and meat was also true for all the parts of an
animal. There has resulted from this, thanks to other collaborations and other researches subsequent
to 1870, "the microzymian theory of the living organism, the construction whereof is completed by
the present work."



The new theory rests upon a collection of fundamental and new facts which may be ranged under the
following heads:

1. The verification of the old hypothesis of atmospheric germs and of the ideas of Cagniard de Latour
and of Schwann regarding the nature of beer yeast.

Proof that the ferments are not the fruits of spontaneous generation.

Demonstration that the soluble ferments or zymas are not the products of some change of an
albuminoid matter, but the physiological products of a living organism; in short, that the relation of a
mould, of beer yeast or of a cellule and of a microzyma with the zymases, is that of producer to a
product.

2. The distinguishing of organic matters reduced to the condition of definite proximate principles
(that is to say, of the organic matter of the chemists, which is not living) from natural organic
matters, such as they exist in animals and plants; that is to say, of the organic matter of physiologists
and of anatomists which is reputed living or as having lived. The proximate principles are naturally
unalterable, do not ferment even when (being creosoted) they are left in contact with a limited
quantity of ordinary air, in water at a physiological temperature. On the other hand, natural organic
matters, under the like conditions or absolutely protected from atmospheric germs, invariably alter
and ferment.

3. Demonstration that natural organic matters are spontaneously alterable, because they necessarily
and inherently contain the agents of their spontaneous alteration, viz.: productions similar to those
which | called "little bodies" in certain experiments upon sugared water, and "the living beings
already developed,” in the letter of 1865 to Dumas, and to which | gave the name of microzymas the
following year, as being the smallest of ferments, often so small that they could only be seen under
the strongest enlargements of the immersion objectives of Nachet, but which | had discovered to be
the most powerful of ferments.

What does this similitude of form and of function mean? What was there in common between a
microzyma proceeding from a germ of the air, a microzyma of the chalk, a microzyma of the milk and
those of natural organic matters? Ever since 1870 all my efforts have been directed to its discovery.
My joint researches with Estor, later those of Baltus, upon the source of pus; those of J. Bechamp
upon the microzymas of the same animal at its various ages and my own, especially those upon milk,
upon eggs and upon the blood, have led me to consider the microzymas not only as being living
ferments producers of zymases, like the moulds born in sugared water, but as belonging to a
category of unsuspected living beings without analogy, whose origin is the same...

On the one hand, all these researches showed me these microzymas functioning like anatomical
elements endowed with physiological and chemical activity in all the organs and humors of living
organisms in a perfect state of health, preserved there morphologically alike and functionally
different, ab ovo et semine, in all the tissues and cellules of the diverse anatomical systems, down to
the anatomical element which | have called microzymian molecular granulation. And especially they
showed me that the cellule is not the simple vital unit that Virchow believed, because the cellule itself
has microzymas as anatomical elements.



On the other hand, the experiment showed me that in parts subtracted from the living animal, the
microzymas being no longer in their normal conditions of existence, produced therein chemical
alterations, called fermentations, which inevitably led to tissue disorganizations, to the destruction of
the cellules and to the setting free of their microzymas, which then, changing in form and function,
could become vibrioniens by evolution,which they did whenever the conditions for this evolution were
realized.

And, in the third place, | established that the vibrios, the bacteria which the anatomical microzymian
elements had become, destroyed themselves, and that, with the aid of the oxygen of the air, under
the conditions which | had realized, they were at last reduced to microzymas while the matters of the
alteration, being oxidized, were transformed into water, carbonic acid, nitrogen, etc.; that is to say,
restored to the mineral condition, so that of the natural organic matters and of their tissues and
cellules there remained only the microzymas.

And these microzymas, proceeding from the bacteria which the anatomical element microzymas had
become, were identical, morphologically and functionally, with those of the chalk, of the calcareous
rocks, of the alluviums, of the waters, of arable or cultivated earths, or the dusts of the streets and of
the air. From these experiments | argued that the microzymas of the chalk, etc., were the microzymas
of the bacteria which the anatomical element microzymas of the living beings of the geological
epochs had become!

We then have to consider:

1. The microzymas in their function as anatomical elements in the living and healthy organism; there
they are the physiological and chemical agents of the transformations which take place during the
process of nutrition.

2. Microzymas in natural organic matter abstracted from the living animal, or in the cadaver; they
are there the agents of the changes which are ascertained to take place there, whether or not they
undergo the vibrionien evolution; changes which go on to the destruction of the tissues and of the

cellules.

3. The microzymas of the bacteria which result from this evolution, which are essentially ferments
productive of lactic acid, acetic acid, alcohol, etc., with sugar and fecula starch; these microzymas are
also producers of zymases and capable of again undergoing vibrionien evolution.

Whence, the microzymas being the anatomical elements of the organized being from its first
lineaments in the ovule which will become the egg, | am able to assert that the microzyma is at the
commencement of all organization. And the microzymas of the destroyed bacteria being also living,
it follows that these microzymas are the living end of all organization. The microzymas are surely
then living beings of a special category without analogue.’

And Bechamp goes on to explain the ramifications of his findings concerning the numerous specific
disease states that Pasteur and his army of followers would seek to identify and exterminate. For
Bechamp the origins of disease are no different from the origins of life and health. Disease is only a
different functioning of the same anatomical component that conveys health and vitality. And the



only distinguishing factor between the two is the nature of the environment in which the individual
microzyma finds itself — that is the terrain:

‘Estor and | demonstrated that in a condition of disease the microzymas which have become morbid
determine in the organism special changes, dependent upon the nature of the anatomical system,
which lead alike to the disorganization of the tissues, to the destruction of the cellules and to their
vibrionien evolution during life.

So that the microzymas, living agents of all organization, are also the agents of disease and death
under the influences which nosologists specify; finally they are the agents of total destruction when
the oxygen of the air intervenes. Like the indestructible atom or element in the Lavoisierian theory of
matter, the microzymas, too, are physiologically imperishable.’

The thing to grasp is that the microzymas, being the representation of the life function in
perpetuum, adapt their function according to the circumstances in which they find themselves.

Thus at the outset of life in sperm and ovum they are pure potential and through constant mating
and reproduction with other microzymas, through constant proliferation and complexification they
are engaged purely in creating and building new structures according to the matrix in which they are
contained; and this process can only happen within a closed system, a matrix that has been formed
by the sexual mating of two living organisms.

It is the microzymas that engineer the form and structure of the new life while it is growing and then
once it is fully grown maintain for the rest of its natural life. How long that is will be dictated entirely
by the degree to which the organism is constantly nourished through nutrition and environment —
absence of excess stress, and the degree to which the organism succeeds in establishing a fruitful
environment for itself...

Think of a plant and then extrapolate what you do to keep a plant alive and well and what is
necessary to an animal or a human life; while the organism is correctly nourished and stimulated the
microzymas will work day and night to promote health. If the organism suffers neglect or is unduly
stressed, the microzymas will adapt accordingly in order to maintain homeostasis.

The analogy with a plant is no mere hyperbole. When Gustav Enderlein was researching Bechamp’s
mycrozymas, which he called Protits, he actually likened their behaviour to that of a plant. In his
book on Bechamp Robert O Young refers to a book by Lynn Margulis and Dorion Sagan called Micro-
Cosmos in which the authors conjecture:

‘that all higher forms of life are elaborate colonies of microforms that have undergone a natural
assimilation into the more complex whole, thus becoming cells or cooperative parts of cells. Some
forms have not, or not yet, become assimilated into tissue, and so appear as separate symbionts.
The intestinal bacteria are an excellent example. Based on this theory, an entertaining conjecture is
that since the primordial, colonizing forms are plant life, animals don’t exist per se, so that humans
are complex, mobile, talking vegetation.’ (8)



Itis in the process of adaptation in order to maintain homeostasis that the microzymas will then
produce the symptoms of what we call disease. This is because they have ceased their creative
building function and are now seeking to scavenge and renovate that that is disintegrating. Disease
symptoms only appear where living tissue is in the process of decay and disintegration. Later
researchers, notably Gustav Enderlein and Gaston Naessens, were able to identify precisely the
course of evolution which the microzymas undergo in order to fulfil this quite different function.

This evolution of individual microzymas is entirely motivated by maintaining the integrity of the
whole organism, the matrix in which they exist — that is they are literally working for the greater
good. Once they have fulfilled the necessary function of scavenging and repairing they will revert to
their previous function of supporting the creative living functions of the organism.

This only ceases to be the case when the whole organism has collapsed or died, when the
microzymas no longer find themselves in a living matrix. Thus in an animal or human the heart has
stopped beating, the lungs are no longer pulsating, the liver and kidneys are no longer filtering and
the organism has no longer any vitality is, in other words, from our perspective, dead; but this being
dead is only the cessation of the over arching organising principle that has kept all the trillions of
individual microzymas about their business for however many years that particular organism has
been in existence.

The individual microzymas do not die. They simply change their function. The living creative function
reverts to the scavenging cleansing function; while the overall organism remains intact. This reversal
is limited purely to moments of disease which have to be addressed in order that the organism may
continue on its predestined path. Once however the organism has lost the capacity to do this — to
regenerate, once the matrix has collapsed, the organism becomes subject to the external germs of
the air which hitherto have been constantly filtered and assimilated or expelled by the respiratory
system. Once this has ceased to function the microzymas no longer having the wherewithal to revert
from their scavenging function to their creative function, have only one recourse and that is to
consume that which they have hitherto sought to sustain. This is the third and final stage of
dissolution of the putrefying corpse which work they will faithfully fulfil before dispersing into the
environment.

To return to Bechamp:

‘From the experimental fact that the microzymas of the chalk and dusts of the air are only
microzymas from bacteria which proceeded from the vibrionien evolution (Bechamp’s term for
pleomorphism) of the anatomical element microzymas, it follows, that that which | have called germs
in my verification of the old hypothesis of germs of the air, are not pre-existenta in the air, in the
earth and in the waters, but are the living remains of organisms which have disappeared and been
destroyed’.

Now this is a very interesting point, because | believe that had Bechamp been alive when the
concept of the microbiome was introduced he may well have revised this statement. Because the



notion that all so called ‘germs of the air’ are but the circulating remnants of pre deceased creatures
still purveys the notion that we are living in an atmosphere that is in some respects contaminated.

What the concept of the Microbiome introduced was an awareness that germs as such whether we
call them microbes, viruses, macrophages, bacteria, spores, whatever, are a constituent part of ALL
life whether in the seas, on land or in the air. These are the microzymas that assemble and
disassemble to form every conceivable life form that we are aware of.

Colin Wilson used to draw attention to a certain kind of bug that could congregate to form beautiful
flowers under certain circumstances, and then, usually when the perceived threat had passed,
dissolves back into a myriad individual bugs . And this is what is happening all the time with the
germs of the air, which are nothing other than Bechamps’s microzymas in a constant process of
congregating and dissolving into different life forms according to the dictates of the electro-
magnetic universe in which we live.

We now know that we are living in a microbial soup. This could just as well be termed a microzymal
soup. And this soup is perpetually in the process of creating new forms and new paradigms, new
articulations of life that spring into existence before dissolving in precisely the same way as Wilson’s
bugs. This is where we can see that Rupert Sheldrake’s concept of morphic resonance has far more
to say about life as we actually observe it around us than do our orthodox biological theories.

Because as Sheldrake has pointed out the one thing absent from the orthodox obsession with
genetic history is any explanation of what it is that creates a particular form, the form that
differentiates one living organism from another.

To have any chance of explaining this mystery it is necessary to abandon all our tendency to dissect
and explain and look at quite another paradigm - a paradigm that embraces 1 the total fluidity and
vibrational nature of all living matter and 2 the electromagnetic nature of the universe and indeed
the cosmos; and how the eruption of individual forms has more similarity with the eruption of
different chords in a symphony than the publication of a completed score.

What Bechamp’s microzymal theory gives us is an elegant precursor to the concept of the
Microbiome - the two are one and the same concept. A seething mass of genetic information that is
a in a constant state of transformation, of adaptation to the environment.

The Encyclopedian Britannica’s article on Bacteriology admits as much:

“The common idea of bacteria in the minds of most people is that of a hidden and sinister scourge
lying in wait for mankind. This popular conception is born of the fact that attention was first focused
upon bacteria through the discovery, some 70 years ago, of the relationship of bacteria to disease in
man, and that in its infancy the study of bacteriology was a branch of medical science. Relatively few
people assign to bacteria the important position in the world of living things that they rightly occupy,
for it is only a few of the bacteria known today that have developed in such a way that they can live
in the human body, and for every one of this kind, there are scores of others which are perfectly
harmless and far from being regarded as the enemies of mankind, must be numbered among his best
friends.



It is in fact no exaggeration to say that upon the activities of bacteria the very existence of man
depends; indeed, without bacteria there could be no other living thing in the world; for every animal
and plant owes its existence to the fertility of the soil and this in turn depends upon the activity of the
micro-organisms which inhabit the soil in almost inconceivable numbers. It is one of the main objects
of this article to show how true is this statement; there will be found in it only passing reference to
the organisms which produces disease in man and animals; for information on these see Pathology
and Immunity.” (9)

The writer of the above thoroughly understands germs or bacteria with only one exception; the
bacteria found in man and animals do not cause disease. They have the same function as those
found in the soil, or in sewage, or elsewhere in nature; they are there to rebuild dead or diseased
tissues, or rework body wastes, and it is well known that they will not or cannot attack healthy
tissues. They are as important and necessary to human life as those found elsewhere in nature, and
are in reality just as harmless if we live correctly, as Bechamp so clearly showed.

More from Bechamp’s The Blood:

‘The facts of the microzymian theory have legitimatized the genial conception of Bichat, that the only
thing living in an organism is what he regarded as elementary tissues. Later, among cellularists,
Virchow, following Gaudichaut, held that the cellule was the simple anatomical element from which
proceeded the whole of a living being; but it is in vain that he contended that it is the vital unit, living
per se, because every cellule, even that of beer yeast, is transitory, destroying itself spontaneously.

It is the microzyma which enables us to specify precisely wherein a tissue, a cellule is living; living per
se - that is to say, autonomically, it is in truth the simple vital unit.

But the conception had none the less as a consequence the assertion that, in disease, it is the
elementary tissues or the cellules which are affected. Now tissue and cellular physiology being
established in accordance with the prevision of Estor, it should result therefrom that tissue and
cellular pathology are in reality microzymian pathology. In disease the cellules have been seen to
change, be altered and destroyed, and these facts have been noted. But if the cellule were the vital
unit living per se it would know neither destruction nor death, but only change. If then the cellule can
be destroyed and die, while the microzyma can only change, it is because the microzyma is really
living per se, and physiologically imperishable even in its own evolutions, for, physiologically,
nothing is the prey of death; on the contrary, experience daily proves, that everything is the prey
of life, that is to say, of what can be nourished and can consume.

From the beginning of our researches Estor and | have established the presence of microzymas in the
vaccine matter, in syphilitic pus as in ordinary pus, and | have shown in pus (even laudable) the
presence of a zymas. In diseases there is then a morbid evolution of some anatomical element which
corresponds to a vicious functioning and to the vibrionien evolution. It is thus that in anthrax the
morbid microzymas of the blood become the bacteria of Davaine, and the blood globules experience
such remarkable changes... but even as the microzymas may become morbid, they may cease to be
so; for instance, there is a leading observation of Davaine upon the non-transmissibility of anthrax



even by inoculation; if the animal be in process of putrefaction its blood can no longer communicate
anthrax.

From this observation of Davaine | draw the conclusion that normal air never contains morbid
microzymas, what used to be called germs of diseases and now microbes; maintaining in accord with
the old medical aphorism that diseases are born of us and in us, that no one has ever been able to
communicate a characteristic disease of the nosological class, anthrax, smallpox, typhoid fever,
cholera, plague, tuberculosis, hydrophobia, syphilis, etc., by taking the germ in the air, but necessarily
from a patient, at some particular moment. And within the limit of my own studies upon the
silkworms | distinguished with care the parasitic diseases whereof the agent came from outside, such
as the muscardine and the pebine, from constitutional diseases, such as the flacherie, which is
microzymian. (And this totally accords with Florence Nightingale’s observations in the field
hospitals of the Crimean War JL)

I give in the postscript of this work the communication which | made to the Academy of Medicine the
3rd May, 1870, upon Les Microzymas, la Pathologie et la therapeutique. It will help to establish a
date and will show that the theory was then nearly complete. It was not inserted in the Bulletin of the
Academy, but an able physician, who gave an account of it in the Union Medicale of Paris, remarked
that had it come from Germany it would have been received with acclamation. But there was not at
that time any question about the medical doctrines of Pasteur and | did not then have to defend the
microzymas against the denials of that savant; it was otherwise some years later.

The foregoing exposition shows clearly the connection of the new facts of the microzymian theory
with certain earlier facts of the same kind, ascending to Bichat and Macquer, who, in agreement with
the science anterior to Lavoisier, recognised the spontaneous alterability of natural organic matters;
and at length Spallanzane, who, to explain certain apparitions of organized beings ascribed to
spontaneous generation, invoked the germs of the air. It has enabled me further to follow the
connection of the successive discoveries of special facts which, since 1854, the commencement of
these researches, have resulted in the discovery of the microzymas and to the demonstration that the
blood is a flowing tissue.

It is important to remark that the microzymian theory is in no way the product of a system or of a
conception a priori, nor is it the consequence of a desire to demonstrate that the conception of Bichat
and the cellular theory are conformable to nature. In fact, it has had for a point of departure the
solution of a problem of pure chemistry and the necessity for discovering the role of the moulds in the
inversion of a solution of cane sugar exposed to the air. Then, from induction to induction, applying
unceasingly the method of Lavoisier, from the attentive study of the properties of the lowest
organism | ascended to the highest summits of physiological chemistry and of pathology to discover
wherein vital organization consists.

But so fertile is a theory founded upon the nature of things, at the base whereof there is no
gratuitous hypothesis, that after it had led me to discover the source of the zymases, the
physiological theory of fermentations, the nature of what were called the germs of the air, it enabled
me to understand what was true in the genial conceptions of Bichat, of Dumas, in the cellular
pathology of Virchow and what profound truths there are in the aphorisms of the old physicians.



The microzymian theory of the living organism is true because it agrees at the same time with these
conceptions and with the three aphorisms which | have chosen as the epigraph to this first part of my
preface.

... hothing is but what ought to be.

... hothing is created; nothing is lost.

... hothing is the prey of death; all things are the prey of life.”

The translator of Bechamp’s The Blood and its Third Anatomical Element has some highly pertinent
commentary that is particularly relevant in 2021:

‘We are mocked by quarantines, vaccines, inoculations and other devices for "conveying" the
products of labour into the pockets of official doctors. We are gulled by them to the full extent of
our willingness to be beguiled. The opponents of a truly rational medicine are many and powerful,
as evidenced by the suppression for more than a generation of Bechamp's admirable discoveries
beneath a "conspiracy of silence," and these opponents of the art of healing are entrenched in
nearly all medical schools, in richly endowed Research Institutes, in expensive manufactories of
animal poisons for poisoning men and animals (under the ignorant belief that they are benefitting
us), and in all medical officialdom!" —Trans

In 2020 there has been much talk of biological warfare — the notion that a specific pathogen such as
COVID19 - can be released into a human population and cause decimation of that population.

The reason that biological warfare has never replaced normal methods of war — gunning down etc —
is that it is an ineffective means of waging war. In the few instances where it has been attempted it
has been clear there is no guarantee of the weapon — the virus, bacteria call it what you will reaching
its appointed destination — because there needs to be a pre existing susceptibility to viral invasion
in the first place.

This guy understands the extent of the problem:

‘Unfortunately, symptom manipulation plays a major role in creating worse symptoms later. But
most people don't consider or realize this when they go for the quick medical fix. Even most
doctors are not aware, or aren't telling. The medical/militaristic approach is a substitution of
artificial therapy over natural, of poisons over food, in which we are feeding people poisons
(drugs), trying to correct (attack) the reactions of starvation.



Lack of understanding creates fear, but when we understand that both health and disease are
created by our own living and eating habits, then there is no longer any fear of "germs." Our
individual immune systems are inescapably linked to the planet Earth, of whose substance we are
made. The entire planet Earth, the complete geosphere, has its own functioning immune system, a
self-protecting, regenerating, healing system. When we are not integrated in that system, or we
harm that system, the inevitable result is our own degeneration. There is no blessing that anyone
has ever received that was not linked to the Earth, even if it came from the Internet!’ (See
https.//historyheist.com/wickedpedia/germ-theory )

Bechamp was NOT a crank. He was an outstanding scientist of integrity. His work has been
comprehensively confirmed by a succession of scientists of integrity that came after — Gunther
Enderlein, Royal Rife, Wilhelm Reich and Gustave Naessens being only the most prestigious. Every
one of them has been marginalised and harassed for failing to toe the party line. | believe that one
day they will all be seen as the heroes of the much beleagured medical profession in the 20t & 21°
centuries.

In our own day there is one doctor Robert O Young who has worked tirelessly to realise the
ramifications for individual health that an understanding of Bechamp’ discoveries has brought him:
DR ROBERT O YOUNG (11)

In his book on Bechamp Dr Young makes some pertinent observations:
What, therefore, did he have to say about inoculation?

The most serious, even fatal, disorders may be provoked by the injection of living organisms into the
blood; organisms which, existing in the organs proper to them, fulfil necessary and beneficial
functions-chemical and physiological-but injected into the blood, into a medium not intended for
them, provoke redoubtable manifestations of the gravest morbid phenomena.

". .. Microzymas, morphologically identical, may differ functionally, and those proper to one
species cannot be introduced into an animal of another species, nor even into another centre of
activity in the same animal, without serious danger."

How much more foolhardy is it then, when vaccinal microzymas are not only from another species,
but are already morbidly evolved and are accompanied by preservatives, formaldehyde, and other
chemicals? There is no sanity whatever to this practice. The best that can be said about it is that it
may prevent, against the odds, the appearance of varying sets of symptoms. But this is at the price
of weakening the immune system, toxifying the body, and possibly setting the stage for
degenerative symptoms later in life-all the while doing absolutely nothing for, except perhaps
worsening, the underlying disease condition. (12)

‘...vaccine drawn from sickened bodies, came into existence all over the world. Bechamp’s brilliant
expositions took second place to the dawning of a “new” era. It was the era of stone-hearted torture
of fellow creatures and cruelty to our own species. It was the era in which bacterial disease

Ill

symptoms were supplanted over time with a second wave of modern chronic fungal “infection.”

Surfing this wave of degenerative mycotic infestation-officially unacknowledged as such-partially


https://historyheist.com/wickedpedia/germ-theory

comprising heart disease, cancer, diabetes, so-called autoimmune disease and AIDSyndrome, were
the profiteers, supported by arrogant, single-minded adherence to a scientifically and philosophically
flawed, superficially plausible, and financially exploitable model of life and health. (13)

CHAPTER 6 ANTOINE BECHAMP FOOTNOTES

1 Quoted: Rene J. Dubos. Louis Pasteur Free Lance Of Science (Kindle Location 2765). Little, Brown
And Company

2 See
http://www.laleva.org/eng/2004/05/louis pasteur vs antoine bchamp and the germ theory of

disease causation

3 Most of the information below can be found in this book: THE DREAM & LIE OF LOUIS PASTEUR
BY R. B. PEARSON (ORIGINALLY PASTEUR, PLAGIARIST, IMPOSTER 1942) Available here:

http://whale.to/a/b/pearson.htm| or here:

https://www.life-enthusiast.com/articles/dream-and-lie-of-louis-pasteur-part-4

4 For instance Roy Porter’s The Greatest Benefit to Mankind 1997, purporting to be an
encyclopaedic ‘Medical History of Humanity From Antiquity to the Present’ has literally NO reference
to the work of Bechamp

5 See https://www.wired.com/story/the-19th-century-crank-who-tried-to-tell-us-about-the-
microbiome

6 See THE DREAM AND LIE OF LOUIS PASTEUR by R. B. Pearson
http://www.arizonaenergy.org/BodyEnergy/antoine bechamp.htm

7 See http://www.whale.to/v/bechamp b1l.html

8 See: Young, Robert. A Finger on the Magic of Life: Antoine BeChamp - A 19th Century Genius .
Hikari Omni Media. Kindle Edition.

9 See https://medcraveonline.com/IJVV/second-thoughts-about-viruses-vaccines-and-the-hiv-aids-
hypothesis---part-1.html

10 See http://www.rexresearch.com/bechampmicrozymes/bechamp.html

11 See https://www.drrobertyoung.com

12 See Young, Robert. A Finger on the Magic of Life: Antoine BeChamp - A 19th Century Genius .
Hikari Omni Media. Kindle Edition.

13 See Young, Robert. A Finger on the Magic of Life: Antoine BeChamp - A 19th Century Genius .
Hikari Omni Media. Kindle Edition.
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CHAPTER 7 ANOTHER WAY — REICH, RIFE, ENDERLEIN & NAESSENS

DIFFERENT WAYS OF SEEING

We have seen how the human race has achieved its ascendancy through our capacity for separating
out from the environment and our capacity for naming. This capacity has served us remarkably well
in our efforts to tame and control the natural environment — apparently....

It has been disastrously inefficacious in the case of the life sciences. Why is this...?

| would suggest it is because when dealing with human health — or health in any species for that
matter we are dealing with Life — with a capital L — something that it is beyond our capacity to
dissect and analyse — albeit we continue to make the attempt...

But what becomes clear is that under the microscope we don’t necessarily know what we’re
looking at...

Our human senses are only geared to deal with the life we are confronted with when we open our
eyes in the morning. As soon as we attempt to see beyond the veil of the world as it presents itself
to our five senses we get into difficulties; we enter a whole new world — the quantum world where
nothing is quite what it seems...

GETTING DOWN TO BASICS

If we look at anything in the created universe, whether natural or man-made, it can be reduced to its
constituent parts — or so we think. Let’s take a commonal garden brick for instance:

If we look up what is a brick made of — we are told originally they were made from clay. If we look up
what is clay made of we find: Clay comes from the ground, usually in areas where streams or rivers
once flowed. It is made from minerals, plant life, and animals—all the ingredients of soil. Over time,
water pressure breaks up the remains of flora, fauna, and minerals, pulverizing them into fine
particles.

If we look up what is soil made from we find typically: Soil is the thin layer of material covering the
earth's surface and is formed from the weathering of rocks. It is made up mainly of mineral particles,
organic materials, air, water and living organisms—all of which interact slowly yet constantly.

If we look up what are minerals we find: A mineral is, broadly speaking, a solid chemical compound
that occurs naturally in pure form.

What is a chemical compound? A chemical compound is a chemical substance composed of many
identical molecules composed of atoms from more than one element held together by chemical
bonds.



What is a molecule? A group of atoms bonded together, representing the smallest fundamental unit
of a chemical compound that can take part in a chemical reaction.

What is an atom? An atom is the smallest constituent unit of ordinary matter that constitutes a
chemical element. Every solid, liquid, gas, and plasma is composed of neutral or ionized atoms

Looks like we’ve reached a dead end, which is hardly surprising as no one has ever seen an atom.

‘Like many other things in science, we don't exactly know what an atom is like; even the most
powerful electron microscopes cannot see things of atomic size. The best science can usually do is
say, 'Well, here is a model of how we think it is — it predicts many of the properties we observe; but
who knows, there may be details we don't yet understand'...

The key thing about atoms is that they are very, very small. So small, in fact, that a line of hydrogen
atoms one centimetre long would contain about 333 million atoms. Unlike Democritus, we now
believe that there are several hundred types of atom7, forming the 110 currently-known chemical
elements. Because atoms are so small, a massive number of them would be required in order to
make anything useful. Indeed, a glass of water (360cm3) contains some 12.0 x 1024 oxygen atoms
and twice that number of hydrogen atoms!’ (1)

And everything else is conjecture (‘Well, here is a model of how we think it is — it predicts many of
the properties we observe; but who knows, there may be details we don't yet understand’), and is
purely a playground for mathematicians and quantum physicists; in other words everything beyond
the atom is pure conjecture.

We all know that incredible things have been achieved through pure conjecture — the atom bomb,
nuclear power being only the most obvious. But it only seems to work down to the atomic level -
but not beyond it - not at the quantum level.

And because we’re so good at deducing cause and effect; because we’re so good at conjecture we
reckon we can apply the same principle to our investigations of life...and for some reason it doesn’t
seem to work. We keep going down blind alleys and arriving at stalemate.

In the end it all comes down to WHAT you’re looking at and HOW you’re looking at it.

We're very good at deducing cause and effect, and from this capacity comes the remarkable
technological developments at the macro level that can be seen to have developed through the 19t
and 20" century. But it is very clear from the developments — or lack of — in medicine, that the same
method of observing, the same mindset that can land a man on the moon is totally incapable of
resolving issues of health and disease — which always occur at the micro level.

And yet the science — yes the science —is there, and has been there now for well nigh 150 years, to
resolve matters of health in the same spectacular fashion we have taken control of our capacity for
controlling the world in which we live. But this science has been obscured. Not just obscured but
eradicated from history.

This is something critical to understand because we live in an age that worships science; but the
science that you hear about is only the science that you are meant to hear about. For every one
scientific discovery there is another scientific discovery that may directly contradict the preceding



one — guaranteed. So which theory is right? They can’t both be right surely? Wrong. There is no
reason why two directly contradictory theories shouldn’t both be partially right, depending upon
which angle you are coming from, which paradigm you are working under, which dogma you want to
endorse.

In a truly scientific endeavour every proposition is wrong until proven right. Those that designed the
Apollo missions to the moon were proven to be spectacularly right in their projections when Neil
Armstrong announced ‘one small step — one giant stride for Mankind’, apparently from the surface
of the Moon; but those who designed chemotherapy as an agent to cure cancer have been proven
over and over spectacularly wrong. People die quicker from being treated with chemotherapy than if
they left their cancer untreated. And yet oncologists persist in administering it. Why? Why do they
persist in it?

If each one of the Apollo rockets had exploded as soon as launched or at any point between being
launched and landing on the moon they would have been abandoned — until somebody could come
up with something that actually worked. But when it comes to chemotherapy this has never
happened. Nearly 100 years have passed of administering something that is totally inefficacious —
pernicious in fact - and unquestionably responsible for more human suffering than any other
therapeutic ever invented by man.

Again | have to ask: why do we persist? Was it not Einstein who said ‘The definition of insanity is
doing the same thing over and over and expecting different results’.

The answer to this question is 3 fold:
1 A faulty paradigm

2 Nothing better to offer

3 Monstrous vested interests

In fact we should invert those 3. No 3 should be No 1. In fact we could safely eradicate no’s 1 and 2,
and still have a conclusive answer. Because we have hard evidence that there have been
innumerable therapeutics vastly superior to pharmacology, discovered by pursuing alternative
paradigms, paradigms that have been proven superior, yet have been effectively, often brutally,
suppressed by vested interests. (2)

DIFFERENT WAYS OF LOOKING - MICROSCOPY

What very few people realise is that there are many different types of microscopy, and that the sort
of science we are told we have to believe in only employs one particular form, and a very limited
form at that, namely Electron microscopy. Medical orthodoxy uses almost exclusively the electron
microscope .

But the electron microscope has significant drawbacks not least that it is really only designed to
observe dead matter. It is not designed to observe living matter. This you would have thought was a



significant drawback when dealing with matters of life and of health; but for some strange reason
nobody seems to be in a hurry to remedy this. Why is this?

The answer I’'m afraid is because our medical profession is not concerned with health — life; it is
primarily concerned with disease...

THE ELECTRON MICROSCOPE
The limitations of electron microscopy are fourfold:

1 many materials require extensive sample preparation to produce a sample of life which is time
consuming — and also means that the sample is never free of taint.

2 the sample preparation may induce structural changes in the original structure.

3 as the field of view is very small so the area or the region of the sample observed may not
represent the whole.

4 biological samples may get damaged on prolonged exposure to the electron beam.

In these four drawbacks of electron microscopy you have a resume of the Disease of Modern
Medicine. It is based solely on the investigation of dead tissue that has been corrupted before it has
even been investigated. And this is what all pharmaceuticals and other therapeutics are based upon.

The advantage of only investigating dead tissue is of course IT DOESN’T CHANGE. Living tissue on the
other hand is always in a state of transformation. As one commentator observed: ‘How many realize
that the results of a culture.... collected from a patient the day before may have changed by the
time the result is readable in the laboratory? In other words, yesterday’s tests may be today’s
mistakes!

WILHELM REICH

Before looking at another form of microscopy we should review the work of an iconoclast working
within the confines of ordinary microscopy, before electron micrioscopy totally dominated the field
of medical research — Wilhelm Reich. When | first read Reich’s Cancer Biopathy it was a revelation to
me. Suddenly | had found a mind that seemed to understand cancer at its most elemental level. (3)

Reich did not have the advantage of the wavelength microscope used by Rife or Naessens (see
below), but he did employ an ordinary lense microscope with unusually intense magnification. Reich
was always careful to point out that other researchers wouldn’t see what he was seeing unless they
used the same optics. Pretty obvious really.

When Reich wanted to find out how to culture amoebas he was told that all he needed to do was
put some old dead hay or grass in water and let it soak for a week or ten days. He was told the
amoebas would develop as a result of ‘spores in the air’. Reich was sceptical of this explanation so
he observed the dead hay minutely while it was immersed in water, and what he saw astonished



him. James E Strick one of the foremost authorities on Reich and President of the Reich Foundation
describes it thus:

‘Over days and even weeks, the grass blades slowly swelled up in the water and began to
disintegrate into tiny round vesicles about the size of small bacteria...... Many of the vesicles would
break free and drift off into the fluid. But sometimes a clump of vesicles would form near the edge
of a disintegrating grass blade, and gradually a membrane would form around it. (4)

Reich gave to these vesicles the name of Bions which he described thus: ‘Bions are preliminary
stages of life; they are transitional forms from the inorganic and non-motile to the organic, motile,
and culturable state.’ In other words he saw his Bions, (almost certainly what Bechamp called
Microzymas) as the essential precursor to life — an intermediate state between non living and living
matter. This being the case Reich found it was not easy to ‘culture’ them, i.e. transport them from
out of living tissue and encourage them to proliferate independently. Bions can only be observed in
living tissue and will never be observed using electron microscopy - since electron microscopy is only
capable of observing tissue that is dead or dying. Funnily enough modern day Virology has precisely
the same problem when it comes to viruses...(5)

Principally Reich was convinced that the motility he observed was not just Browning motion, as his
detractors would have us believe, but motility coming from within the vesicle. And this accords
totally with Bechamp’s findings. James Strick writes:

‘Most essential of these observations was seeing clearly and unambiguously that the pulsatory
movement within the tiny bions is sharply distinguishable from the purely physical Brownian
movement exhibited by all microscopic objects in this size range. The Brownian movement is a
random, place to place motion understood in current physics to be caused by statistically uneven
bombardment of the object on all sides by molecules of the fluid.” (6)

The motion that Reich witnessed was something altogether different — a pulsatory motion coming
from WITHIN the vesicles having nothing to do with the action of surrounding molecules.

In chapter 9 of his 1937 book Menschen im Staat, translated into English as People in Trouble, Reich
wrote:

‘Although | was aware that no structures are clearly resolvable over a magnification of 2000x, it was
not seeing the finer structures themselves which interested me but seeing the motion within the
bions. Although | have often emphasized this differentiation between structure and movement in
the evaluation of microscopic objects, the objection can still be heard that | did not know how to use
a microscope because | was unaware that there is a limit to microscopic observation using light.
Prejudices are as deeply emdedded as lice in an animal's fur, and the greater the ignorance, the
greater the arrogance. Since mechanistic researchers focus totally and exclusively on the dead
structures of stained tissues, they do not understand that there is also movement and that the fine
motion in a particle which is not yet noticeable at a magnification of 2000x is, however, visible at a
magnification of 3000x." (7)

As Reich points out ‘Prejudices are as deeply emdedded as lice in an animal's fur’. Attempts to
discredit and invalidate Reich’s work continue to this day. For instance see: ‘A Skeptical Scrutiny of



the Works and Theories of WILHELM REICH As related to The problems with Reich's use of the
microscope’ By Roger M. Wilcox. (8)

In this article you will find the suggestion that Reich’s eyes may have ‘played a trick on him’. Well yes
they may. And if no other researcher had ever seen anything remotely comparable to what Reich
was describing the case against him could be open and closed and his life’s work could safely be
dismissed.

But this is not the case. His observations were only corroborating the work of Antoine Bechamp
almost 100 years earlier, and giving confirmation to the work of Gustav Enderlein and Gaston
Naessens in the 20th century. And indeed this is WHY Reich was so dangerous to the Establishment;
because he was actually saying ‘Hey guys — Pasteur got it wrong. Bechamp was far closer to the truth
of the matter. We don’t need pharmaceuticals. All we need is a simple means by which to stimulate
the life function in the cells — and this Reich provided with his orgone accumulator.

What is extraordinary is the extent to which scientists will go to defend their position in the face of
all the evidence that contradicts that position. Of course Reich’s eyes may have ‘played a trick on
him’...but is it likely that his eyes would play a trick on him countless times in succession?

Motility is something that can be observed without definition, that is, it is possible to observe
something moving, without being possible to see the precise outlines of what it is that is moving -
just as you can see something moving on the horizon without having the foggiest notion what it is
that is moving.

Is it not also the case that whatever we are looking at we always need to allow time for the eyes to
adjust? Think of moving from a very light room into a dark room. It takes time for the eyes to adjust.
Similarly if your are reading a book and then lift your eyes from the book to look at the horizon it will
take time for the eyes to adjust; and if you return from gazing at the horizon to reading the book it
will take time for the eyes to adjust again. This is in the nature of human eyesight. Eyesight has to be
allowed to acclimatise to what it is looking at. In order to see something really clearly there needs to
be sufficient contrast, the object being regarded needs to be thrown into relief. This is what Dark
Field Microscopy achieves.

DARK FIELD MICROSCOPY
Here is an excellent summary of what consitutes Dark-Field Microscopy:

‘By reviewing living blood under a dark-field, phase-contrast microscope, pleomorpic forms can be
seen. This type of live-cell analysis is also used in marine biology for observing tiny sea life with
fragile outer skins. The high-powered microscope can magnify objects up to 28,000 times, enabling
one to clearly view bacterial and fungal forms in exact detail in the blood! The blood specimen is lit
by a special apparatus in the microscope called a phase-contrast condenser. Objects under the lens
show up against a black and/or gray background. This provides superior quality images. One can see
red and white blood cells; crystallized exotoxins, mycotoxins, cholesterol, metals; blood clots; signs
of oxygen deprivation; undigested fats; bacteria, yeast, mold, and many other things--all in ONE drop
of live blood! Watching live blood on a slide, or on a video, one can actually see bacteria, yeast,



fungus and mould feeding and growing as the blood loses its nutrition and oxygen. Most amazing is
to see these forms coming right out of previously healthy red and white blood cells! They live off
your body's vital nutrients: glucose, protein, fats, hemoglobin, tissues and organs. They disorganize,
or change form, in the presence of oxygen. (9)

So why is this sort of microscopy being limited to marine biologists? Are sea anemones more
valuable than human beings...?

Of course if you consult the experts you’ll be told it’s because electron microscopy is far superior and
dark field microscopy is liable to reveal all sorts of strange ‘artefacts’...(Microzymas perhaps?). One
article has this to say:

‘Blood Microscopy is often associated with live blood cell analysis using dark field techniques.
Proponents of this technique believe it readily provides information without the need to stain dead
cells, while sceptics question its validity. This type of analysis is controversial and misused by many
natural healthcare practitioners..... Generally, those who employ in-office use of dark field blood
analysis tend to be chiropractors, naturopaths and other holistic healthcare practitioners. Not
approved by the FDA or covered by insurance, patients are required to pay out-of-pocket.” (10)

You get the picture. The very practise of employing dark field is suspect and not to be relied upon,
only being relied upon by dubious profiteers.

ROYAL RIFE

Even when electron microscopy was in its infancy there were those who questioned its efficacy and
were searching for alternative solutions. One such was Royal Rife who developed his own unique
Universal Microscope. Even before he finalised the design of his Universal Microscope he was
working on principles that were the antithesis to the Electron microscope:

Rife's ordinary microscope (with 31,000 diameters resolution), was capable of detail and clarity
surpassing the newly emerging electron microscopes. Its use of prismatically dispersed natural light
frequencies, rather than electron beams and acid stains, allowed clear views of living subjects. Each
microorganism has its own fundamental frequency of light, something Bechamp apparently took
advantage of with his polarimeter. Rife arrived at the conclusion that light could be used, instead of
fatal chemicals, to "stain" the subject. (11)

Here’s a brilliant description of how it works:

‘The atoms that come together to form a molecule are held together in that molecular configuration
with a covalent energy bond which both emits and absorbs its own specific electromagnetic
frequency. No two species of molecule have the same electromagnetic oscillations or energetic
signature. Resonance amplifies light in the same way two ocean waves intensify each other when
they merge together.

The result of using a resonant wavelength is that micro-organisms which are invisible in white light
suddenly become visible in a brilliant flash of light when they are exposed to the colour frequency
that resonates with their own distinct spectroscopic signature.



Rife was thus able to see these otherwise invisible organisms and watch them actively invading
tissues cultures. Rife’s discovery enabled him to view organisms that no one else could see with
ordinary microscopes.’ (12)

I’'m not going to waste your time or mine explaining the mechanics of it further. There are many
excellent resources where you can research the technology involved and arrive at your own
conclusions. Suffice to say there is a type of microscopy that enables the scientist or physician to
view living tissue as opposed to dead or dying tissue, and yet for some bizarre reason our scientists
and physicians are only permitted to use it when viewing marine biology and are prevented from
using it for human biology. We need to be asking why?

Rife’s unique contribution was not just designing a microscope that could see microorganisms in a
way no other microscope could. Through his understanding of light and sound frequencies he
realised that it should be possible to target pathogens with low audio frequencies in order to revert
rogue cells into healthy cells. He identified that every microorganism has what he called an MOR,
that is a Mortal Oscillatory Rate, a rate of vibration at which it would explode or shatter, or, more
accurately, vibrate to the point it could revert to its original pristine form. He used the analogy of the
opera singer and a wine glass. When a soprano hits a particularly high note it can in some instances
cause fragile glass to shatter. Rife was firmly convinced the same principle could be applied to
microorganisms.

Rife went on to build a phenomenal catalogue of frequencies for every condition known to Man —
including cancer.

If we think of Bechamp’s Microzymas, we can see precisely how Rife’s frequencies work. Rife was
targeting the pathogenic form of the Microzymas — bacteria, virus, fungus or mould, and
encouraging the Microzymas to resume their normal functioning. In so doing he was targeting ONLY
the rogue cells and leaving the healthy cells untouched. He was also achieving his ends in a totally
non invasive way. No need for chemotherapy, radiotherapy or surgery with all the horrendous
collateral damage. Inevitably Rife’s findings caused considerable stir in the medical community. I'll
let the Rife information website explain what happened next:

‘In 1934, the University of Southern California appointed a Special Medical Research Committee to
bring terminal cancer patients from Pasadena County Hospital to Rife's San Diego Laboratory and
clinic for treatment. The team included doctors and pathologists assigned to examine the patients -
if still alive - in 90 days.

After the 90 days of treatment, the Committee concluded that 86.5% of the patients had been
completely cured. The treatment was then adjusted and the remaining 13.5% of the patients also
responded within the next four weeks. The total recovery rate using Rife's technology was 100%.

On November 20, 1931, forty-four of the nation's most respected medical authorities honoured
Royal Rife with a banquet billed as The End To All Diseases at the Pasadena estate of Dr. Milbank
Johnson.

But by 1939, almost all of these distinguished doctors and scientists were denying that they had ever
met Rife. What happened to make so many brilliant men have complete memory lapses?’ (13)



It's very clear what happened. Suddenly all the so called regulatory authorities realised they had a
massive threat on their hands, namely a means of curing cancer and how many other diseases
requiring no pharmaceutical drugs whatsoever. What would you do if your entire existence
depended on these same pharmaceutical drugs?

Morris Fishbein, then head of the AMA, the American Medical Association, and his cronies set about
making sure nobody would ever hear about an invention that could mean ‘the end of all disease’ no
less. Rife’s laboratory was systematically pilfered both of his notes and components from his
Universal microscope. A lawsuit was instigated against the company manufacturing Rife’s frequency
generators, the costs of which rendered the company bankrupt. The doctors who had supported
Rife’s work and been present at the 1931 banquet in his honour were either paid off — encouraged
to retire with vast honorariums - or struck off the medical registry if they continued to be vocal in
their support. The medical journals, all owned by the drug companies and the regulatory bodies like
Fischbein’s AMA, were all instructed never to publish anything on Rife’s technology. Effectively Rife
was disappeared.

Royal Rife died in 1971 aged 83 of valium and alcohol poisoning, 40 years after the banquet in his
honour, and no doubt convinced he might as well never have bothered.

When you study the history of alternative medicine you realise this is a common story. Precisely the
same happened to all the other researchers in this chapter — to more or less of an extent.

PIONEERS OF PLEOMORPHISM

The work of Antoine Bechamp was taken up by Gunther Enderlein (1872-1968) and later in the 20"
Century by Gaston Naessens (1924-2018). In our own century their work is championed by the likes
of Dr Barre Lando of Alfa Vedic and Dr Robert O. Young.

Increasingly proponents of Bechamp’s microzymian theory seem like lone voices crying in the
wilderness but it has never been more critical that their voices be heard.

Gunther Enderlein made no secret that his life’s work was based on Bechamp’s book ‘Microzymas’
He preferred to call the Microzymas ‘Colloids of Life’ or ‘Protits’.

Gaston Naessens, pursuing his own line of enquiry, discovered the exact same phenomenon and
named the Microzymas ‘Somatids’.

FOUR NAMES AMOUNTING TO THE SAME THING

So we have 4 names for the same phenomenon according to which researcher we are listening to:
1 Antoine Becahmp — Microzymas

2 Gunter Enderlein — Protits

3 Wilhelm Reich — Bions



4 Gaston Naessens — Somatids

This can inevitably lead to confusion of a single simple blindingly obvious fact. The confusion is
inevitable, and is undoubtedly encouraged by all those that seek to keep the truth about our biology
from the human population.

Because Bechamp’s theory has never been accepted, and indeed has been written out of the
medical history books, because his theory has been ignored and there has never been any official
recognition, it has been left to lone wolves pursuing their own researches totally outside the
mainstream; and each has been forced to come up with his own nomenclature. But it is very clear to
me that all are talking about the same thing, that is the phenomenon first discovered by Antoine
Bechamp - the Microzyma, and hence | shall continue to refer to it as the Microzyma and only use
the alternative names when discussing the individual researchers.

The Microzyma is to be found in all tissues and cells of the human body, the red blood cells, the
white blood cells, in plasma and all other body fluids and tissues. The Microzymas are tiny, about
0.01 micron in radius (about the size of a virus!). The larger forms can be seen under any
microscope’s high power, oil immersion lens, as tiny dots, rolling, always moving. They are seen best
with a dark-field microscope as tiny shining, moving points, and there are videos available on you
tube that dramatically illustrate what we are discussing.

GUNTHER ENDERLEIN

Enderlein devoted the bulk of his scientific work which stretched for more than 40 years, to the
complex question of pleomorphism, symbiosis and cyclogeny (the cycles organisms go through) of
microorganisms. In 1925 he published his main work, BAKTERIEN-CYCLOGENIE (publisher W. de
Gruyter & Co. Berlin, 1925) in which he presented his arguments and proofs for pleomorphism,
arguments and proofs which directly echoed those of Bechamp. The following extract is from the
book Blood Examination in Darkfield according to Prof. Dr. Gnther Enderlein. (14)

‘According to Enderlein, ‘germs’ are not representing unchanging organisms that are independent
of each other, but altogether they form a singular, common cycle, which has its origin in the
colloidal, albuminoid substances called Protits that are contained inside of each particular cell.

Enderlein called these Protits, ENDOBIONTS (from the Greek endo- internal and bios- life). We can
never separate ourselves from them. We coexist in a mutually symbiotic (meaning we live together,
helping each other) relationship. We give them a vehicle for life, they give us blood forms like
platelets, without which we couldn’t exist (platelets are formed from the Protits, not in the bone
marrow as taught by modern science). The Endobiont appears in all mammalian species and has
shown evidence through some of its developmental forms to be of a plant nature. Our symbiotic
union with them evidently occurred millions of years ago as our species grew into existence. Without
some blood clotting mechanism in place, mammals could never have evolved......

The Endobiont is always present, and cannot be removed from the living cell; the clinical symptoms
of a disease depend on the stage of its development. This ‘fungal parasite’ can be present in all
tissues and organs.’ (15)



In an article entitled A Modern Scientific Perspective On Prof. Dr. Enderlein's Concept Of Microbial
Life Cycles German biochemist Ronald Ullmann, provides a useful summation of Enderlein’s
research:

‘...Enderlein thought that all microbes possessed a natural development cycle that began with
microscopically invisible, or very difficult to view, primitive protein phases (protit, symprotit,
makrosymprotit) . These phases then proceeded to viral forms (spermites) and bacterial forms
(mychit, thecit, basit, phytit, rhabdit, linit and ascit), and finally culminated in a fungus (Mucor
racemosus or Aspergillus niger). This proposed upward development from primitive phases to
bacteria to fungus was called probaenogenie or the complex of endobiosis by Enderlein, and he
identified the Endobiont as the primary cause of disease.’

We will see shortly how Gaston Naessens arrived at almost identical conclusion and further created
a chart consisting of sixteen stages of transformation and evolution of the Microzyma.

‘To sum up, he proposed that the development started with the most primitive form, a single protein
or protit, which he thought was the primordial form of life and origin of every living being. Enderlein
also theorized that the unification or polymerization of many protits into ball-like structures known
as symprotits or macrosymprotits led to the development of the primordial nucleus. Next, reserves of
single living colloids (symprotits) assembled around the nucleus to provide the cell plasma, enabling
the transformation into a cell to occur. The protits could polymerize in different forms, creating new
morphological structures such as spermite. Finally, as the cellular structures went through an upward
development to more virulent forms due to a change in homeostasis, Enderlein proposed that the
development of the highest forms to be pathogenic bacteria or fungi, which he believed to be Mucor
racemosus or Aspergillus niger. Enderlein concluded that this upward development postulated as the
life cycle of microorganisms is the cause of all forms of illness. He proposed that the protit or
Endobiont is present in every cell of the human body, and under a specific stimulus will progress
through an upward development to higher pathogenic levels, culminating in a fungus. He also
theorized that this development was caused mainly by an improper diet that overfed the Endobiont
with large amounts of protein and excessive nutrients. His basic understanding was that humans do
not experience different kinds of illnesses, but one illness: the upward development of the Endobiont
(that leads to endobiosis). According to the predisposition of the patient, the illness manifests
different symptoms. To heal patients, Enderlein also theorized that the smallest elements from the
life cycle of microbes (protit, symprotit, macrosymprotit and spermite) are completely apathogenic
and useful for reversing endobiontic disease processes. This represents the main principle on which
he based his isopathic way of treating illnesses. (16)

This excellent summation actually comes from an article that seeks to prove how Enderlein’s
conclusions were erroneous and how modern scientific research, which refuses to countenance any
notion of pleomorphism, has concluded that ‘the so-called endobiontic infestation of erythrocytes
and serum are aggregation of globin and albumin, due to oxidative damage and other stress factors’.

In 1925 scientists were working under the misapprehension that, ‘if something appeared the same it
was the same’ - known as ‘comparative morphological research’. Science is now infinitely more
sophisticated and knows that this is never the case. Just because something appears to be the same
most definitely does not mean it IS the same.



The objections to Enderlein and Naessens’ research would seem to hinge among other things on the
so called impossibility of proteins self replicating and the fact that the discovery of DNA has
invalidated any notion that one thing may morph into another because each microorganism has a
specific genetic signature, that is a clearly differentiated gene sequence that is non transferrable.

These objections are entirely based on the dogmatic assertions of current orthodoxy. What if current
orthodoxy were to be proven wrong? We will see later in this book how the researches of Luc
Montaignier and Peter Gariaev would seem to indicate that DNA functions in a quite different way
from the way in which current orthodoxy says it does. The Enderlein article acknowledges that the
fact that human being share 99% of their genetic makeup with mice and with sheep makes it clear
that it is not the genetic signature that is important but the way in which genes express themselves.
But while we insist on believing that this is entirely dictated by which proteins are produced by
which gene we will only ever be confronted by a welter or irresolvable conundrums and
imponderables.

Are we not in danger of failing to see the wood from the trees? Could it be that reintroducing a
degree of ‘comparative morphological research’ might make a lot more sense than continuing to
divide out every aspect of our biology into an infinity of different components that results in an
entirely mechanistic approach that may all too easily arrive at totally erroneous conclusions.

This is why | say: BEWARE THE PARADIGM! For the paradigm all too easily dictates what you are
allowed to see.

When we see with our own eyes the transformation of a microzyma/protid/somatid into a rod
bacteria (as can clearly be seen in the Naessens videos below) are we to conclude that what we are
seeing is some sort of optical illusion because according to the orthodoxy that is not possible; or are
we henceforward compelled to question the orthodoxy? It should be clear by now that this book
takes the latter course.

GASTON NAESSENS

In spite of the fact the work of Bechamp, Rife and Enderlein was effectively disappeared by the
medical establishment in America their spirit was kept alive by a young Frenchman called Gaston
Naessens. Even more remarkable is the fact that Naessens knew nothing of the work of Rife. It is a
strange fact that surely only gives credence to Sheldrake’s Morphic Resonance that the same great
ideas often appear at one and the same time in totally different parts of the world quite
independently of each other. It was thus with Darwins’ Origin of Species and the researches of
Arthur Russel Wallace. What Rife accomplished optically in the 1930s with his Universal Microscope,
Gaston Naessens accomplished in the 1940s with his Somatoscope.

Naessens was born on 16 March 1924 in Roubaix, France. From an early age Gaston displayed a
precocious capacity for invention. At the age of five he constructed an automatic toy with a
Meccano set powered by an alarm clock spring. Subsequently the young Gaston built a home-made
motorcycle and a mini-airplane.



Gaston studied at the University of Lille but his education was interrupted by the German invasion of
France in 1940. Gaston and his fellow students managed to escape to Nice where they carried on
their education in exile. Eventually Naessens was awarded a surrogate diploma from the Union
Nationale Scientifique Francaise—a quasi-official institution under whose auspices the education of
the displaced students continued. He never sought to have his degree ratified by the de Gaulle
government when the French rule was restored.

Naessens was frustrated by the limitations of conventional microscopes and at the age of just 21 he
set out to design his own superior microscope. He was fortunate to gain technical assistance from a
group of craftsmen and artisans from Wetzlar, Germany, who provided invaluable assistance in
checking out many of Gaston's original ideas on optics. Once the technical aspects had been
resolved the microscope was constructed by Barbier-Bemard et Turenne, technical specialists and
defence contractors near Paris. This was the Somatoscope. Naessens saw it as filling a gap between
the ordinary microscope and the electron microscope. (17)

We have seen how Naessens had his own name for Bechamp’s Microzyma — the Somatid. Naessens
reckoned this primary building block of life is the essential precursor to DNA. He explained in simple
language for a visiting journalist:

"You see," began Naessens, "I've been able to establish a life cycle of forms in the blood that add up
to no less than a brand new understanding for the very basis of life. What we're talking about is an
entirely new biology, one out of which has fortunately sprung practical applications of benefit to
sick people, even before all of its many theoretical aspects have been sorted out." At this point,
Naessens threw in a statement that would startle any biologist, particularly a geneticist: "The
somatids, one can say, are precursors of DNA. Which means that they some-how supply a "missing
link' to an understanding of that remarkable molecule that up to now has been considered as an
all but irreducible building block in the life process."

‘Over years of careful microscopic observation and laboratory experimentation, Naessens went on
to discover that if and when the immune system of an animal or human being becomes weakened or
destabilized, the normal three-stage cycle of the somatid (microzyma) goes through thirteen more
successive growth stages to make up a total of sixteen separate forms, each evolving into the next.
(See diagram below of the somatid cycle). All of these forms have been revealed clearly and in detail
by motion pictures, and by stopframe still photography, by Naessens's microscope. Naessens
attributes this weakening, as did Bechamp, to trauma, brought on by a host of reasons, ranging from
exposure to various forms of radiation or chemical pollution to accidents, shocks, depressed
psychological states, and many more.

By studying the somatid cycle as revealed in the blood of human beings suffering from various
degenerative diseases such as rheumatoid arthritis, multiple sclerosis, lupus, cancer, and AIDS,
Naessens was able to associate the development of the forms in the sixteen-stage pathological cycle
with all of these diseases...... Among other things, it shows that when blood is washed to remove all
somatids external to the bloods red ceils, then heated, somatids latently present in a liquid state
within the red blood cells themselves take concrete form and go on to develop into the sixteen-stage
cycle. (Something Reich had witnessed for himself without the help of the somatoscope)



"This," says Naessens, "is what happens when there is immune system disequilibrium." It is not
yet known exactly how or why or from what the somatids take shape. Of the some 140 proteins in
red blood cells, many may play a role in the process. The appearance of somatids inside red blood
cells is thus an enigma as puzzling as the origin of life itself. | once asked Naessens, "If there were no
somatids, would there be no life!" "That's what | believe," he replied.” (18)

Here is an illustration of Naessens’ Somatid Cycle:

What has to be understood from this diagram is that only the first three degrees of evolution relate
to a healthy organism. Every single one of the subsequent degrees from 4 to 16 relate to a diseased
organism; that is these are evolutions that occur when the environment is not conducive to the
continuation of the somatid’s healthy survival in the first 3 stages. There is a you tube video which
gives an excellent illustration of this cycle in vivo. (19)



Once you have watched this it would be impossible to deny the pleomorphic nature of all
microorganisms and their intrinsic relationship to the microzyma.

What also has to be understood is that contained in the diagram above is every single manifestation
of a virus, bacteria or funghi, phages, bacteriophages and all genetic material associated that has
ever been itemised from examinations conducted with electron microscopy — that is all the
investigations of our virologists, bacteriologists and every other professional in a white coat that has
ever looked down a microscope.

Having apprehended this simple fact it is easy to see that all these multitudinous forms with all the
multitudinous names we attach to each different form have ONE origin. Not only that but all these
forms have the capacity to return to the original pristine form of the somatid or microzyma and
indeed all do return to this original pristine form. This is what happens when a body dies and decays.
It is also what happens when a diseased organism has been restored to health.

All bacteria, all viruses, all exosomes, emerge from microzymas, (protids or somatids) the
forerunners of cells. This is how some researchers believe blood bacteria to be connected with the
origin of life. Virginia Livingston (1906-1990) believed these microbes were responsible not only for
the initiation of life, but also acted as terminators leading to death. Wilhelm Reich referred to
bacteria emanating from energy-depleted cells as "T-bacilli", the "T" derived from the German word
"Tod", meaning death. He found T-bacilli in both healthy and sick individuals. However, in the blood
of sick people they were more numerous. Reich devised a blood test to measure the vitality of
blood. (For details, Google: Reich blood test)’

At the conclusion of the video illustrating the Somatid cycle the video creator summarises as follows:

1 The somatid (microzyma) is endowed with polymorphism — a polymorphism controlled by blood
inhibitors.

2 Growth hormones are generated during the somatidian cycles.
3 In both the animal and plant kingdoms cellular division requires the presence of the somatid.

4 When blood inhibitors are lacking, growth hormones are allowed to increase until they threaten
cellular metabolism.

5 All degenerative diseases are a consequence of this disorder.

What these 5 points amount to is the ineluctable conclusion that the Somatid (Microzyma) is the
origin of life in all its manifestations (always characterised by cell division) including manifestations
that we characterise as disease. Disease is always the result of a deregulation in the milieu, or the
terrain — that is the environment in which the somatid has its being.

The most accurate symbol for life is that of the Uroborus — the snake with its tail in its mouth —a
symbol of eternal renewal and regeneration. Nothing in life ever remains the same for long.

Surely we have noticed this in our day to day experience of life. Every time we emerge from our
front door the landscape confronting us has changed. The weather has changed, the light has
changed, the temperature has changed, the grass has grown, leaves have fallen off the trees if it’s



autumn, or sprouted if it’s spring. And these are only the manifestations that we can see. How much
else is transpiring that we can’t see.

Every minute that we are living our bodies are constantly undergoing transformations — what else
are our appetites and moods telling us? We feel hungry, we feel thirsty, we feel lustful we feel
bored, we feel excited, we feel energetic, we feel listless. Our moods and appetites are changing
minute by minute.

Why is this? Because our biology is changing minute by minute. The microzymas or somatids are
expressing themselves differently minute by minute. If we really thought about it we would realise
that our health is changing minute by minute according to how we are engaging with the world we
find ourselves in. Heraclitus was right. We are living in the midst of a constant state of flux. This is
what life is. Life is flux.

But what we can observe from the world around us is that in spite of this flux nothing is going
anywhere; nothing, fundamentally is changing. There are certain constants that we can rely on.

We can rely upon the fact that the tree will grow leaves in spring and shed them in winter — unless of
course it becomes diseased. We can rely on the fact that our loved one will still be there in the
morning when we wake us — unless they get diseased. We can rely on the sun coming up in the
morning — unless some cosmic cataclysm decrees otherwise. In other words we accustom ourselves
to a certain degree of constancy.

It is of course an illusion. It is the illusion we have been born into. Nothing is actually constant.
Everything is constantly changing. And so it is in the blood that courses through our veins. It always
looks the same — but it never is the same. It is in a constant state of seething energy and
transformation aiming to support us through all that we engage in our lives.

And this understanding is only possible because of the researches using dark field microscopy of
Royal Rife and Gaston Naessens who, with their revolutionary microscopes, were able to confirm the
work of Bechamp and Enderlein before them. With these videos on you tube, you have the
illustration of how life functions and the relation of health to disease and vice versa. The two are
intimately interconnected and cannot be separated out.

Louis Pasteur reckoned the blood to be sterile. This bit of nonsense should alert us to the fact that
nothing from this man is to be trusted; and yet the notion that the blood is sterile continues to
predominate in microbiology. The official line is that that this is because all the bacteria in our bodies
are contained in the gastrointestinal tract which is reckoned to be outside the body. One popular
website uses the image of a doughnut to illustrate the point. The body is the body of the doughnut
and the gastrointestinal tract runs through the hole in the middle...

This is quite a cute explanation but doesn’t really explain anything. How can the gastrointestinal
tract truly be outside the body when it is the Gl tract that is responsible for acquiring and processing
all the nutrition that we take in on a daily basis. We know that health is largely dependent upon
nutrition. Don’t let anybody tell you different. Anybody that declares nutrition is not responsible for
your health almost certainly has vested interests in a pharmaceutical company.



Why is it disease is still so prevalent in Third World countries? Not because of absence of vaccination
as Bill Gates and his WHO would like you to believe, anymore that cancer has ever occurred through
a lack of chemotherapy (as Dr Zach Bush likes to point out) but because of lack of proper nutrition in
a population that is riddled with poverty and unemployment.

If nutrition is responsible for the state of health of your body how can the Gl tract be reckoned to be
outside the body it feeds? Of course it isn’t. It’s another piece of nonsense dreamt up to propagate
an entirely erroneous conception of how human biology functions.

The Gl tract is contained within the body and if in an average state of health it feeds the body while
shielding it from the trillions of germs and bacteria that colonise it and facilitate the digestion of the
food matter whatever it is and thereafter the absorption of the nutrients essential to maintain the
vitality of the organism.

Itis true that the blood of a healthy individual will be free of bacteria but this doesn’t mean the
blood is sterile. The blood is teeming with life, with microzymas, protids or somatids, and if the
blood becomes toxic some of these will then morph into other forms in order to rid the blood of its
toxicity. This is why researchers have found and puzzled over the fact that bacteria has been found
in blood; because if the blood becomes polluted the microzymas will undergo transformations in
order to address the pollution.

In 1977 Domingue and Schlegel confirmed "the existence of a novel bacteriologic system" in the
blood. They cultured staphylococcal-like bacteria and filamentous cocco-bacillary forms from 71% of
the blood specimens from ill patients; and from 7% of supposedly healthy people. These
pleomorphic bacteria grew out of round complex "dense bodies" and developed into "ordinary
bacteria." The authors concluded: "These organisms may represent an adaptation of certain bacteria
to life in the blood." (20)

This was published nearly 50 years ago — but studiously ignored as is the wont for any study that
contradicts the official paradigm.

This is only something to be puzzled over if you are convinced that bacteria always comes from
without and is always monomorphic. If you have the understanding that bacteria is only another
materialisation from the elementary life particle — the microzyma or somatid — then it ceases to be a
mystery. Because clearly it can pop up anywhere the elementary life particle exists.

It is surely significant that both Rife’s Universal Microscope and Naessens’ Somatoscope used
intensified light in order to create the added amplification. Without light it is impossible to see
anything. If you want to see microscopically it makes sense that you would need more light than is
necessary to see the landscape beyond my window or the table at which | am sitting. What | am
looking at is customary; it is the same sort of thing that | am looking at every day of my waking life.
The scientist peering down a microscope is looking at a level of reality which is beyond our
customary perception. If you drop a pin on a gravel path your best chance of finding it is probably to
wait till its dark and then take a torch. In other words you don’t need the generalised light that is
normally diffused across the landscape — you need a searchlight.

Naessens understood this. But he was a very modest man. He didn’t claim to be doing anything
original. In an interview published on you tube he refers to a predecessor in the 19t century who he



refers to as the Noon Lunatic — Emil Doyen - who in 1911 could see somatids in May June and July at
noon i.e. when the sun’s rays reach their zenith and contain ultraviolet light — he could see what
could not be seen at other times of the year. (21)

Naessens created an instrument which he described thus:

‘By decreasing the wavelength of light | can increase the resolution and therefore see particles that
otherwise would be invisible’. It has to be understood that Frequency and wavelength are inversely
proportional to each other. The wave with the greatest frequency has the shortest wavelength.
Twice the frequency means one-half the wavelength. The principle underlying the somatoscope is an
increase in the frequency of light which was precisely the same principle underlying Rife’s Universal
microscope. Think of the focussed beam of a torch as opposed to the dispersed light of an average
striplight.

An understanding of Bechamp’s discoveries is essential to an understanding of Reich, Rife,
Enderlein and Naessens. All these researchers came to fundamentally identical conclusions. The
nomenclature might be different, the details might be different but the conclusions are the same.

SO WE CAN SUMMARISE:

Microzymas,Somatids, Bions or Protids are the fundamental energy that is manifest in life. How they
express themselves is entirely dependent upon the ph level of the organism. An acidic environment
encourages the microzymas to express themselves as bacteria —aiming to clean up the acidic, and
therefore toxic, environment and restore the equilibrium of the organism - which can only be
maintained in an alkaline environment

Now this much | had gleaned from my researches into cancer cures. What | had not appreciated was
how this fundamental realisation makes a nonsense of Pasteur’s germ theory.

If disease is exogenous — that is it comes from outside the cell —a marauding invader — then the
implication is that the individual is entirely at the mercy of random external enemies and has no
control over his or her own health. And this is the theory upon which the entire edifice of modern
medicine is constructed. But it is demonstrably false. How can | say this? Because if it was the case
that we are all at the mercy of external invading forces — germs and viruses HOW IS IT THAT WE
DON’T ALL BECOME ILL WHEN EXPOSED TO SAID HOSTILE FORCES...?

And the answer is blindingly obvious — namely that some are susceptible while some are not. And we
define this by the state of the immune system. And the medical profession would like you to believe

that the state of your immune system is entirely conditioned by the state of your vaccination history

— which is BOLLOCKS.

Vaccination is about as barbaric and indefensible as the old superstition of submerging a supposed
witch in a pond of water and pronouncing her innocent if she drowns and guilty if she survived;
because fundamentally it is poisoning the system with extraneous toxins in order to achieve the
much vaunted immune response but with no scientific rationale.



The real problem is that it is founded on a purely mechanistic view of what immune response is —
namely the creation of antibodies - with no understanding of the huge complexity underlying the
body’s immunological response.

Every year we hear of some new discovery that has been made in treating this or that disease - and
each new discovery is based on identifying some new microorganism or modulation of a
microorganism that is only ever PART of the full picture which will NEVER be revealed to a scientist
examining blood or tissue that has been removed from its natural environment under an electron
microscope.

Now it might seem this is an entirely logical procedure. But it is only logical if you accept that all
germs and bacteria are monomorphic — that is they only ever have one form, that each strain of
bacteria, each germ is a self sufficient and irreducible entity unto itself. What Bechamp, Reich, Rife,
Enderlein and Naessens proved is that this is not how it works. Watch Naessens’ videos and you will
see a somatid (microzyma) evolve in to rod form which is identified as bacteria. The bacteria hasn’t
flown in the window. It has evolved out of the very particle that gives you life.

Vaccination is based on a totally false concept of biology — the notion that germs and bacteria can all
be labelled and identified, and having been labelled and identified introduced into the organism in
small amounts in order to create an ‘immune response’.

All germs and bacteria are pleomorphic —that is they emerge and disappear and morph into other
forms according to the environment in which they find themselves.

What all the above researchers have in common, with the exception of Bechamp, is that they
employed microscopes capable of seeing at far higher degrees of amplification than is the case with
normal microscopy; and this inevitably meant they could see a great deal more clearly than is the
case for the average scientist. And what they saw was that there are myriad organisms smaller than
the average cell that are a constant throughout the natural world i.e. these micro organisms are
present in healthy tissue or diseased tissue. They are present in every manifestation of organic life
however we designate it; more than that they are present in every manifestation of organic matter
whether we consider it alive or dead. They are present in rocks, in chalk, in sand, in wood — whether
or not it still belongs to a live tree or not. They are responsible for all forms of manifestation in the
created world. Nothing can exist without them.

They are also indestructible. How are they indestructible? They are pleomorphic. They adapt
themselves to whatever conditions they find themselves in. They are also fundamentally electric in
nature.

This is something Naessens’wife Francoise, who was his lifetime associate particularly identified.
Questioned by Naessens’ biographer Christopher Bird:

‘There was something, was there not, about the somatid that related to its non-reliance and non-
dependence upon any surrounding milieu needed by the virus, if it were to thrive? She responded

"Yes," agreed Francoise, "to continue its existence, the virus needs a supportive milieu, say, an
artificially created test-tube culture, or something natural, like an egg. If the virus needs this kind of
support for growth, either in vivo or in vitro, a "helping hand,' as it were, the somatid is able to live



autonomously, either in a “living body,' or “glass-enclosed.' This has something to do with the fact
that, while the virus is a particle of DNA, a piece of it, the somatid is, as we've already said, a
'precursor' of DNA, something that leads to its creation."

To try to get to the bottom of this seemingly revolutionary pronouncement, Bird later asked
Francoise to set down on paper some further exposition of it. She wrote:

‘We have come to the conclusion that the somatid is no less than what could be termed a
concretization of energy. One could say that this particle, one that is "initially differentiated," or
materialized in the life process, possesses genetic properties transmissible to living organisms,
animal or vegetal. Underlying that conclusion is our finding that, in the absence of the normal three-
stage cycle, no cellular division can occur! Why not? Because it is the normal cycle that produces a
special growth hormone that permits such division. We believe that hormone to be closely related, if
not identical, to the one discovered years ago by the French Nobel Laureate Alexis Carrel, who called
it a trephone.’

And concerning the electrical nature of the somatid Francoise elaborated:

"The “tiny bodies' discovered by Naessens," she went on, "are fundamentally electrical in nature. In a
liquid milieu, such as blood plasma, one can observe their electrical charge and its effects. For the
nuclei of these particles are positively charged, while the membranes, coating their exteriors, are
negatively charged. Thus, when they come near one another, they are automatically mutually
repulsed just as if they were the negative poles of two bar magnets that resist any manual attempt
to hold them together." "Well," | asked, "isn't that the same as for cells, whose nuclei and
membranes are, respectively, considered to have plus, and minus, electrical charges?" "Certainly,"
she replied, "with the difference that, in the case of the somatids, the energetic release is very much
larger. Somatids are actually tiny living condensers of energy, the smallest ever found." (22)

We have seen how when discussing the origin of life it is almost impossible not to invoke the power
of electricity. Even orthodoxy accepts this viz the Miller-Rey Experiment in 1953.

The lesson of Naessens’ researches is incredibly important. It may seem insane to assert that the
entire edifice of western medicine is based on a faulty paradigm. But there are videos on You Tube
that make abundantly clear the difference between examining dead material under an electron
microscope and examining live blood under a Somatoscope using dark field microscopy. | particularly
draw your attention to a video available on You Tube in which Naessens explains very clearly the
premise of his concept of the somatid. (23)

| urge you to watch these videos. You will find therein images of blood and other life samples as
photographed using electron microscopy side by side with images of blood using Naessens’
Somatoscope. These videos provide total corroboration of Bechamp’s assertion that the microzyma
is ubiquitous throughout life. (24)

See how different the landscape of our blood can look merely by looking at it from another angle.
Once you have seen the video of living blood as seen under a Somatoscope you will never think the
same about how blood is and how life is.



This is the critical thing to understand. All these researchers developed a way of seeing through their
unique different types of microscope that enabled them to see far more than is possible with
conventional microscopy, most especially electron microscopy — which is inimical to life. Particularly
was this the case with Naessens’ Somatoscope which enabled him to examine in vivo — living tissue.

| challenge the reader to examine the comparisons of images taken with electron microscopy and
those taken with the somatoscope, and ask yourself which image seems to you more relevant to a
living breathing organism. Which image makes more sense of what we are — how we feel ourselves
to be as living breathing organisms?

What you are looking at is dancing pinpricks of light! These are the microzymas, the protids the
somatids. These are what characterise all life on this planet. | was watching a fireworks display
recently and thought | could be watching a demonstration of the microzymas. And it explained to me
the popularity of fireworks. They provide a visual display of what life is at its most elemental —
dancing pinpricks of light!

We inhabit a world dominated by a medical cartel that predicates all its treatments on the analysis
of dead and dying tissue - living tissue that has been degraded and polluted with foreign proteins
and mixed with multiple toxins. How can this be designated science? If | want to find out the
properties of a banana do | put it in a blender with sheep’s blood, monkey kidney tissue, artificial
colourings and antibiotics and then make a chemical analysis of my findings, and then claim | have
isolated the banana? Of course not. | just examine the banana.

Virologsts will give you all sorts of specious reasonings for their alchemical procedures. They need to
release this property from this protein, they need to bring the pathogen into focus in order to have
any chance of seeing it at all etc. etc. Has it never occurred to them they may be creating the
artefact that they want to see?

It never seems to occur to them that maybe it is simply that their way of looking at things is not just
woefully inadequate but downright wrong; and rather than tinkering ad infinitum with the substance
they seek to investigate they need to examine the assumptions they are making and question the
methods that they are employing — methods which seem to be leading them ad infinitum down blind
alleys; no different from Ptolemy inventing hugely complicated mathematical equations to explain
something he didn’t understand. No different from Albert Einstein. No different from quantum
physicists desperately inventing ever more complicated theories to explain a universe they don’t
understand and can never have any hope of understanding while they pursue their utterly irrelevant
computations. This is something Nassim Haramein has been extremely vocal about. Physics has been
blighted by maths. The notion that everything can be explained by maths is only applicable to the
material level at the most superficial level.

Somatids ONLY express themselves as disease, germs or bacteria in the presence of toxicity — that is
in a toxic environment (an environment inimical to life) where they emerge as the scavengers of the
toxic substances causing the disease — in other words they emerge in order to clean up the disease.
Once the job is done they revert to their primordial condition. The article quoted from above gives a
very beautiful description of how this happens:



‘When the rotting or putrefaction process is over, when there is nothing more for the newly
formed viruses, bacteria and fungi to eat, they all break apart again, disappear, and turn back into
the "little dots" they came from, the Protits/Microzymas/Somatids. They eat themselves and are
reborn, the alchemical snake forever eating its tail (the Uroboros) or the Phoenix, a mythical bird
of great beauty that was reborn from the ashes of its own funeral pyre’.

This is what Sayer lJi is referring to when he calls his recent book Regenerate.

Now | understand why this realisation is difficult to get a handle on. But it is quite clear to me
Florence Nightingale was correct when she said diseases cannot be identified like cats and dogs. And
this explains why Pasteur’s theory has prevailed. Because it fits in with our chronic human need to
fix identity onto everything we encounter. What we seem incapable of acknowledging or accepting
is that living processes are irreducible. Below a certain point it is not possible to divide and identify
as we are so prone to do.

As above so below. On the Micro scale it is the same as the Macro scale. We cannot know God at
either end of the spectrum. We can no more know the origin of disease than we can know the origin
of life. We can only observe its functioning. To identify and label we have lost sight of the primacy of
functioning. We literally fail to see the wood from the trees.

Abraham Maslow determined he was going to study healthy individuals in order better to
understand what constitutes psychological health; likewise Wilhelm Reich. When we study what
contributes to health then we begin to have an understanding of what contributes to disease. The
modern medical machine driven by Big Pharma only knows how to study disease, and in the process
we are chronically misconstruing the mechanisms that produce diseased states.

The difference between Florence Nightingale and the average medical scientist is that Florence was
working with diseased human beings not diseased bits of human beings — there is a crucial
distinction to be made between the two.

ALL disease is the natural expression of the organism seeking to regain homeostasis.
As Florence Nightingale identified there are no diseases only diseased conditions.

We've been playing God for too long — preying on the rest of the animal kingdom down to the level
of the microorganisms we identify as germs, viruses and bacteria. We would seem to have a suicidal
need to exterminate that which we are.

Bechamp’s conception of biology is anathema to the ‘scientific’ mindset that is driving the
Globalist/Technocratic agenda — the Great Reset and Fourth Industrial Revolution etc - because it
demonstrates so clearly how the circulation of life is an entirely natural process at the very heart of
creation, how life concretizes and de-concretizes on a universal scale — Nietzsche’s eternal
recurrence. There is only the body, the body becoming increasingly minded, through ever increasing
complexification, before it is reabsorbed into the matrix that produced it in the first place — the Life
matrix.



| would suggest that the microzyma/protid/somatid can be equated with the monad of Gottfried von
Leibniz. See if you can see the similarity between the Microzyma and Leibniz’s monad as described
here:

‘First off, Leibniz gives the name ‘monad’ to an absolutely simple substance. These absolutely
simple substances must exist, because composite things exist. If we grant the existence of some
composite thing — water molecules built of hydrogen and oxygen, for example — then

we also grant the existence of the simpler elements of which the composite is composed (hydrogen
and oxygen in our example) even if we can doubt that these ‘pieces’ may ever occur in isolation
from the composite. Now, when we break a composite into its constituent parts, we can ask of
those parts whether they are composite or simple. If composite we repeat the procedure, until we
get to something absolutely simple — i.e., possessing no constituent parts. Leibniz calls this simple
stuff ‘monads’.’ (25)

Gaston Naessens has suggested the somatid is the precursor for our DNA. It is therefore the
precursor to life in all its manifestations, including disease. And it argues for a lack of divide not just
between health and disease but between what we consider to be matter, what we consider to be
mind, what we consider to be living and what we consider to be dead - life being incipient in
everything. In this respect | can do no better than quote from Mike Hockney’s excellent book on
Leibniz:

The universe is about the ever increasing expression of the latent life and mind it possesses. It is NOT
about the miraculous appearance of mind from non-mind and life from non-life. The gap between
mind and non-mind, between life and non-life, is unbridgeable. A universe cannot express that
which it does not inherently contain. Life and mind cannot “emerge” via the interactions of dead,
mindless atoms, no matter how intricate those interactions. Mind and non-mind, life and non-life
belong to different logical categories so it’s a literal category error to assert that non-mind can ever
become mind and non- life.

Many modern scientists sneer at the medieval alchemists’ attempts to turn base metal into gold, yet
they believe without question that base matter can be turned into life. Why is it easier to transform
matter into life than it is to transform one type of matter into another type? Making dead atoms into
life seems like the sort of unbelievable miracle that only God could accomplish. But there is no
miracle at all if life and mind are already present in atoms, albeit at their most basic level of
expression. (26)

Leribniz was theorising using his outstanding brain. Bechamp et al scientifically demonstrated the
truth of the philosopher’s speculations.

Thus Bechamp’s Microzymas can be equated with Leibniz’s monads. Once a life is engendered
through sexual reproduction it enters a maelstrom of genetic information which it attracts and
repels on a second by second basis building up increasingly complex structures until occasionally,
very occasionally we have the realisation of a quantum miracle like Michaelangelo or Vincent Van
Gogh. Epigenetics has proven that Lamarckian evolution is far closer to the truth than Darwinian
determinism.



CHAPTER 7 ANOTHER WAY — REICH, RIFE, ENDERLEIN & NAESSENS FOOTNOTES

1 See https://h2g2.com/edited entry/A6672963

2 Royal Rife’s Frequency Generator for instance — 100% efficacy in curing the most obdurate cancers.
Show me a chemotherapy with 100% efficacy. The ONLY reason for the stalemate in healthcare and
cancer research is MONSTROUS VESTED INTERESTS.

3 See https://www.amazon.co.uk/Cancer-Biopathy-Discovery-Orgone-Vol/dp/0374510148

4 See See https://www.psychorgone.com/history/wilhelm-reichs-bion-experiments-an-unusual-

origin-of-life-research-program

5 See https://www.bibliotecapleyades.net/ciencia/ciencia reich08.htm

6 https://www.psychorgone.com/history/wilhelm-reichs-bion-experiments-an-unusual-origin-of-life-

research-program

7 See Wilhelm Reich PEOPLE IN TROUBLE PA: 2 (Emotional Plague of Mankind) Paperback —
Illustrated, 1 Jan. 1974 Publisher : Farrar, Straus and Giroux; lllustrated edition (1 Jan. 1974) ISBN-
10 : 0374510350 ISBN-13 : 978-0374510350 . In a passage that appears on pages 261-262 of the
1976 translation.

8 For instance see: ‘A Skeptical Scrutiny of the Works and Theories of WILHELM REICH As related to
The problems with Reich's use of the microscope’ By Roger M. Wilcox. See
http://www.rogermwilcox.com/Reich/microscope.html

9 See https://maximizedhealth.net/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/Germ-vs-Terrain-Theory.pdf

10 See https://www.microscopemaster.com/blood-microscopy.html

11 See https://maximizedhealth.net/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/Germ-vs-Terrain-Theory.pdf

12See https://www.connersclinic.com/rife-technology-part-1

13 See https://www.energy-medicine.org/royal-rife.html

Also see https://humansbefree.com/2014/03/the-device-that-cured-cancer-destroyed-by-the-big-
pharma.html

14 Available from Semmelweis-B Verlag, D-27316 Hoya, Germany, compiled by Dr. med. Maria-M
Bleker, 1993. *This book is also available, in English and German, at this address

15 See https://www.life-enthusiast.com/articles/pleomorphism-gunther-
enderlein/? cf chl jschl tk =bb0224a743f264b111d80f42ad78ebe7e04

16 See https://www.mold-survivor.com/a modern scientific perspective.html

17 See https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KGJW94cig4c
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18 See https://raypeatforum.com/community/threads/the-somatid-gaston-naessens-714x-cancer-
treatment.24419

19 See https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ttI5NBo3 74

20 The full report, which contains pictures (full-screen) of the bacteria grown from blood, is online
at: http://www.pubmedcentral.nih.gov/pagerender.fcgi?artid=4214128&pageindex=1#page

21 See https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KGJW94cig4c

22 See http://www.unariunwisdom.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/The-Persecution-and-Trial-
of-Gaston-Naessens-by-Christopher-Bird.pdf

23 See https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KGJW94cig4c

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_ F8ULrJfyvl

24 This video https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_F8ULrJfyvl shows microzymas in carrot juice, in

the lymph from a dragonfly and from human blood

25 See https://epochemagazine.org/36/what-is-a-monad-leibnizs-monadology

26 See Hockney, Mike. The Last Man Who Knew Everything (The God Series Book 3) . Hyperreality
Books. Kindle Edition.
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CHAPTER 8 THE WHOLE PROBLEM OF CONTAGION

WHAT IS CONTAGION?

In the presence of epidemic or pandemic the question inevitably presents itself: WHAT IS
CONTAGION?

We need to answer this question. In order to answer it we have to address the following questions:
1 How do we explain the fact every autumn we are presented with an epidemic of cold and flu bugs?
2 How do we explain 30 children in a classroom all developing the measles at the same time?

3 How do we explain the typhus epidemic? The swine flu? The SARS, the MERS, the Avian flu,
AIDS...?

4 What is going on if not the spread of contagious disease...?
5 How do we explain contagious disease....?
6 What is the biological mechanism involved...?

How do we explain the choir in Seattle in 2020 where 60% of the choir all went down with COVID19
after just one rehearsal? How can you say if out of a choir of 100 60 developed identical symptoms
after one rehearsal there isn’t something contagious in the room? Simple answer: you can't.

The article | read about this inevitably accepted the standard premise of germ theory and therefore
puts the super-spreader event down to lack of draconian containment measures such as social
distancing etc. (1)

But let’s look at it the other way round.

How about the 40% that didn’t get sick? If the Virus was so virulent why didn’t everybody get sick?
Were the 40% just fortunate that they managed to evade the marauding virus?

VIRUS OR EXOSOME?

There are some who think the answer lies in exosomes. Dr James Hildreth has been reported as
saying ‘the virus is fully an exosome in every sense of the word’. As ever we are entering the
guagmire of nomenclature; a hundred different definitions for the same thing. If you want to
convince the world there’s a dangerous disease traipsing across the globe you call it a virus. If you
have a disinterested desire to understand biology you call it an exosome.

Let’s call it an exosome. An exosome is a package of genetic information that has one job and one
job only and that is to communicate; to communicate between cells both within the organism and
without. (2)



If viruses can only exist endogenously, if they are just scavengers sent by the body to clean up the
mess at a diseased site, then clearly it cannot be the virus that is transmitting between one human
being and another. The virus is a healing agent not an infecting agent. But the concept of the
exosome is of something that is being exuded from the cells. It is endogenous; that is it comes from
inside.

What we are considering is two mechanisms achieving the same thing. In fact what we are talking
about are one and the same thing. The name we give it is suggestive of a different function. On the
one hand the virus is identified as poison because it emerges from diseased tissue, on the other
hand the exosome is identified as a benign messenger.

In truth the distinction is surely false? Both are messengers, both are carriers of information. The
information is neither good nor bad. The information is just information. How it will be received is
entirely dependent upon the expectations and state of body and mind of the individual receiving the
message.

In an interview about the measles virus Stefan Lanke, when confronted with question ‘So how do
you explain the fact all those kids in one classroom got sick? Answered: ‘Well it must have been
psychosomatic...’ In that moment in the interview he appeared to lose all credibility, which is a
shame because the man unquestionably has a better understanding of virology than anyone else on
the planet. (3)

But unfortunately the undeniable influence of psychosomatic factors is not anything like sufficient
ammunition to abolish the Germ Theory; because germ theory is paradigmatically mechanistic.
Disease is not mechanistic. Disease emerges from the quantum field. This is what Lanke was saying.

There can be no denying contagion is a fact of life. We experience it throughout our lives. It can
hardly be refuted. So let’s not try to pretend it doesn’t exist; because clearly it does; but equally
clearly we fail to understand the mechanism of action that fuels the fact of contagion.

The fact is it is not necessary to abolish the idea of air born germs. Bechamp identified the fact that
germs were airborne before Pasteur; but Bechamp did not make the mistake that Pasteur made of
saying that therefore germs are purely exogenous predators.

A VOICE OF SANITY AND REASON

Renee Dubos comes closest of anyone | have come across to a meaningful refutation of Pasteur’s
germ theory in his book The Bacterial Cell. Dubos argues for an ecological interface whereby the
germ or virus must always be considered in relation to the organism it ‘infects’.

“Virulence,” Dubos opined in The Bacterial Cell, “is not a permanent, intrinsic property of a given
species....It expresses only the ability of a given strain of the infective agent, in a certain growth
phase, to produce a pathological state in a particular host, when introduced into that host under
well-defined conditions. This definition restores to the word virulence much of its earlier meaning;
it refers to the disease and to the host-parasite relationship, rather than to some unique attribute
of the microorganism. (4)



This it seems to me is common sense.

Thus a disease state is always a result of an intersection between microbe and host. For indeed there
is no distinction - the microbe appears as a result of an already diseased state.

In the case of the Seattle Choir that suffered an enormous outbreak we have to look at the
demographic present in the room. Almost all those present in the room were over 65, the majority
being in their 70’s and some in their 80’s ....Thus the majority had greatly reduced immunity. It is
also almost certain the vast majority, if not all, would have received the flu vaccination. It has been
conclusively proven that immediately following vaccination the natural immune system is
compromised. Why? Because all the energy of the innate immune system is having to contend with
the poison that has been introduced into the body through the vaccine.

Should we not be asking the question — far from preventing disease is it not possible that
vaccinations are the cause of the epidemics we keep experiencing? Because there is no logic in
introducing a pathogen into an otherwise healthy organism in order to produce an immune response
which wasn’t previously necessary.

The obsession with vaccination is comparable with Mankind’s obsession with Insurance. It’s the
same mentality. It’s the chronic need to protect against every eventuality. Few people seem to
consider if they were just to create for themselves an emergency fund into which they pay a
proportion of their income every month it would serve the same purpose as innumerable insurance
policies. And at the end of the day that money still belongs to them not the insurance company.
Similarly with vaccination if every human on the planet were to be educated and encouraged to
support their own innate immune system they wouldn’t have a fraction of the need for doctor’s
visits and pharmaceuticals...they would own their own health.

For all that | believe it is very difficult to counter Germ theory with the psychosomatic argument — a
bit like trying to persuade a rabid materialist to believe in God — one thing is incontestable there is
always a significant mental component to all disease. In the Seattle choir all the members knew
there was supposedly a rampant virus at large — there had been debate as to whether they should
cancel the rehearsal therefore the members were already on high alert when they came to rehearsal
and their immune systems correspondingly suppressed...

The fact is you have to have a predisposition to disease — you have to already be ‘ill at ease’ in order
to manifest symptoms of a dis-ease. This does not discount the very real biological mechanisms that
occur in order to be in that susceptible ‘dis-eased’ condition, in which the ‘virus’ — or exosome - can
take a hold and make you ‘sick’. The medical profession does not like to acknowledge the
psychosomatic component for the simple reason it cannot be examined under a microscope —it
cannot be patented. So let’s look at it as the medical profession insists on looking at it — from a
purely mechanistic perspective.

How does the medical profession explain the fact that thousands and thousands of those testing
positive for Coronavirus in the so-called Pandemic, are a-symptomatic, i.e. they have no symptoms
of being ill at all? They have the dreaded lurgy but they give all the appearance of being perfectly
well.



Should this not tell us something namely, that if your immune system is robust, YOU HAVE
NOTHING TO FEAR.

Why did we close the world down for a ‘virus’ that is only any danger to those who already have
compromised immunity? Would it not make much more sense to tell those with compromised
immunity to self isolate and let the rest of the world go about its business?

Psychosomatic issues are not sufficient in themselves to account for an outbreak of disease

In the case of the Seattle choir the disease outbreak is unquestionably due to the general senility
and compromised nature of the immune systems of those in the room.

In the case of the classroom full of schoolchildren it is the opposite problem to that in the choir of
senior citizens. It is a room full of juvenile immune systems — that is immune systems that are not
fully formed and in need of educating themselves. Thus it is my belief they invite in the pathogen —
they welcome it as being necessary.

But this doesn’t mean the pathogen is sitting around on the classroom desks waiting to infect each
of the children as they enter the classroom. The pathogen is an organic vesicle, call it a virus or an
exosome, contained in each of the children in the room. It is a vesicle that is needed by those
children’s immune systems and waiting to be activated. This invites a critical conclusion namely:

Contagion will only occur where it is required, where it is necessary. Because contagion is not the
pathological syndrome it is made out to be. Contagion is merely communication, communication
between different organisms.

When we realise that any one human being is a vast conglomeration — or corporation if you like - of
millions of different organisms all working together — cooperating to maintain homeostasis in the
greater organism (me) then we have to accept that this entity called me, in spite of appearances, is
in a permanent state of flux (as the Pre Socratic philosophers apprehended) and is in a constant
state of shedding and assimilating different microorganisms.

For centuries it was acknowledged that measles and chicken pox were rites of passage that all
children had to go through. It is a necessity for firing up the immune system so that it may know
what its work is in the future. It is well known that in the case of chicken pox if you don’t contract it
in childhood it is very likely to appear in adult hood and manifest as shingles —in men there is the
possibility that it will result in impotence.

Now of course it is this notion of contracting ‘disease’ in order to give yourself immunity in the
future that is the whole basis for vaccination theory. We get a little piece of attenuated virus
injected into us in order that when the real disease comes along we already have immunity.

The theory sounds great but it depends entirely on two things: 1) the notion that a specific disease
can be equated with a specific virus, and that that specific virus can be isolated and purified and 2)
that immunity can be achieved without there having been a cell mediated response —in other words
we can obtain immunity without developing symptoms. And this is a biological impossibility. But
only thus is it possible to sell the notion of a vaccine.



THE IMMUNE SYSTEM IS NOT A MACHINE

The immune system is not a machine. Indeed it is not a system. It is a function of a living breathing
organism and cannot be reduced to mechanistic principles except in so far as we can observe what is
conducive to its smooth functioning and what isn’t.

Florence Nightingale used to emphasise above all the necessity of fresh air. In the wild, animals have
an unlimited supply of fresh air. Why should fresh air be conducive? Because it is the main source of
oxygen. Human beings have a tendency to ignore this first requisite of a healthy organism. Thus in a
classroom of children, in a choir rehearsal for senior citizens, in the middle of winter, guaranteed
there will be a shortage of fresh air and ergo a shortage of oxygen.

The more fetid the air becomes, i.e. the more carbon dioxide and the less oxygen there is circulating,
the more likelihood there is of triggering pathogens — because pathogens only thrive where there is
an absence of oxygen; which is why underground trains, aeroplanes and any tightly confined space
are the ideal breeding grounds for contagion to manifest. But the real problem on either the
underground train or the aeroplane still is not primarily the lack of oxygen. The real problem is the
already compromised immune systems of all those herded together.

There is another aspect to fresh air which we should not discount. The air we breathe is inundated
with microorganisms which are essential to maintaining the smooth functioning of our biology —
because they are constantly updating us —in the same way as your Anti-virus is constantly updating
the operating system on your computer.

HOW OUR IMMUNE SYSTEMS ARE COMPROMISED
Compromised or suppressed immune systems are endemic in our way of life in the 21 century.

What does it take to cause compromised immunity? Answer: toxicity, toxicity and again toxicity.
What causes toxicity in the human organism? Answer: over stimulation of the sympathetic immune
system, that is too much adrenaline, too much cortisol, in short too much stress. Stress and the
attendant down regulation of the immune system can occur wherever any or all of the following are
present:

1 stress through being enslaved to a clock

2 emotional distress

3 Existential angst — lack of a sense of meaning to your life

3 Poor nutrition — lack of nutrients, vitamins and hormones necessary for homeostasis causing:
4 Insufficient good bacteria in the gut

4 presence in the organism of toxic substances such as aluminium, mercury, formaldehyde and
thimerosal present in vaccines, fluoride or chlorine in the water for which there are no excretion
pathways.



5 additives, antibiotics and pathogens in the food chain

5 lack of hydration

6 lack of oxygen through polluted air

7 EMF’s — electrical pollution from cellular phones, wi fi etc
8 inadvertent pathogens caused by all of the above

There are so many reasons why the human immune system is compromised. Should this not be
where we are placing the emphasis on improving our health and fighting disease? Instead of which
the entire narrative being purveyed by the current outbreak is that there is a marauding enemy that
needs to be exterminated.

VIRUSES AND BACTERIA ARE OBLIGATE PARASITES THEREFORE THERE CANNOT BE AN
EMERGENCE OF EITHER WITHOUT TOXICITY

The only defence against any marauding pathogen is a vibrant immune system (organism) and a
healthy environment. Where either are compromised the delinquents in the bacteriological and
virological world have an opportunity to express themselves. No different from delinquents
expressing themselves in the slum areas of our inner cities.

Between 1958 and 1962 John B Calhoun developed his Behavioural Sink theory based on his
observation of the effects upon rats of overcrowding. The results were disturbing. The effect upon
the rats was to make them antisocial and psychotic in their behaviour. This is what happens to
human beings deprived of their liberty. Look inside any prison. And similarly this is what happens to
microorganisms constrained in a hostile environment — in our bodies. (5)

It has to be said that the whole concept of an immune system is in itself an obstacle to medical
progress; because having an immune system suggests a front line artillery platoon ranged against a
host of invaders, and this is not how Nature has fashioned us. Nature has fashioned us organically to
co-exist on this planet with multitudinous other organisms both within and without the somatic
boundary presented by our bodies.

The question we need to ask ourselves is why is it that illness is almost always occasioned either by
toxic overload or a change in environment — unless it be the onset of senility and general breakdown
of the organism due to old age?

Again the answer lies in one word — toxicity.

Toxic overload is endemic in the world we live in — we cannot avoid it. Our only recourse can be to
attend to our diet and general well being through all the usual channels — exercise and good living —
and if necessary supplement the diet with as many antioxidants, anti-virals, minerals and vitamins as
possible.

Change of environment is not always avoidable and anyway change of environment is endemic in
our lifestyle in the 215 century.



Thus it is often the case that people who have been away on holiday — particularly on a foreign
holiday - get sick. My in laws travelled to Africa with some friends to go on safari a couple of years
ago and all four of them went down with enteritis. Did they catch a bug on the aeroplane or in the
swimming pool; or did they eat something that ‘disagreed’ with their stomachs? Highly unlikely.
Because nobody else on the aeroplane or in the hotel that we know of got sick.

The fact is it was very clear that all four of them met with some genetic information (pathogen, virus
or exosome) that their bodies were not equipped to deal with it; that is something that was
identified by their bodies as a poison — a poison that had to be evicted as quickly as possible. Nobody
else in the hotel got sick, so it couldn’t be blamed on the swimming pool or the food. They were
staying with several people who had been on the same aeroplane who weren’t sick — so it couldn’t
be blamed on the aeroplane either.

What made them sick was the interface between an environmental factor and the specific condition
of their organisms which had clearly not met with the like before. This is the mechanism that Renee
Dubos is describing in the passage above.

MICROBIAL SIGNATURES

It's quite possible that my in laws were the only four people travelling on that aeroplane, staying in
that hotel from SE Cornwall in the UK. Every geographical area on the planet has a specific
microbiome, a specific gene pool which is always the optimum for that particular environment. This
is how it works. How else could it be that each human being has a specific microbial signature.

Ever since the anthrax attacks in New York in 2001 there has been an intense interest in the question
of the ‘microbial signatures’ that we all leave behind us. Rob Knight, Director of the Center for
Microbiome Innovation at the University of California, San Diego, has been conducting microbiome
research by evaluating the potential of using microbial cells on human skin as trace evidence for
criminal investigations. An article published by the National Institute of Justice describes the
research being conducted into the Forensic Microbiome:

‘The basis of Knight’s NIJ projects, along with the microbiome research of several other NIJ-
supported scientists over the past 20 years, is the fact that each human carries a distinct microbial
signature, a signature that is shed into the environment and left on objects that are touched.’ (6)

And this applies equally to dwellings and geographical areas. Every space, every location on the
planet has a unique microbial signature.

Now if you transport four UK citizens from S.E. Cornwall to Africa within a 24 hour period you are
giving each of their unique microbiomes a massive culture shock. This is what happens every time
we travel outside our usual habitat. This is why we often get sick on or soon after a foreign holiday.
We encounter millions of microbes we never usually encounter. If your so called ‘immune system’,
i.e. microbial diversity is robust you don’t have anything to worry about. But increasingly this is not
the case. Your microbial diversity has been under siege for decades now. What this means in real
time is we are becoming less and less resilient when exposed to foreign microbial communities.



One of the oldest proverbs in the English language dating back to the early 17" century is ‘One
man's meat is another man's poison’. This expresses a universal truth.

The concept of interface is critical — this is what Rene Dubos was researching all his life — and this
concept seems to be almost totally absent from all discussion of contagion.

It's the same with the seasonal flu. The change of season is a change in environment and a change of
microbial activity, which produces new challenges to the immune system of all those that experience
the change — and by immune system | mean not just some little bit of the organism, but the whole
organism in its entirety. When oxygen levels decrease and carbon levels rise, all organic cells
experience a sea change. They have to in order to survive. Basically in order to continue respirating
as required they have to shed excess carbon. This is what happens when we manifest cold and flu
bugs. Our bodies are excreting no different from when you have a full stomach and need to go the
toilet and relieve yourself. You may not welcome the intrusion on your daily routine but it is a
necessity of nature. As the adage goes ‘when you gotta go you gotta go’...

It's precisely the same when you get a cold or dose of the flu. At the end of it you’ll be a great deal
stronger; your health will be a great deal more robust than before you relieved yourself of the
excess toxicity that has accumulated in your system through the summer months, when the planet is
supplying an excess of oxygen through all the trees, leaves, plants and flowers that proliferate in
those months. Changes in temperature, changes in humidity mean changes in the way in which each
organism responds.

Why is a cold called a cold? | know that this is because when we get cold the immune system is
suppressed and we develop a cell mediated response that results in the expulsion of large amounts
of mucus. How do | know this? Because | have a daughter who has a compromised immune system
having battled cancer at the age of 4-5 and | can guarantee without fail if she gets cold she develops
symptoms of a ‘cold’. Has she picked up a germ or a virus? This is what the doctor would tell me,
were | foolish enough to take her to the doctor every time she demonstrates symptoms of a cold.
Instead of which | dose her up with Vitamin C, Multivitamins and Colloidal silver and give her several
sweeps of Rife frequencies and within a day or two she’s right as rain.....

She hasn’t contracted a germ. Because the environment in which she’s living has changed and
because her body temperature has dropped below what it would normally be it has enabled a
proliferation of pathogens in her already damaged lungs and the body is then acting appropriately to
rid her of the pathogens. By administering anti oxidants — vitamins, frequencies and colloidal silver |
am assisting the body to do the work it wants to do. | am not introducing an antigen and adjuvant or
an antibiotic that is going to give the body an added burden to contend with.

Why does the flu season prove most critical to the elderly and the immune-compromised? Answer:
because their immune systems are entering senility. And then we have to consider why it is
antibiotics are becoming ineffective and ditto vaccines.



PLEOMORPHISM

As we have seen the prevalence of the Germ Theory is entirely dependent upon the concept of
monomophism, that is the notion that every germ, bacteria or virus once identified can never be
anything other than it is....

Unfortunately this is not borne out in Nature. Again it was Bechamp who realised that every germ,
every bacteria appears as a result of an existing disease condition. All disease is the manifestation of
the body instigating a cell mediated response to the presence in the system of something in the
system that is inimical to homeostasis.

This something in the system is ALWAYS occasioned by an imbalance and is always as the result of an
invasion for which the organism is not equipped to contend as it would normally in the case of its
usual day to day interactions with the environment it inhabits.

In the case of measles or chicken pox it is essential that the body be allowed to go through this rite
of passage. It is a question of the organism learning how to balance itself, and adapt itself to the
environment it finds itself in. It is equally essential to allow the body to cleanse itself through the
symptoms of colds and flu, because, as Florence Nightingale realised, there are no diseases — only
diseased conditions. Chronic disease conditions occur always where there is a burden of toxicity in
the body and its environment, a burden of toxicity that the organism can no longer contend with.

How have we come so far down an entirely erroneous concept of what is conducive to health?

HOW WE ARE ALIENATED FROM OURSELVES OUR BODIES AND OUR LIVES

| would suggest that the answer to the above question is the very same mechanism that is
responsible for the alienation in our consciousness, illustrated by the chronic mental health crisis
that pervades the so called civilized world, that is also responsible for the physical health crisis being
currently experienced by the human race —and it can be summed up in the ‘them and us’ way of
conceiving our place in the world...

And it comes about as a result of the very same mechanism that supposedly defines our humanity —
that is our capacity to differentiate ourselves from the rest of Nature. It all stems from the moment
that we identified ourselves in the mirror and said this is me here and that is you over there — see
Appendix 1: The Curse of Adam). From that moment we ceased to think of ourselves as part of
creation and became fixated upon the notion we are separate from the rest of creation and in some
way above it. And the being above it is the problem — thinking ourselves superior to the rest of
Creation; because once you think yourself superior you want to take control, you imagine you have
an inviolable right to take control.

This is almost a definition of what it is to be a human being — at all costs we have to take control of
the environment we find ourselves in. And this has paid spectacular dividends in so many areas of

human life. We have landed men on the moon; in the Western world even the most impoverished

live in a state of comfort that would have been un-thought of 100 years ago, with electric lighting,

refrigeration, central heating etc



But this assumed superiority has been a massive handicap in the development of functional
medicine — by which | mean medicine that seeks to remedy and retain the functionality of the
average human organism. It has paid off only in one area — and that is in the case of emergency
medicine where the advances in knowledge of anatomy and available technologies have enabled the
medical profession to repair the body in quite extraordinary ways when it has broken down. It is
incontestable that this has meant that countless lives can now be saved from critical illness or injury,
who formerly would have died. But this is the only area in which we can congratulate ourselves.

Otherwise modern medicine is the reflection of a chronic state of alienation. And the sad fact of the
matter is that the greatest enemy to health now is the very medical machinery itself, fuelled and
driven by the pharmaceutical companies that comprise what has become known as Big Pharma. The
whole pharmaceutical industry is built around Pasteur’s Germ Theory of Disease — the notion that
we are assailed on all fronts by enemies of the human estate and that it is incumbent upon us to arm
ourselves against these same enemies — with a pill for every ill.

And we are all complicit in this state of affairs. Why? Because no one wants to be sick. At the first
sign of symptoms, of a cell mediated response, usually accompanied by inflammation and fever we
rush to the doctor for symptomatic relief. And the medical profession usually has something to do
just that i.e. that provide symptomatic relief — a pill for every ill. And the result is we can rise from
our sickbed within a matter of days or hours and resume our working lives. But this quick
resumption of functionality comes at a price. And the price is disruption of the body’s natural
capacity for homeostasis. Increasingly we are seeing that the short term fix achieved by the overuse
of antibiotics, antiseptics, anti-bacterials, anti-virals and analgesics is resulting in an epidemic of long
term chronic illness that is disabling an entire generation.

And there is a simple explanation for why this is. Interestingly the translation of antibiotics is —
‘against life’. Every time we introduce an antibiotic into a living organism we are interfering with the
natural process by which the organism would normally treat itself — we are interfering with the
microbiome which is normally responsible for sustaining homeostasis; because antibiotics, like
chemotherapy and radiotherapy, kill not just the bad guys but the good guys as well.

Now this may not be a problem if it happens intermittently — and particularly in life threatening
situations it represents a huge advance in our ability to save and protect life. But if it becomes a
habitual recourse — 2 or 3 times per year - there comes a point where it permanently affects the
body’s capacity to self regulate; and eventually produces side effects that require further medication
to alleviate further symptoms which in their turn may produce a whole new set of side effects
requiring further medication and so on and son on ad infinitum — until the body has no capacity to
self regulate left, which is when the cells cease to function normally convert into cells that no longer
require oxygen and shortly produces a cancer diagnosis...

You would have thought that the discovery of the Micribiome would have changed the way the
medical profession tackles disease — but it doesn’t seem to have impacted one jot.

There is a genuine concern about antibiotic resistance and there has been a levelling off of
prescriptions of antibiotics unless considered absolutely necessary — which is a big advance. The
reason antibiotics have become ineffective is simply because bacteria are pleomorphic — that is they
never remain the same — they are always morphing into something else. And it’s precisely the same



with viruses. Hence the idiocy of vaccinating and the increasing incidence of so called ‘viruses’
becoming ‘vaccine resistant’...

RADICAL ORGANICISM

It is not necessary to dispense with the germ theory entirely. This is why it is so dangerous and has
been so apparently efficacious. It contains a partial truth. It was Bechamp who first identified that
germs and pathogens generally could be air borne and indeed that they are the essential precursor
to life expression of all kinds.

Nobody can deny the fact of epidemic expression of certain kinds of disease — flu epidemics etc,
bubonic plague in the middle ages, leprosy, etc But Pasteur’s Theory is not the answer for these
phenomena.

WHY PASTEUR’S GERM THEORY DOES NOT EXPLAIN CONTAGION
What happens in an epidemic?

You have an interface occurring between a particular stressor, toxin, pathogen and an ill equipped
immune system — an inadequate immune response that cannot repel the stressor without going
through a cell mediated response. Even in the worst epidemics there will always be those that
survive whether it be the common cold or bubonic plague. And this immediately makes clear that
there are those whose immune response IS adequate...their immune systems are sufficiently robust
to assimilate even the most alien of aggressors.

Was it because they had been vaccinated? The history of vaccination (see Part 5) tell us this has
nothing to do with it. By immune response we do not mean just the creation of antibodies. We mean
a systemic capability to process and refute the toxicity of the stressor that is being presented. And
this will be determined not just by the individual’s genetic inheritance but by the entire gestalt of
who that individual is — their physical and mental predilections and constitution.

All epidemics will be found to be as a result of interface between compromised immunity and
environmental stressor. We have seen how the reason colds and flu take off in the winter is because
the related pathogens can express themselves at the lower temperatures experienced in winter.

The whole concept of herd immunity arises from the realisation that this interface is only ever
temporary. There has never been an instance of a flu epidemic that perpetuated itself indefinitely.
Why? Because Nature sorts itself out. There may be some lives lost along the way. This is the way of
it. And has absolutely nothing to do with vaccination schedules or otherwise. Exactly as has been the
case with COVID19 there will be those who because of pre existing health conditions, and/or old
age, simply do not have the immune systems to cope with the new stressor. This has always been
the case and always will be the case.

And this is why to discuss finding a vaccine for COVID19 is idiotic. As Dr Thomas Cowan has pointed
out in the film Terrain:



‘Fundamentally the vaccine agenda is a war on the ability of cells to clean themselves out. Instead,
they’re literally injecting children & people with these toxins preventing the child or the person from
mounting a defence to clean these toxins out of their cells. And you end up with chronically sick
people’. (7)

And this is clearly illustrated in the statistics concerning chronic illness in children . Before 1986 — the
year when vaccine manufacturers were released from all liability - in America at any rate- the figure
was 11% . By 2017 the figure was 54%. (8)

THE WAR ON OUR BIOLOGY
The simple fact is this: in going to war with the germ or the virus we are going to war with Life.

The word germinate is immediately derived from the word germ and means the creation of new life.
Life and the Germ are synonymous. When we talk about a Microbiome we are talking about a vast
conglomeration of billions of microorganisms. And these microorganisms are germs. We
characterise that of which we are compounded as germs and then we go to war with them. This is a
precise description of what every living organism on the planet is. We are all of us conglomerations
of billions of germs. And we are living in a sea of germs. No amount of antibac will change that.

Dr Zach Bush always says there are 10 to the power of 31 germs not just inside us but in the air we
breathe, across the lands we walk and in the seas we fish. The germ is Life. To imagine we can
exterminate the germ is to want to exterminate life.

This is the sad fact of the matter. In our human all too human obsession with controlling we are
waging law on life. Most particularly we have waged war on the body’s need to excrete. Indeed we
have demonised everything to do with excretion —the body’s need to rid itself of toxic waste.

THE BODY’S NEED TO EXCRETE POISON

This demonization of excretion pathways has a long history. From the moment a child is born the
first imperative is toilet training. This is basically teaching the infant that it cannot just relieve him or
herself when he or she wants to, but must regulate and take control of his or her autonomic system.
Ideally you empty the bowels first thing in the morning and then you sit on it for the rest of the day.
We all accept this as being part and parcel of civilised living. But it comes with health consequences.
The accumulation of toxic waste in the bowels and intestine can lead to bowel cancer. It’s the price
we pay for being ‘civilised’.

Now since the advent of the COVID era and the obsession with symptoms that has been propagated
through pandemic containment measures, it is now all too clear that to cough or to sneeze is an act
of terrorism and could well result in you being quarantined for weeks on end. It’s not permitted. And
in order to ward against contagion we have to all wear masks whenever we are in an enclosed space
with other human beings.



What is the result of this going to be? That the diversity of our microbiomes is going to be drastically
reduced. And what will this mean? That our proclivity to ‘contract’ - more accurately ‘express’ -
disease is correspondingly increased. A combination of the sanitation measures we all take for
granted in the civilized world, the obsession with protecting against the virus, the instigation of
insane containment measures to ward against contagion will mean that our natural immune systems
will be reduced to virtually zero. Why? Because we will never be receiving any genetic updates from
the environment.

In this sense we are just like computers. We need to be constantly receiving genetic updates. These
genetic updates are what allow us to interact with the environment we find ourselves in. If we don’t
receive these updates, or only receive very limited updates we can look forward to a lifetime of
chronic disease. Because our biology is no longer up to date. We have become obsolete. We have
‘obsoleted’ ourselves. Worse than that through demonizing ALL the excretion pathways — that is all
that comes out of us - we have ensured that we become chronically sick on a routine basis.

This isn’t about to happen. This has already happened. | am surrounded by people who are
chronically sick and chronically dependent upon medications kindly supplied by their kindly doctors.

It used to be the case that mothers were encouraged to allow their children to play outside in the
dirt because it was known that this in itself is a means of strengthening the immune system. In the
same way that parents used to hold measles parties and chicken pox parties with the express
intention of ensuring as many kids got infected as possible. Because it was known that contracting
the ‘disease’ was the best way of ensuring lifetime immunity in the future.

| recently came across a very refreshing article entitled ‘13 "Gross" Things You Can Do To Make Your
Immune System Stronger’ which encouraged everything from not washing your hands, kissing your
dog, foregoing showers to eating your own bogeys; all of which may make you wince. But the
important point is made that the aim of cutting back on the personal hygiene is to encourage your
own microbial diversity which in turn will mean you are better able to cope with totally alien
pathogens when you come in touch with them. (9)

The author isn’t saying that basic rudiments of hygiene and sanitation aren’t important. Of course
they are. Indeed it is to the realisation of the importance of hygiene and sanitation that we owe the
greatly increased life spans that evolved throughout the 20" century. But as with everything else in
life it is a question of balance. If we excrete something, whether it be faeces, urine or mucous, it is
because it is inimical to the smooth functioning of our biology. And we don’t want this waste matter
accumulating around us. Because it is in the nature of all biological waste matter that it has to
decompose or be decomposed. And this necessarily entails the proliferation of bacteria, of flies and
maggots and all the other agents of decomposition.

In the days when there were open sewers in the streets the air became fetid from the accumulation
of these agents and inevitably there was a dreadful stink. A dreadful stink is usually an indication of
biological decomposition. Walk across a battlefield littered with corpses and | suspect you'll discover
what | mean. When organic matter decays it generally stinks. Most people want to avoid anything
that stinks. Animals sequester their excrement. So do primitive people. It’s instinctive. But this
doesn’t mean EVERTHING about our biology is dirty.



We need to look at it from the other end of the spectrum. As the poet WB Yeats observed:
“But Love has pitched his mansion in

The place of excrement;

For nothing can be sole or whole

That has not been rent.”

Crazy Jane Talks with the Bishop

There is a tacit acknowledgement in these lines of the way in which EVERYTHING in life is beset by
contradictions. And until we recognise this and are willing to live with the basic mess that this
essential contradictoriness of all experience inevitably confers we will not grow beyond our current
stalemate.

Whether we like it or not Yeats is correct — the organs of excretion are also the parts of ourselves
that engage in sexual activity, that enable us to experience the pleasure of sex and that enable us to
propagate the race. Without sex there would be no race. And OK, I’'m well aware of all the research
that reckons very shortly we’ll be able to propagate the race in artificial wombs without the need for
any sexual congress precisely as described by Aldous Huxley in Brave New World, but it remains to
be seen just what sort of human race this artificial breeding is going to result in.

When a baby is born it emerges from the woman’s vagina. If it doesn’t emerge from the woman’s
vagina, if it is ‘untimely ripped’, as Shakespeare put it, through Caesarian section, it will invariably
have a compromised ‘immune system’, because it has not received the biological baptism that is the
exposure to all the multitudinous microorganisms that inevitably proliferate in the woman’s vagina.
It is now generally recognised that this exposure is an essential rite of passage for the baby. Without
it the baby is exposed and vulnerable to so called ‘infection’; that is, it does not possess the
microbial diversity necessary to contend with the enormous microbial challenges it must face in the
world outside the womb. It is clear from this that a certain degree of exposure to ‘germs’ is
absolutely essential for health.

The same applies to viruses and bacteria of all sorts. Without exposure we have no means of
defence.

Bill Gates has recently (2022) ‘sadly’ had to acknowledge that the latest ‘variant’ of COVID19 — the so
called ‘Omicron’ variant has done a better job of inoculating the world against COVID19 than any of
his vaccines. It’s sad for him because he manufactures the vaccines. It is of course anything but sad
for the human population that is finally being allowed to obtain true herd immunity through natural
‘infection’. There could be no clearer illustration of the depths of our ignorance concerning so-called
‘viruses’ and their mechanism of action. (10)

We have a choice. We either choose to live in a state of natural symbiosis with this world we have
been born into or we can go to war with it. It would seem we are electing the latter course of action.

| see this as an entirely natural result of our total misconception of what we are. Everything about
the human seeks to compartmentalise and control. This tendency is responsible for our entire



civilisation. But it is a tendency that has now tipped beyond the point where it is any longer
beneficial to us. We now seek to control that which cannot be controlled. Nowhere is this clearer
than in the arena of human health. The entire human race is now suffering from OCD on a cosmic
scale.

The instigation of public hygiene and sanitation was an essential development, responsible for vastly
increased quality and length of life for a large proportion of the human population. However the
demonization of the germ, of bacteria, of the virus, has all but eradicated the benefits of public
hygiene and sanitation. As we have seen this is because we are pursuing a faulty health paradigm.
There must be those in the medical and scientific communities who realise this now. Where are
they?

It is not possible to target a singular virus. There is no such thing as a singular virus. No disease ever
emerged from the action of one single pathogen be it virus, germ or bacteria for all the reasons we
have examined. But what COVID19 has demonstrated is that the World Health Organisation has no
intention of relinquishing the stranglehold it has obtained over public heath; it seeks to sign
agreements with all governments whereby from here on in pandemic preparedness is to be the
defining feature of public life. All based on a mirage.

And we can now see how we have arrived at this point. There has been a steady and ongoing
determination to program the human population that we are at war, that our biology is the enemy
and the only way to defeat the enemy is to submit ourselves to a fascist regime of interventions,
none of which have any basis in the reality of our situation whatsoever.

This has been done through the propagation of the notion of the Almighty Virus.

We had typhus and anthrax and rabies and measles and chickenpox and then we had HIV and AIDS
and now we have Coronavirus. And we have to be so dreadfully afraid; because we are under siege.
The enemy is at the gates and the only recourse is pharmaceutical prophylactics.

We have demonised the germ
We have demonised the virus
We have demonised sex

We have demonised breathing
We have demonised our biology

In summation: we have demonized ourselves and we have demonized Life itself.

It can now be clearly seen that the instigation of the AIDS epidemic was an essential step on the road
to medical fascism. Because it was with AIDS that demonization of the biological reached its apogee.
Once that had been achieved it became clear the human population could be convinced of anything

—anything at all. The success of COVID19 Plandemic has proven that beyond a shadow of a doubt.



Now it is clear that the common cold has been branded a deadly disease and everyone will accept it
without question. Anything becomes possible for our lords and masters.

The real problem of contagion would seem to be we’re a race of congenital idiots.

CHAPTER 8 THE WHOLE PROBLEM OF CONTAGION FOOTNOTES
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CHAPTER 9 IMPLICATIONS OF THE MICROBIOME

THE MICROBIOME — A CONSTANT INTERFACE BETWEEN ‘VIRUSES’ AND THE HUMAN
GENOME

There has been in very recent times what Sayer Jo calls a Copernican shift in our understanding of
how mammals including humans interact with viruses and bacteria. Copernican shift is not an
exaggeration; because this new understanding finally proves the fallacy of Pasteur’s Germ Theory
upon which the whole of Western medicine is based, and corroborates the findings of Bechamp,
Enderlein and Naessens.

Germ Theory states that blood is sterile and all germs are exogenous in nature — that is they come
always from outside and only serve to ‘infect’ our organisms. The discovery of the Microbiome
indicates that, far from being sterile we are literally infested with microorganisms many of which we
identify as viruses and bacteria. Viruses and bacteria are reckoned to account for anything between
50% and 90% of our genetic makeup, which means we are more Virus than Human!

This being the case it is insane to say that viruses and germs are our enemy.
What is the Microbiome. The Merrian-Webster Dictionary defines it thus:

1 a community of microorganisms (such as bacteria, fungi, and viruses) that inhabit a particular
environment and especially the collection of microorganisms living in or on the human body

The entry goes on to give randomly chosen quotes using the expression as follows:

‘Your body is home to about 100 trillion bacteria and other microbes, collectively known as your
microbiome.” — Carl Zimmer

‘... what's arguably become the hottest area of medicine: microbiome research, an emerging field
that's investigating how the bacteria that live in and on our bodies affect our health.” — Sunny Sea
Gold

The second definition given is as follows:

2 the collective genomes of microorganisms inhabiting a particular environment and especially the
human body.

They form one community among the many that make up the human microbiome: the full genetic
complement of bacteria and other organisms at home on your skin, gums, and teeth, in your genital
tract, and especially in your gut. — Nathan Wolfe (1)

The fact is the Microbiome is an internal ecosystem of bacteria, fungi and viruses integral to our
survival that dictates the health of the gut, and consequently the efficiency of the immune system.
Without these bacteria fungi and viruses we would not survive.

Our individual Microbiomes have been referred to as our “genetic footprints” since they help
determine our unique DNA, hereditary factors, predisposition to diseases, body type and weight,



and much more. The bacteria that make up our Microbiomes are not only found inside our bodies
but all over us and around us on every surface we touch and every part of the environment we come
into contact with. We are inseparable from the bacteria and viruses with which we are infested.

And if you're a germophobe it’s no good going out and drinking a litre of bleach; there is nothing you
can do to rid yourself of the viruses and bacteria that live with you every moment you are alive

So called viruses — or the Microzymas from which they emerge - are indestructible. They have been
found to survive even in nuclear waste.

Is it any surprise then that we are failing to get to grips with the problem of ‘infection’, that we find
bugs keep evading our attempts to exterminate them. This ceases to be a puzzle once you accept
that microbes — germs and viruses are pleomorthic - they change shape and function according to
the environment they find themselves in.

There is not a single organ of the body that doesn’t contain a Microbiome of its own.

The lungs, the liver, the kidneys, the heart, the brain, the colon, the endocrine system all are
colonised by vast numbers of microbiota. Scientists were surprised to find that this includes the
genitourinary system since people presenting with symptoms of urinary tract infections are often
found to have no bacteria present in the urine....or so we thought.

It thus becomes clear that customary ways of testing are insufficient, not fit for purpose. It appears
that common culture methods do not detect many kinds of bacteria and other microorganisms that
are normally present. (2)

As ever it all comes down to what you’re looking for and how you’re looking for it. Could it not be
that what we term the Microbiome may only be confirmation of Bechamp’s Microzymas, Enderlein’s
Protids, Reich’s Bions and Naessens’ Somatids?

In fact we cannot avoid a direct correlation between the two. Every one of the microorganisms
identified will have a Microzyma, Protid or Somatid (all being the same thing) at its base

Thus when the organism dies researchers into the Microbiome describe the Microbiome of the living
body as collapsing, and being replaced by a different composition of microorganisms which they call
the Necrobiome that establishes itself in order to help with the complex decomposition process.

But it is a huge mistake to think of the Microbiome as fleeing the deceased organism en masse and
being replaced by a wholly new so called Necrobiome. Microbiome and Necrobiome are one and
the same thing — the Necrobiome only being a more advanced fungal development of the
microorganisms that previously constituted the Microbiome, viruses, bacteria , and fungi being only
differing expressions of the same basic particle of life —the indestructible Microzyma.

It has been observed that the Microbiome of any individual will change as a result of ANY change in
environment. Thus any new challenge to an individual’s Microbiome will occasion a change in the
way in which that Microbiome functions; anything that creates an acidic i.e. poisonous environment
will instigate Naessens’ somatic cycle by which the Microzymas will commence there transformation
into bacteria and fungi which ultimately leads to the deregulation of the individual organism’s
capacity for homeostasis — which is the ONLY definition for disease.



No two Microbiomes are the same, for which reason it is insanity to imagine that you can vaccinate
the globe against a particular bug — as is happening now as | write this in 2020/22.

‘Infection with multiple herpes viruses, for instance, is an inextricable part of the human condition,
to which more than 90% of humans are subject. Because the ancestral herpes viruses infect birds,
reptiles, and mammals, pioneering researcher and world-renowned expert in immunology, virology,
and infectious disease, Dr. Herbert W. “Skip” Virgin IV states, “The herpes viruses have been
studying you far longer than you have been studying the herpes viruses”. In fact, herpes viruses co-
evolved down species-specific lines with the speciation of mammals in evolutionary history.” (3)

Our bodies acquire immunity by acquiring new challenges, new pathogens. The research Sayer Ji
refers to research that indicates that the herpes virus lying latent in the immune system confers
immunity to many other conditions. Thus immunity is far more complex than just the creation of
antibodies.

There is a growing body of research that suggests the inheritance of acquired characteristics is not so
unlikely as Neo Darwinians would like to have you believe. | say Neo Darwinians because, as Rupert
Sheldrake has pointed out, modern day orthodoxy misrepresents Darwin —who never denied the
possibility or fact of the inheritance of acquired characteristics and in fact even mentions it as being
a part of his theory in The Origin of Species.

Sayer Ji quotes from an article Soma-to-Germline Transmission of RNA in Mice Xenografted with
Human Tumour Cells: Possible Transport by Exosomes. The essence of this study is that the cells of
our bodies are speaking all the time to our genes — not the other way round. The cells of our bodies
are far more intelligent than we are. (4)

Sayer Ji comments on this study:

‘These findings overturn the so-called Weismann barrier, a principle proposed by the German
evolutionary biologist August Weismann (1834 — 1914), that states hereditary information can only
move from genes to body cells, and not the other way around, which has long been considered a nail
in the coffin of the Lamarkian concept that an organism can pass on characteristics it has acquired
during its lifetime to its offspring.

Over the past decade, however, the seeming impenetrability of the Weismann barrier has
increasingly been called into question, due to a growing body of evidence that epigenetic patterns of
gene expression (e.g. histone modifications, gene silencing via methylation) can be transferred
across generations without requiring changes in the primary DNA sequences of our genomes; as well
as the discovery that certain viruses contain the enzyme reverse transcriptase, which is capable of
inscribing RNA-based information directly into our DNA, including germline cells, as is the case for
endogenous retroviruses, which are believed responsible for about 5% of the nucleotide sequences
in our genome. Nonetheless, as the authors of the new study point out, until their study, "no
instance of transmission of DNA- or RNA-mediated information from somatic to germ cells has been
reported as yet." (5)

The essence of this study is that the Weismann barrier does not exist. Weismann was wrong. It is
perfectly possible for information acquired in our bodies at the cellular level to be communicated
through sperm into the next generation.



If we think about this it makes perfect sense. We know that if a pregnant mother becomes sick she
will inevitably communicate the disease she suffers from to her baby. | was born with jaundice
because my mother developed jaundice while on holiday in Spain when she was pregnant with me
and my twin brother. This transmissibility of an acquired condition is blindingly obvious and
indisputable. What is to say that things are being transmitted down to us from our parents at a much
subtler less quantifiable level?

THE GENE HOAX

What is being called into question here is the supremacy of the gene, and the notion that our
inheritance is totally fixed according to the DNA sequences we inherit from our parents. Modern
orthodoxy is fixated on the supremacy of the gene. But this supremacy falls apart when we
understand that the fundamental building block of Life, as Bechamp, Naessens and Enderllein all
identified, precedes the gene.

This is what Rupert Sheldrake is inferring with his concept of morphic resonance —the memory field
in which all living matter develops. As Sheldrake has argued coherently the one thing totally absent
from the current paradigm is any explanation of how living matter takes form. We are so convinced
that DNA is the answer to the life riddle but cannot explain how an earth worm has precisely the
same amount of DNA as a human being, in spite of there being quantum differences in the structure
and functioning of the two. If DNA were the sole defining feature of life how is this discrepancy to be
explained...?

In an article entitled ‘No Sex Required: Body Cells Transfer Genetic Info Directly Into Sperm Cells,
Amazing Study Finds’, published 8 years ago, in 2014, Sayer Ji explains the significance of research
that indicates that genetic information received from the environment may be transferred down the
generations. Ji observes:

‘The researchers concluded that their study's findings strongly suggest, "exosomes are the carriers of
a flow of information from somatic cells to gametes," and that their "results indicate that somatic
RNA is transferred to sperm cells, which can therefore act as the final recipients of somatic cell-
derived information."

The researchers further expanded on the implications of their findings:

"Work from our and other laboratories indicates that spermatozoa act as vectors not only of their
own genome, but also of foreign genetic information, based on their spontaneous ability to take up
exogenous DNA and RNA molecules that are then delivered to oocytes at fertilization with the
ensuing generation of phenotypically modified animals’ (6)

Sayer Ji comments:

‘The implications of research on exosome-mediated information transfer are wide ranging. First, if
your somatic cells, which are continually affected by your nutritional, environmental, lifestyle and
even mind-body processes, can transfer genetic information through exosomes to the DNA within
your germline cells, then your moment-to-moment decisions, behaviours, experiences, toxin and



toxicant exposures, could theoretically affect the biological 'destinies' of your offspring, and their
offspring, stretching on into the distant future.’ (7)

Now this runs directly in the face of the Central Dogma of genetic theory which states that genetic
information can only travel in one direction. ‘The central dogma of molecular biology is a theory
stating that genetic information flows only in one direction, from DNA, to RNA, to protein, or RNA
directly to protein’. In other words RNA cannot be updated to DNA. (8)

It is a dogma that has come into sharp focus with the mRNA vaccines being rolled out against
COVID19. The official line is that DNA cannot be affected by RNA. The clear evidence from research
such as this is this is not the case. The problem would appear to be that all the research is based on
the apparent behaviour of molecules that are reckoned to be the final determinants of life and
heredity but are clearly not. The very fact the 98% of the human genome is reckoned to be Junk
indicates that we have missed something absolutely critical to our understanding of human biology. |
would argue that that something is the Microzyma.

The concept of the Microzyma explains so much that is not otherwise comprehensible, particularly
in the fields of virology and microbiology. What we are witnessing in all matters of health and
disease is a continuous interface between the Microzymas in the human body with the Microzymas
in the surrounding environment. Life is talking to life and reacting appropriately on a moment by
moment basis, and most crucially is being adapted and is adapting the gene pool on a moment by
moment basis. This is a continuous and symbiotic process that only breaks down when the toxic
burden of the host becomes so great it is no longer possible for the Microzymas to continue their
function of speaking with the environment they exist in and they are forced to enter upon the cycle
of change that means they can cease from requiring oxygen and exist solely from a process of
fermentation. As such they become the rogue cells, the outliers, that are no longer cooperating with
the environment — for the simple reason they can’t. This is a definition of cancer cells; but the critical
thing to realise is this is wholly avoidable. Disease is wholly avoidable if we would only attend to this
one simple matter of maintaining an alkaline environment in the body that will not permit the
degradation of the Microzymas into aberrant forms.

Mendelian genetics is perhaps the most pernicious theory ever to have been perpetrated on the
human race. Because from it has grown the entirely deterministic thinking that pervades Social
Darwinism and the wholly abhorrent notion of Eugenics; and above all the notion that we are all
victims of our genes and can do nothing to change the card that we have been handed at birth.

The takeaway message is this:
MICROBIOME = MICROZYMAS = THIS VIRAL BACTERIAL SOUP WE INHABIT IS THE LIFE WITHIN US

When the conditions for life within us become compromised the Microzymas, being pleomorphic,
enter upon a cycle of transformation that is manifest in exosomes which are ejected from the cell
because they are poisonous. These are what are currently identified as viruses, bacteria and fungi

So we can extend the equation:



LIFE =MICROBIOME = MICROZYMAS = VIRUSES, BACTERIA & FUNGHI = EXOSOMES = DISEASE
SYMPTOMS WHICH ARE NO OTHER THAN THE ATTEMPT OF THE MICROBIOME TO SELF REGULATE
ITSELF IN ORDER TO SUSTAIN LIFE.

The Microbiome cannot do its job of achieving homeostasis in a toxic environment. Therefore it
creates disease in order to expel the toxins. Every day | am seeing more how the discovery of the
Microbiome demolishes the Germ Theory.

TO SUMMARISE:
1 The microbe is ubiquitous and incipient
2 The microbe is the smallest life form human beings acknowledge

3 But it is not the smallest constituent of life — it is a development of it in the same way every single
living thing on the planet is a development of aggregations of the smallest constituent.

4 The smallest constituent is the Microzyma, the protid, bion or somatid as discovered by Bechamp,
Enderlein, Reich and Naessens.

5 This is a constituent of the genetic makeup of all that lives — it is a constituent of the cell.

6 The Microzyma is therefore responsible for the microbe as it is responsible for the dinosaur, a
blade of grass, or Albert Einstein

7 The Microzyma is the indestructible manifestation of life

8 All life originated in a microbial soup. If life were to disappear from Earth there would still remain
behind the Microzyma

9 Microzymas have been found to exist in prehistoric fossils
10 Microzymas have been found to survive radioactive material
11 Microzymas are indestructible

12 Microzymas are the only infallible manifestation of life and they are ubiquitous throughout the
organic universe.

Thus Microzymas are found not only throughout the plant and animal kingdoms — but throughout
the created universe. Think of them like a microchip. Each one given the right conditions has the
capacity to develop into a living corpuscle. It is microzymas that are responsible for the creation of
DNA — they precede DNA. Microzymas are electrical in nature — they function according to the
influence of cosmic radiation — as manifest in light and sound. Thus the influence of the sun’s rays
that is responsible for all life on earth. The universe is suffused with Microzymas. They can lie
dormant for billions of years



Thus when 40 years ago there were claims that life had been found on Mars it is almost certain that
what was found — and then unfound because inconvenient - was Microzymas dormant or semi
dormant because the conditions on Mars are not conducive to life as we know it.

All life as we know it occurs as a result of the aggregation of Microzymas; the better the conditions
for this aggregation the more complex the life forms that can evolve. We have made a pastime of
labelling the almost certainly infinite variety of manifestations of Microzymas. We have become so
adept at viewing life at the microscopic — as well as the telescopic - level that we are all the time
leaping to conclusions about how life works . Almost certainly most of these conclusions are wrong!

Thus we assume bacterial microbiota are the smallest living particles. We identify viruses as being
dead, or obligate parasites, because that is the only way we can make sense of what we see. In
reality we can be certain that viruses are no more dead than the cells they ‘infect’ or attach to; they
are but transformations of microzymas that are in the first stage of evolution — or devolution — away
from the pristine state.

This process of evolution or devolution has been minutely documented by Enderlein and Naessens

Bechamp was the first to identify these Microzymas. He made a tremendous scientific discovery.
Under certain conditions (and by a process known as “vibrionen evolution”) he observed
Microzymas transform into bacteria. First, they enlarged into round coccoid forms. Then the round
forms might couple into two or more units; or they might sprout into rod forms of bacteria.
Bechamp was sure the “little bodies” were involved in the fermentation process and in the
production of disease.

Where do microzymas come from? Bechamp startled the scientific world by declaring: “They are the
organized and yet living remains of beings that lived in long past ages. They are the transmitters of
heredity. Within the chromatin material of the human sperm are contained all the microzymian
granules needed to genetically reproduce all the different cells essential for the reproduction of the
human species.” (9)

Thus it could be said that microzymas are the origin of our lives, the origin that lives inside us
dancing in the cells of our bodies. This is not just fanciful. If you look up modern day research into
theories on the origin of life you come up against many similarities with Bechamps’s original
research.

In 1986, a chemist called James Ferris found that a common type of clay called montmorillonite is a
catalyst that helps organic molecules form. He later found that it also accelerates the formation of
small RNAs. This led Ferris to speculate that this ordinary-looking clay was the site of the origin of
life, an idea that was taken up by Jack Szostak of the Harvard Medical School . Szostak took that idea
and ran with it, using montmorillonite to help build his protocells.”

“In 2001, Szostak and Luisi set out their case for this more unified approach. Writing in Nature, they
argued that it should be possible to make simple living cells from scratch, by hosting replicating RNAs
in a simple, fatty blob. It was a dramatic idea, and Szostak soon decided to put his money where his
mouth was. Reasoning that "we can't put out that theory without anything backing it up", he
decided to start experimenting with protocells. Two years later, Szostak and two colleagues
announced a major success.



The researchers had been experimenting with vesicles: spherical blobs, with two layers of fatty acids
on the outside and a central core of liquid. Trying to find a way to speed up the creation of the
vesicles, they added small particles of a kind of clay called montmorillonite. This made the vesicles
form 100 times faster. The surface of the clay acted as a catalyst, just like an enzyme would. What's
more, the vesicles could absorb both montmorillonite particles and RNA strands from the clay
surface. These protocells now contained genes and a catalyst, all from one simple setup.

The decision to add montmorillonite was not done on a whim. Several decades of work had
suggested that montmorillonite, and clays like it, could be important in the origin of life.
Montmorillonite is a common clay. Nowadays it is used for all sorts of things, including making cat
litter. It forms when volcanic ash is broken down by the weather. Since the early Earth had lots of
volcanoes, it seems likely that montmorillonite was abundant. (10)

We have seen in the chapter devoted to Bechamp how Bechamp was experimenting with clay long
before Jack Szostak was even thought of. Bechamp had found microzymas in clay that had been
formed over millennia.

The Microzyma is surely an answer to the riddle of what Life is. Something had to precede the cell.
The complexity of the cell could not have sprung into being out of nowhere. If any of our
preconceptions about life are correct there had to be an evolution. The Microzyma was pre-existent,
was already incipient in the world before life as we recognise it emerged. It gave rise to the
Microbiome, which in turn gave rise to all the infinitely variegated forms of life with which our
planet is populated, culminating in the much vaunted rationality of the human being — the being that
still has a very long way to go before learning how to employ his own rationality to his own benefit.
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CHAPTER 10 A NEW PARADGM

All my researches have lead me to the realisation we are long overdue for a massive paradigm shift
when it comes to health care. The current paradigm based on Pasteur’s Germ Theory makes no
sense at all. It simply does not account for the facts — those facts that we all encounter on a daily
basis in our lives. The depressing thing to realise is that a paradigm that aligns with the facts has
been in existence for nearly 150 years and the pioneer was none other than Louis Pasteur’s arch rival
Antoine Bechamp.

Bechamp identified that there is an entity smaller than the cell. He called it a Microzyma. This
microzyma is a basic unit of life and is ubiquitous throughout the created world. It is fundamentally
pleomorphic — it can change shape according to the environment it finds itself in; it is endemic
throughout the plant and animal kingdom, from the humblest amoeba up to the greatest human
genius. It is the same throughout Nature.

The Microzyma is eternal and indestructible. Ergo Life is eternal and indestructible. The Microzyma is
responsible for all manifestations of life — from the highest to the lowest, including disease, viruses,
bacteria fungi etc. Think of the Microzyma as a basic building block, a basic brick in a gigantic box of
Lego. How it manifests itself is according to the instructions received — which we humans have
elected to call the genome — the genetic programming that suffuses all life.

We have become obsessed with gene sequencing — with identifying little clusters of life that we
reckon are responsible for our experience of life; but we ignore the Microxzyma. In fact we mis-
categorise it as virus or bacteria or achaella or any other name we can give it; thus we demonise it.
In the process we have demonised life.

Now of course you can dismiss Bechamp as a crank. And largely this is what has happened. | have
described how | recently read an article about the Microbiome headed — ‘The 19th-Century Crank
Who Tried to Tell Us About the Microbiome’. (1)

The amusing thing was the article was basically saying that the discovery of the Microbiome
confirms that Bechamp was right and Pasteur was wrong — but of course the article would never
have been published if that was the heading. Why? Because the Microbiome is the greatest
embarrassment the contemporary medical establishment has to contend with — which is presumably
why my Microsoft spell check refuses to recognise the word...

The reason Bechamp has been erased from history is his discoveries make a mockery of the entire
procedure of modern medicine. But the problem for the medical establishment is Bechamp won’t go
away. A succession of independent minded researchers have confirmed his findings. They include
Royal Rife, Wilhelm Reich, Gaston Naessens, Gunther Enderlein and in our own time Dr Robert O
Young, Dr Barre Lando, Dr Thomas Cowan, Dr Stefan Lanke, Sayer Ji and Dr Andrew Kaufmann. These
are only the most prominent. What do they all have in common? They have all been demonised,
ridiculed and deplatformed. Nowadays they are identified as spreaders of ‘misinformation’. As we
shall see misinformation is just a way of labelling ‘inconvenient information’. What do all these
researchers have in common?



They all understand that the discovery of the microbiome makes a nonsense of Pasteur’s germ
theory; they all understand the fundamentally pleomorphic nature of all microorganisms including
viruses and bacteria; they all understand that viruses and bacteria are not the enemy of human
beings but nature’s scavengers with a janitorial function.

Whether they all embrace the existence of a fundamental unit of life that precedes the cell | couldn’t
say; but certainly this was the case for Enderlein and Naessens who simply renamed Bechamp’s
microzymas, protids and somatids respectively. Through their researches they witnessed that this
fundamental unit of life is pleomorphic — that is it can change shape and function according to the
requirements of the environment it finds itself in.

This means that, while the microzyma/protid/somatid is responsible for all of life, it is also
responsible for all disease — the two coexist side by side. As Dumas pointed out ‘Nothing is created,
nothing is lost’. It is all part of one extraordinary organic system that characterises life on this planet.

Therefore there is no such thing as infection. There is only evolution. All disease occurs as a result of
dying tissue. All disease, including cancer, is as a result of evolution of microzymas. There is no such
thing as devolution. There is no such thing as disease. There is no such thing as death — as far as the
microzymas are concerned. The body may appear to decay, the individual may appear to be
diseased, the body may appear to die. All that is happening is that the microzymas are adapting to
what’s happening around them. The mirozymas are always aiming to achieve homeostasis of the
organism.

If the environment becomes unbalanced the microzymas will adapt accordingly in an attempt to
rectify the balance. Cancer is always the result of an attempt by the organism to isolate a problem —
to quarantine a problem for the greater good of the whole organism. It is usually an indication of
something that has gone drastically wrong in the ecology of the body; but the fact remains it is still
an evolution. Whichever way you look at it is a means by which the organism attempts to self
regulate.

The reason human beings find it so difficult to cope with disease is they think about it. And the
thinking about it only makes it worse. We expect to be above all functional. We expect to be able to
do what we want to do. We view our bodies as a confounded nuisance when they fail us; which is
absurd because we remain our bodies — we always ARE our bodies. Our experience of life only
occurs because we are sentient biology — we are conglomerations of microzymas that have been
built up over aeons of evolution to manifest in the individuals that we identify with as | or ME.

But the problem we have is we have identified ourselves solely with our capacity to think and not at
all with our physical being. We have separated ourselves out from ourselves and choose to see our
bodies as NOT-ME, as being something | am encumbered with; and this is hardly surprising in a
civilisation where the vast majority of the world’s population is carrying around a huge burden of
dis-ease — obesity, cancer, heart disease, rheumatism, arthritis, auto immune disease, Lymes disease
etc. For when the body is diseased it is not possible to inhabit it as we were meant to inhabit it; it is
not possible to live as we were meant to live. (2)

Think of your body as a tuning fork — a tuning fork that was intended to resonate with the universe
around you and then imagine what happens if you coat the prongs of the tuning fork with blu-tak or



plasticine. Suddenly it can no longer vibrate. Suddenly it no longer has a purpose. It is no longer fit
for purpose — literally. All it is is a useless piece of metal coated in plasticine —or blue tak.

This is how the average human being is living his life — unable to vibrate as we were supposed to
vibrate.

Once having seen a video of Microzymas as Gustav Naessens viewed them under his microscope you
become aware that they are dancing — literally dancing and vibrating when in a healthy condition;
infinitesimal small pinpricks of light cavorting in the cells of our bodies. It’s fantastically inspiring to
witness. For it makes you realise that we are constructed of countless pin pricks of light. It makes
you realise that the post Impressionist painter Seurat was right when he constructed all his pictures
from miniscule points of colour. He had intuited something essential about what it is to be alive. But
the equally fascinating thing to witness is how these pinpricks of life lose their iridescence when the
environment becomes polluted; when they don’t obtain sufficient oxygen they stop dancing.; they
become sluggish; they start to morph into other shapes, into rod like shapes no longer with the
motility they had previously . (3)

Think of what happens to you in worst case of claustrophobia. Maybe as a kid you were once locked
into a cupboard. Or think what it is to be on the underground in the middle of the rush hour;
deprived of oxygen you start to sweat, you begin to feel giddy, your eyesight becomes blurred, you
begin to feel sick, you close your eyes and try to think of something else, but your body is so
uncomfortable all you can think of is how sick you are feeling, eventually you panic....

Or imagine yourself drowning — desperate for oxygen but you can’t get it; very quickly you lose
consciousness and before too long you’re dead. This is what is happening to the Microzymas when
your body becomes too toxic; but the Microzymas have no intention of dying — they can’t die. What
do they do? They convert themselves into organisms that do not require oxygen anymore — they
convert themselves into bacteria, into fungi, into viruses, into exosomes, and ultimately into cancer
cells. They convert themselves in order to survive...

But all that was needed was not to have been locked in the cupboard in the first place — or never
to have gotten on that train.

The only thing that has convinced the Microzymas to convert themselves from being healthy vibrant
organisms into pathogenic organisms has been the necessity to survive and to live. Life feeds on life
—and so does death — which is only another stage of life - as far as the Microzymas are concerned.

If we have this understanding of life as something that is endlessly self perpetuating we no longer
have to fear disease. All we have to do is make sure we are always doing everything to ensure that
the body has all that it needs to self regulate. And this can be expressed in one word: Nutrition,
Nutrition and again Nutrition. If the body has the correct nutrition it will self regulate. If it fails to get
the correct nutrition it will deregulate itself.

The miraculous thing about the Microzymas is that once having converted into bacteria or fungi
through malnutrition they can then convert themselves back to their original pristine form once the
diseased condition has been addressed. We all know this. We know from our experience of life.



We all know each day we start out feeling fresh and revived after a good night’s sleep. We may get
stressed through the day dealing with whatever we have to deal with. Eventually we get tired and
we retire to bed possibly feeling ill and exhausted. The next day we’re ready to start over.

It's the same with all the common ailments that afflict us. If we neglect ourselves, if we get over
tired, or fail to eat properly or fail to keep ourselves hydrated, too many late nights, we fall prey to
colds and flu. We are effectively stopped in our tracks while the body recalibrates. We feel wretched
for a few days. Then we feel better and resume where we left off.

Chronic disease only develops where the basic terrain of the body is so polluted that the Microzymas
never have a chance to revert. The environment remains hostile to the extent they realise they only
have one option and that is to continue surviving through a process of fermentation rather than
respiration. And this is a precise description of what cancer is.

Thus your health is entirely in your own hands. You have to feed your body as it needs to be fed. The
components of good nutrition are both complex and simple at one and the same time; simple
because the components are straightforward; complex because every single organism has different
needs.

The simple components of nutrition are as follows:
Vitamins

Minerals

Protein
Carbohydrates

Fats

Water

To these | would add:
Oxygen,

Sunlight

Sleep.

You might argue that Oxygen, Sunlight and Sleep are not nutrition. In themselves they may not be
but they provide nutrition essential to the smooth functioning of the Microzymas. We all know that
oxygen is essential to life; without it we cannot breathe; if we cannot breathe we cannot live —
simple as that.

You have to understand that your body is a processor of light first and foremost. And this is why

Enderlein said we are closer to plants than is ever acknowledged properly. We process light energy.
We emit light — something that was established by a Russian embryologist in the 1920's, Alexander
Gurwitsch, i.e.100 years ago. If we are deprived of light we wither and die just as plants wither and



die without light. It is well known that Vitamin D3, a critical component of the immune system is
stimulated in the body through sunlight. There are many doctors who lay the blame for the annual
cold and flu season in the northern hemisphere solely at the feet of Vitamin D deficiency.

Sleep is the essential opportunity for the body to recalibrate itself. There is a ludicrous notion in the
Western world that surviving on very little sleep is the sign of a super energetic individual. But
consider this: one of the most effective means of torturing a human being is sleep deprivation.

These are the critical components for any organic system to self regulate. This is the true significance
of the alchemical symbol of THE UROBORUS.

Here is an excerpt from my book on Colin Wilson ref the uroborus:

‘The serpent or snake with its tail in its mouth that forms the ancient symbol of the uroborus or
ouroborus. The term derives from Ancient Greek: o0poBopog, from oupa (oura), "tail" + Bopa
(bora), "food", from BiBpwokw (bibrosko), "l eat".

The earliest representation we have of the uroborus was discovered in the tomb of Tutankhamun
dating back to the 13th century BC. It features in almost all of the world’s myths. In Indian Tantra it is
associated with the Kundalini serpent that lies at the base of the spine and is the life force itself. The
symbol crops up repeatedly in the interrelated traditions of Gnosticism, Hermeticism and Mediaeval
Alchemy. It symbolizes the creative force of introspection and the eternal return or cyclicality of life,
especially in the sense of something constantly re-creating itself. It recurs and recurs as a cultural
symbol — Nietzsche’s eternal recurrence and Jungian mandalas are only the most obvious instances.
It is also a symbol of completeness, of the All in One of all the great mystics. It was adopted by the
Theosophists as part of their official seal.

Early alchemical uroboros illustration with the words £€vto nav ("The All is One") from the work of
Cleopatra the Alchemist (c. third century, Egypt)’

Above all the Uroborus is a symbol of completeness and integration. It is surely the origin of the
matrimonial ring symbolising the completeness that the union of these two human beings brings.

The snake is also significant for the fact that it sheds its skin and effectively starts over every so
often. But there is nothing remarkable in this. The cells in our bodies are doing this all the time;


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Chrysopoea_of_Cleopatra_1.png

hence the fact that every seven years most of the cells in our bodies have been entirely replaced.
We are born again — literally. We are constantly in a state of being born again that is if we allow the
process to take care of itself, if we don’t interfere with it through toxic overload.

Life will always continue where there is a reason to continue. Human beings die when they no longer
have a reason to live. | know that is a sweeping statement if ever there was one, but at a very deep
level | believe it to be true.

Once we have this understanding of ourselves as a self regulating system entire unto itself as part of
an infinitely greater self regulating system we stop needing to find piecemeal solutions. We begin to
understand that the only solutions are to be found at the quantum level. Instead of treating
individual symptoms we have only to ask one question namely, what is preventing the body from
regenerating as it wants to do?

Health is not be found in engendering chronic dependency on drugs and pharmaceuticals. Rather it
is about discovering what will allow the body to rid itself of the toxic overload that prevents it from
self regulating. When we take pills, if we take pills, we should always be asking the question: ‘Is this
going to assist my body in self regulating or is it going to prevent my body self regulating?’

If the answer is the latter - don’t take it!

The same goes for every conceivable medical intervention, whether it’s a drug or surgery or other
physical intervention. There was a time | used a back brace in order to allow myself to bend or lift
after I'd had surgery to remove my spleen and found it almost impossible to do either. | became
dependent upon it. | wore it 24/7. | thought | was safer using it. | was wrong. Eventually | began to
suffer from hideous gastro intestinal pains. | became convinced I'd given myself a hernia. | was at a
loss to know what to do. | couldn’t lie down at night. | had to sleep sitting up. Not only could | not
bend or lift | couldn’t even walk properly.

Somebody suggested | should dispense with the back brace. They were absolutely right. Within a
few weeks | was back to normal, and have never looked back since, and have never again resorted to
a back brace. The fact is the brace was preventing the abdominal muscles from doing the work they
are supposed to be doing. It was also impeding the natural functioning of the Gl tract. There was
unquestionably a short window of time after | had surgery when it was useful. But very quickly it
became counter-productive. Very soon every time | put it on it was preventing my body from self
regulating. It was preventing the proper functioning of the Gl tract and it was preventing the
rebuilding the musculature in my abdomen. The problem was not in my body but in my conception
of my body and what was necessary to it.

The same goes for every conceivable intervention that is not based on helping the body to self
regulate. The same applies to statins routinely administered for heart problems, for antibiotics
routinely administered for every instance of so called ‘infection’, for blood thinners (Warfarin) for
beta blockers, for HRT therapies, for so called anti —inflammatories, for anti pyretics (paracetamol
and ibuprofen etc) and for vaccines. ALL these interventions are coming between the body and its
capacity to self regulate and are therefore pernicious and counterproductive.

As Dr Rima Laibow found out on her first day at medical school every single one of these
pharmaceutical interventions damages enzyme pathways and causes a slew of side effects which will



then be identified as some new or recurring disease requiring further pharmaceutical intervention
and consequently further damage to the body’s own natural repair pathways. (4)

| run three community choirs where the average age is 75+. | am surrounded by individuals with
chronic conditions and chronic dependencies. And they’re not getting better; they’re not healing. All
| see is deterioration. And they will probably say ‘it comes of getting old’. But it doesn’t have to be
like this. It's only because they’re told on a routine basis it comes of getting older. | try to counsel
them to start taking responsibility for their own conditions for changing their diets, for changing
their lifestyle, for avoiding junk food and incorporating large quantities of vitamins. Very very few
take any notice of me. Because they have been conditioned to think doctor always knows best...

And the extraordinary thing is they continue to think this even when they experience absolutely no
improvement in their situation — only deterioration. They never question the fact that ‘doctor always
knows best’

My only hope is that the clearly fraudulent nature of the COVID crisis and the severe harms being
suffered by those who are submitting themselves to the incessant vaccination campaigns, said to be
addressing the fictitious disease, will reach a critical mass where people are FORCED to question
what they have never questioned in their lives before, namely the highly dubious assertion that
‘doctor always knows best’ , when that doctor is merely a highly paid flunkey for an industry built on
propagating disease.

CHAPTER 10 A NEW PARADIGM FOOTNOTES

1 See https://www.wired.com/story/the-19th-century-crank-who-tried-to-tell-us-about-the-
microbiome

2 See Epilogue ‘The Curse of Adam’

3 See ‘Polimorfismo’ Dr Gaston Naessens https://www.youtube.com/watch?v= F8ULrJfyvI&t=28s

| consider this to be the most important video of all the millions of videos on you tube

4 See https://zeeemedia.com/interview/dr-rima-laibow-devastating-90-of-the-global-population-

will-die-globalist-agenda
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SOME HISTORY: Chapter 1 A History of Trial and Mostly Error

The entire history of medicine is a story of continuous trial and error — more of the latter than of the
former, for what is clear now is how little we know and how little we understand. Anybody who says
how much we know and understand is deluding themselves.

FIRST PRINCIPLES

Let’s get down to first principles. What are we doing when we medicate? | suggest two things and
two things only:

1 we are trying to save lives
2 we are trying to improve quality of life by removing unpleasant symptoms

Symptoms are the body’s way of signifying that something is wrong. Diagnosis of symptoms depends
upon an understanding of the way in which the body works and what gives rise to the symptoms in
the first place.

Medicine can only be predicated upon what is known and what can be seen. For the first few
millennia without the assistance of microscopy what could be seen was literally that — what could be
seen with the naked eye. The invention of microscopy inevitably changed all that — not necessarily
for the better. Until that time arrived physicians were constricted by what they could see and what
they knew of the body’s functioning.

PRIMITIVE MEDICINE

Jeremy Narby has described in his book The Cosmic Serpent how to this day the Navaho Indians
imbibe psychedelics in order to be able to commune with the spirits of plants, because they know
that in Nature there is to be discovered a remedy for every ill.

This almost certainly was the origin of all medicine, the origin of the notion that it is possible to heal
through discovering an herb or any other plant that contains healing properties.

The problem we have nowadays in our much vaunted civilisation is we don’t have access to more
than a fraction of what Nature has to offer. We only have access to that that has been monetized —
either though drugs or supplements.

This is the main difference between the medicine of today and the medicine of the Stone Age. A BBC
article comments condescendingly ‘The early physicians stumbled upon herbal substances of real
power, without understanding the manner of their working.” And we do?

This is the million dollar question — do we truly understand the ‘manner of their working’ — or do we
just think we do...?



The same article gives the following examples of herbs that have been incorporated into
contemporary medical practice:

‘Snakeroot plant is used in orthodox medical practice to reduce blood pressure.

Doctors in ancient India gave an extract of foxglove to patients with legs swollen by dropsy, an excess
of fluid resulting from a weak heart.

Digitalis, a constituent of foxglove, is now a standard stimulant for the heart.

Curare, smeared on the tip of arrows in the Amazonian jungle to paralyze the prey, is an important
muscle relaxant in modern surgery.’(1)

Gradually, over the centuries, knowledge of the healing properties of plants accumulated so that by
the 6th century BC we find a physician working in India in about the 6th century BC by the name of
Susruta listing literally hundreds of herbal remedies. And these remedies have continued to be
recognised as efficacious in treating the whole spectrum of human disease conditions to the extent
that there has been mounting concern in the pharmaceutical industry at the continuing widespread
use of herbal remedies in preference to pharmaceutical drugs. (2)

Big Pharma will never lose an opportunity to warn against the dangers of self medicating with
natural products — which is laughable when you consider the well documented lethality of many
prescription medications. In any case this should not lead us to imagine plants and herbs in ancient
times were reckoned to be the main means of healing sick individuals.

So called primitive peoples were far more advanced than we are today in one respect — they realised
that all iliness has a spiritual or mental component as well as a physical component. They thus
acknowledged something that we have lost, namely that herbs and plants could only address the
surface of the problem — the symptoms. In order to truly heal a patient it was necessary to be rid of
the cause of the ailment. And for primitive peoples this was often caused by evil spirits and would
require an exorcism.

We may scoff at this, but the science of epigenetics has proved conclusively that sickness is always
related to environmental issues, which includes primarily the state of mind and the emotional
condition of the patient. Thus it is not enough to address the symptoms. It is essential to get to the
root of the problem that caused the diseased condition in the first place.

Of course we now know that environmental issues can include many physical challenges, principally
pollution, whether of the water, the food supply, the air or the soil. Anything toxic is a threat to
organic homeostasis. But the psychological factor remains a critical factor. Read Viktor Frankl’s In
Search of Meaning to see what | mean. All the prisoners of the Nazi death camps were confronted
by the same horrendous circumstances. All were malnourished. All were diseased to some extent.
Those that survived were those that held on to a sense of meaning in their lives in spite of all the
horror surrounding them and visited upon them. (3)

Thus the shaman’s exorcism should not be discounted. The mind of man sabotages his health far
more than physical stresses. Incantation, spells and self-induced trances (often assisted by herbal
drugs) form the standard practice of the medicine man or shaman.



And it could be said nothing much has changed except the intention behind the incantation, spells
and trances. Whereas it used to be to rid the patient of evil spirits now it is to brainwash the patient
into believing he or she needs whatever pharmaceuticals doctor thinks best.......

HERE’S A THOUGHT........

How about we stop devolving responsibility for our health onto pharmaceutical companies and their
myriad minions and start researching for ourselves what constitutes Health and how best to go
about attaining it....?

In Chapter 8 of one of his last books Atlantis & the Kingdom of the Neanderthals the English
polymath and autodidact Colin Wilson writes of the ways in which Jivaro Indians believe that true
knowledge can only be acquired through the use of hallucinogenic drugs, specifically a drug called
ayahuasco. The anthropologist Jeremy Narby described his experience of taking ayahuasco......

‘Suddenly | found myself surrounded by two gigantic boa constrictors that seemed 50 feet long. |
was terrified...in the middle of these hazy thoughts, the snakes start talking to me without words.
They explain that | am just a human being. | feel my mind crack, and in the fissures, | see the
bottomless arrogance of my presuppositions. It is profoundly true that | am just a human being, and
most of the time, | have the impression of understanding everything, whereas here | find myselfin a
more powerful reality that | do not understand at all and that, in my arrogance, | did not even
suspect existed’. (4)

Not surprisingly there is extreme prejudice in western countries against narcotics of all sorts. And
this is not just because of the deleterious effects of addiction, but principally | would suggest
because the effects of the drugs undermine the very foundations upon which our civilisation is
based. They encourage a passivity which is the very opposite of the teleological. They open a world,
a form of knowledge, that is inimical to the civilisation that has developed so arduously over so
many centuries through development of a rigidly left-brain mentality. They may enable the user to
extend awareness and consciousness but they disable the user from being able to do anything with
the extended awareness thus achieved. As Colin Wilson has pointed out they destroy the will. (5)

If it is possible to learn the medicinal properties of herbs through submitting to the drug ayahuasco
then surely it is unnecessary for a student of medicine to attend medical school for seven years
before qualifying to practise in the community....or is it? Is there not, should there not be, a place for
both approaches - the primitive & the civilised, the eastern and the western, the intuitive and the
rational?

The advances in western medicine have been phenomenal and there are many aspects that far
outstrip and could never be replaced by more primitive forms. And these advances have come
through treating the human body in a rigorously mechanistic fashion. The benefits of this approach
can be easily verified by observing the drastic fall in infant mortality and the equally impressive
extension in life expectancy in western societies. But at what cost? These statistics should be viewed
in conjunction with crime statistics, unemployment statistics & mental health statistics.

There has been a cost involved, a huge cost in abandoning a holistic approach to medicine, a cost
which has been identified and partially addressed by the alternative therapy market...disciplines
such as homeopathy, acupuncture, herbalism, various eastern methods — all of which have invited to



varying degrees the scorn and derision of the orthodox medical community (only very recently there
was an article in the Daily Mail of a study that had proved conclusively most alternative medicines
had little better than placebo effect) it seems to me there is a clear place for both forms, and rather
like the religious dichotomies that have divided the world for centuries, at the present time there
appears to be little meeting ground between the opposing positions.

Yet history in the end is always forced to respond to what works on a purely pragmatic level, and
since there are clearly benefits to be obtained from both positions a time must come when the
differing positions establish some sort of working relationship. Because Western medicine is
basically mechanistic in orientation it specialises in coping with crises once the machine breaks
down, but notably fails to prevent the machine breaking down in the first place....and this is where
all the alternative therapies have a role to play. Because it may very well be that from a mechanistic
perspective the alternative medicines only have a placebo effect...in other words have little
OBSERVABLE effect on the operating of the machine, but that is almost certainly because by the
time western medicine comes to apply itself the machine is already seriously impaired and in need
of drastic repair....which is where western medicine excels.

But does not the placebo effect tell us something of critical importance about the human machine?
The fact that the belief within the patient that he is taking a certain remedy which will have such and
such an effect can actually induce just the observable effect anticipated by the patient, indicate that
the mental component in physical health is far more critical than we ever give it credit for...?

In 1999 Harvard University Press published a book entitled The Placebo Effect: An Interdisciplinary
Exploration. This book was based on a conference at Harvard University in December 1994,
sponsored by the Harvard Mind, Brain, Behaviour Interfaculty Initiative. It brought under one roof
some of the leading authorities on placebo and placebo effects.

An intelligent review appeared in The Lancet:

‘To understand the placebo effect is to grasp simultaneously the success and the failure of medicine.
This yin-yang comes through clearly in The Placebo Effect.... The speakers and discussants were all
experts. Their charge at the conference, according to one participant, was 'to create some
destabilization of current thinking with respect to placebo effects.' In this the text succeeds
admirably... The power and the prevalence of placebo effects should interest any healer, and so
should this book. From it one will learn that ultimately the placebo effect cannot be understood, for
once we discover some detail of its mechanism, that knowledge will no longer be considered a
placebo effect.-- "The Lancet" (6)

In other words the placebo effect evades analysis. And yet it is. It cannot be denied. What the
patient thinks has a clear effect on medical outcomes — regardless of the treatment being
administered.

The problem is the obsessively left brain consciousness of most westerners means the average
individual’s awareness of his physical condition at any one time is severely limited. We are divorced
from our bodies by our very outer-directedness — we do not truly inhabit them. We are always
seeking outside of ourselves for distraction, for means by which to forget that we inhabit our bodies.
We have a need above all not to be that which we are. We deny our animal origins.



The novelist Laura del Rivo once told Colin Wilson how ‘she used to roll herself into a ball and say:
‘Isn’t it nice to be me?’ and Wilson comments ‘And indeed it is nice to be you — provided you turn
your full attention on it and don’t permit any leakage. But this is precisely what we do as we grow up
— we spread our attention too thin and then accept that diluted version of reality as the real thing.
And so the ‘certain blindness’ sets in. Animals don’t do that. They live comfortably in the present and
turn their total attention to anything that interests them. We ‘civilized’ humans have forgotten how
to do this. And we are not even aware we are short-changing ourselves, because we think this is the
way things are’. (7)

The strict bifurcation of experience means we do not accept that our bodies are influenced as much
by psychic influences as by physical impacts. A survey should perhaps be conducted which observed
whether adherents to alternative therapies have as much recourse to western medical treatment at
its most extreme viz hospitalisation, as do those who give no thought to their physical well-being
until such time as they discover they are critically ill. My suspicion is that those who generally have a
more holistic approach to health would prove to be far less a burden to national health services than
those who don't.

EASTERN MEDICINE

The history of western medicine is inevitably dominated by the so called scientific method and the
capacity to analyse, explicate and interpret the machinery of the body.

In the East a more intuitive method prevailed— an awareness that there was something altogether
mysterious about the functioning of the body and that the body could not be separated out into
component parts but must be considered as a holistic unity.

This Eastern approach continues to this day to be the modus operandi of most alternative and
holistic doctors. It is a modus operandi which is dismissed by allopathy as being unscientific. This is
clearly illustrated if you visit any mainstrem medical textbook or encyclopedia. For instance if you
visit the article on Chinese medicine on Wikipedia you will find this:

‘It has been described as "fraught with pseudoscience", and the majority of its treatments as having
no logical mechanism of action.’

And this:

‘One of the basic tenets of TCM (Traditional Chinese Medicine) is that the body's vital energy (ch'i or
gi) is circulating through channels called meridians having branches connected to bodily organs and
functions. The concept of vital energy is pseudoscience.’

And this:

‘There is no scientific evidence for traditional Chinese concepts such as qi, meridians, and
acupuncture points. The TCM theory and practice are not based upon scientific knowledge, and
there is disagreement between TCM practitioners on what diagnosis and treatments should be used
for any given person. The effectiveness of Chinese herbal medicine remains poorly researched and
supported, and most of its treatments have no logical mechanism of action. There are concerns over



a number of potentially toxic plants, animal parts, and mineral Chinese compounds, as well as the
facilitation of disease. Trafficked and farmed-raised animals used in TCM are a source of several fatal
zoonotic diseases. The probable bat-to-human COVID-19 infection may have been among people
processing bat carcasses and guano in the production of TCM.” (8)

What does ‘unscientific’ mean in the context of these articles? Simply that the concepts involved
cannot be seen, measured and conceptualised from within the parameters of the Western
materialistic scientific paradigm.

There are two reasons for this. Science does not have the technical means available and the
scientific researchers do not have the intellectual, emotional or spiritual equipment to understand
what they are looking at. This is through no fault of their own. This is because they have been locked
into a solely materialistic world view that demands that every piece of research adhere to the
fundamental tenets of the central dogmas. This is the purpose of peer review — to ensure that
nothing is published or accredited that contradicts the central dogmas

Thus not only is Traditional Chinese medicine unscientific and inefficacious ‘with no logical
mechanism of action’ but it is responsible for the ‘facilitation of disease’, the spread of ‘several fatal
zoonotic disease’ and oh yes this is the trump card - the spread of COVID 19...Inference inevitably
intended — TCM is useless, dangerous —and SHOULD BE EXPUNGED!

Of course Western allopathic medicine is totally scientific, has never been responsible for spreading
disease and has never killed anybody in spite of the fact that iatrogenic deaths - that is deaths
caused by medical negligence or error - is one of the biggest killers on the planet, placed as the third
cause of death behind heart disease and cancer in Europe and America amounting in America alone
to 7.8 million iatrogenic deaths over a ten year period which is more than all the casualties from
wars that America has fought in its entire history. (9)

As | write this in September 2020 the World Health Organisation has been forced to acknowledge
that far from eradicating polio in the third world polio it is accelerating, and the virus being
discovered is almost entirely vaccine induced , that is it is not the wild strain of polio that is
appearing but the vaccine strain! So the 400 individuals suffering from all the horrendous effects of
polio identified so far (and you can bet your bottom dollar that’s a conservative estimate) have all
been given the disease by vaccine (10)

But of course because these deaths have been induced by science, by evidence based medicine
having entirely ‘logical mechanism of action’ they are entirely justifiable............... presumably.

Chinese traditional medicine has been in existence as long as the Chinese people — it has evolved
with them. | find it difficult to believe that the figures for iatrogenic deaths exhibited by Western
allopathic medicine could possibly be matched by recipients of TCM. How can | say that? Because
there is nothing in the arsenal of herbal medicines purveyed by TCM that could begin to match the
toxicity of Western interventions - notably Chemotherapy and Radiation, the standard of care for
the disease we call Cancer. | therefore find it laughable that the article on Wikipedia repeatedly
expresses concerns re toxicity of the herbs being employed in TCM.

The Cochrane Foundation apparently underwent reviews of many TCM medications and in almost all
instances found insufficient proof of efficacy. And | guarantee such proof will never be available.



Why? Because ‘proof of efficacy’ is always sponsored by major drug companies and major drug
companies have a vested interest in ensuring that no proof of efficacy in any treatment that is not
pharmaceutical is ever found.

In the end what is efficacy? It is the experience of the patient on the receiving end of the
medication. And has nothing to do with peer reviewed double blind studies. Now if TCM was the
only medication available, as it inevitably was for thousands of years in China, you could argue that
there was nothing to compare with and the populace was being subjected to a paradigm over which
they had no choice. But that is no longer the case.

Even in Communist China, which is now at the head of the allopathic technocratic 4™ Industrial
Revolution we are now witnessing spreading across the Western world, traditional medicine has not
been outlawed but is integrated into the allopathic paradigm. While in the western world many
thousands of people are turning to Chinese medicine and finding it therapeutic in ways allopathic
medicine has failed miserably to address — most notably chronic conditions which have in many
instances been brought about by allopathic medications.

Acupuncture is flourishing. Why is that? Because it achieves results. Allopathy will tell you it’s
entirely as a result of the placebo effect. So what? If it produces results and alleviates suffering it’s
doing the job required of it — a job which would not have been done by sitting at home popping
analgesics and thinking about it.

It could be said that ALL medicine is responsible for the placebo effect, i.e. every single compound
we ingest will be effective only to the extent we believe it will be effective. But this is something
Allopathy is not willing to countenance; because the allopaths refuse to take cognisance of the
human being as a functional unity.

All medicine evolves out of the culture it serves and reflects that culture. Thus Chinese medicine
evolves in China, Tibetan medicine in Tibet, Ayurvedic medicine in India, African medicine in Africa,
Allopathic medicine has evolved in the Western world with its obsession with materialistic (matter is
all there is)Science. But in the end the human species is one species. We are one. And whether you
are Indian, Tibetan, Chinese, English or American we are all the same.

Every culture will have different temperamental characteristics, and consequently quite distinct
cultures. But every single culture has something to contribute to the whole. Allopathic medicine
excels in crisis management because largely that is how we live our lives. The eastern attitude to life
is very different — it is more intuitive and instinctive in its approach and is therefore opposed to a
mechanistic conception. Therefore its prescriptions are far more likely to treat chronic conditions at
the cellular level than the allopathic prescriptions which principally aim at removing symptoms.

In a rightly ordered universe it should be possible for every individual to choose what medical
assistance they seek out. Every human being has the right to bodily sovereignty, the right to do their
own research and decide for themselves what is suitable for them. The notion that there is only one
way and the government will mandate what that way is - under whatever pretext - is obnoxious and
should never be countenanced in a free world .

We need to understand the mechanisms by which different cultures have produced different
systems of medication, how they have evolved and what they can tell us about the subject of human



health. Once understanding these mechanism we can begin to see how they become applicable or
how they deserve to fall into redundancy . In other words what works and what doesn’t work?

This is the only question we should ask ourselves. And if we are convinced that a modality doesn’t
work and is going to be injurious to us or our children then we should refuse it — period.

EGYPTIAN

The history of medicine is of course as long as the history of the human race, but we can only know
as far back as humans became capable of keeping some sort of records. Thus we can date as far back
to the Egyptian architect/physician Imhotep who in 2600 BC described the diagnosis and treatment
of 200 diseases .

As any reader of John West’s The Serpent in the Sky or the writings of Schwaller de Lubicz will know
it is incontestable that the Egypytians had a wholly different view of the universe than we have in
the industrialised West in the 21t century. Above all they had a holistic understanding that refused
to separate out everything into its constituent parts. They were always seeking to approximate their
observations to a unified theory. This is nowhere better illustrated than in their system of writing -
the hieroglyphics which adorn their buildings and the many papyruses that have been unearthed by
archaeologists over the centuries and are now securely locked away in museums.

Far from the linear Nature of the language with which | am writing this book these hieroglyphs
present a means of communication that aimed at communicating layers of meaning many of which
are completely lost to our rationalistic intelligence.

In the introduction to Schwaller de Lubicz’s Ancient Egyptian Science and the Evolution of
Consciousness Robert Lawlor looks at the many meanings inherent in the symbol of the jackal, which
is often to be found inscribed on funeral urns containing the intestines of the diseases. Lawlor tells
us the jackal is associated with the jackal-headed Neter, Anubis, ‘who is always pictured leading the
soul of the deceased into the first stages of the lower realms of the dwat, or world of
transformations’.

Lawlor describes how in Ancient Egypt the Jackal was known as The Judge, because in the way it
handles its food it shows the capacity for discernment between what is good and what is bad.
Apparently the jackdaw, having torn its prey to pieces buries the detritus and waits for it to rot
before attempting to eat it. And it appears to know the precise moment when the food is ready for
consumption and can discriminate between what is good to eat and what isn’t.

Thus it transforms putrefied flesh into life-giving nourishment. It was thereby for the Egyptians a
symbol for the process of digestion, the process which is endemic throughout the natural world, the
process of death and rebirth. In order for death and decay to initiate new life there has to be a
process of dissolution, represented in our digestion by the action of enzymes that breaks down the
food we consume in order to release the nutrients to sustain us. Lawlor points out that this process
is emblematic of a much wider syndrome in the human world:



‘Our analytically directed minds are "jackal" in function. Not only do we analyze our society as it
undergoes a decomposition, but our analyzing, separating mentality is the force that is destroying it.
We are disintegrating not only the atoms of matter, but our social institutions, the very
characteristics of our own psychological makeup and physical well-being, and other forms, such as
religion and spiritual teachings from many cultures’

And he makes an incredibly important point: ‘Perhaps we are performing this seeming desecration in
harmony with the laws of nature, whereby the death of the old gives life to the new. The jackal,
however, knows innately that the destructive analysis must be arrested at just the right moment...
The Egyptian sage would tell us that we must worship-the jackal function in us and find out from
it, through identification, the precise timing and laws applicable in the delicate process of the
transmutation of our epoch.’ (11)

What becomes clear is that the Egyptian way of thinking was rooted in the Hermetic understanding
of ‘As Above So Below’. Thus we can be certain that when the Egyptians observed the workings and
pathologies of the human body they would have drawn analogies not just with the world in which
they lived but the entire cosmos stretching beyond them.

The ancient Egyptian civilization represented a quantum leap on the other ancient cultures. Above
all through the hierarchical organisation and stratification of their society the Egyptians for a time
achieved a degree of stability and wealth previously unheard of which in turn gave them the leisure
to contemplate and analyse the universe in which they found themselves. They were the first people
to develop empirical methods to cure disease, rather than simply seeking spiritual explanations for
it.

It is well known fact that the Egyptians were skilled embalmers. The perfection of their methods is
borne out by the fact Egyptologists have discovered innumerable mummies in states of almost
perfect preservation. The process of embalming inevitably meant that the practitioners could
observe and understand the construction of the human body, even if this didn’t mean they
understood its actual workings.

THE CHANNEL THEORY

The Egyptians developed a theory of physiology that saw the heart as the centre of a system of 46
tubes, or 'channels', which has come to be known as the Channel Theory. They may not have
understood the function of all the different channels — the veins, arteries, intestines, lungs etc - but
they understood one absolutely critical thing — namely that disease always seemed to develop as the
result of one or more of the channels getting blocked.

Their observation of these inner workings was of course always confined to when the body was
dead. But they were also able to arrive at conclusions from their observations of the natural world.

It has been suggested that they made a correlation between the functioning (or malfunctioning) of
their agricultural irrigation channels and the workings of the channels in the body; for they knew
from bitter experiences when an irrigation channel became blocked it could cause immense damage
to their fields.



Many of their cures were based on this 'Channel Theory'. They thought that if they could unblock the
'channels' of the body by making people vomit, or bleed, or empty their bowels, then they could
cure sickness — and they probably weren’t so far wrong...

This may seem ridiculously simplistic. Yet if we stop to think about it how often is a blockage in the
body the cause of disease? And how often in our daily lives do we experience the results of the pipe
of flesh becoming blocked through inadequate digestion with attendant symptoms, of constipation,
heart burn, indigestion, etc. This syndrome extends to all systems of the body. (12)

Recently we have experienced with the roll out of the COVID vaccines an explosion of problems
relating to blood clots — strokes, heart attacks, and other shocking neurological problems. All caused
by blockages caused by the mRNA vaccines. Physicians who have taken the trouble to analyze the
blood of patients who have been recently vaccinated with these vaccines have found that the
common denominator is a disastrous clotting of the blood, to such an extent that the COVID vaccine
has been dubbed ‘the clot shot’. Anything that impedes the flow of blood in the organism is going to
have disastrous consequence — the Egyptians could have told us this. (13)

It might be thought that the Egyptian’s channel theory is similar to the Chinese concept of meridians
in the body that is the basis of the Chinese practise of Acupuncture. The comparison is useful
because it highlights a fundamental distinction between the two cultures.

The Egyptians were empiricists and based their researches upon their observations in real time in
the ‘real’ world. So their channel theory was achieved through observation of the blood vessels and
the gut while the Chinese approach, while still based on observation, was altogether more intuitive
and theoretical, and relied on the concept of an energetic body quite distinct from the corporeal
one. The interesting thing is the efficacy of acupuncture has never gone away; while many of the
observations of the ancient Egyptians have long been superceded.

What does this tell us? The empirical scientific method is only as good and as relevant as the
physician employing it at the time they employ it. This has been clearly demonstrated throughout
the history of medicine that has ensued ever since.

THE GREEKS

The whole history of medicine could be said to witness the gradual erosion of the holistic conception
of human health enjoyed by primitive peoples, up to and including the Egyptians, to an almost
entirely mechanistic understanding of the human body divorced from all spiritual, emotional or
intellectual content.

In some ways it could be said the rot that has led to the medical fascism being rolled out across the
globe today (2021) was instigated by the Greeks. Why? Because the Greeks exalted Reason above all
other human attributes and the faculty of reason was indistinguishable in their thinking from the
employment of logic, and logic is always a left brain activity devoted to separating out and analysing
the constituent parts of a problem or project. And this was their approach to the human body.



And we can be enormously grateful for what the ancient Greeks brought us. For all our science and
technology has stemmed from their understanding of how to employ the faculty of reason. But
unfortunately, the same mentality that eventually saw the creation of the printing press and the
steam engine has been applied to the human body and to the subject of health now to such an
extent that the only thing Western medicine excels at is crisis management.

One of the biggest advances the Greeks made on the Egyptians was the realisation that the human
body was not needed in the afterlife. Whereas the Egyptians were seeking to preserve the body for
the afterlife the Greeks were treating it at as the disposable remnants of this life. Therefore Greek
doctors at Alexandria in Egypt began to dissect bodies. Some even dissected the bodies of criminals
who were still alive. This was how the surgeon Herophilus realised that the brain, not the heart,
controls the movement of the limbs, and Erasistratus discovered that the blood moves through the
veins - although he did not realise that it circulated. Thus the Greeks began to find out in a
systematic way about the inside of the body.

And this understanding was critical for the development of surgery and life saving interventions
when the body has broken down through persistent abuse or neglect. So it has been generally
agreed that the barbaric process of human vivisection was justified, and this also is symptomatic of a
pathological tendency that extends throughout the civilization emanating from the Greeks, a
tendency that can be summed up with the term ‘for the greater good’. Celsus, a Roman writer on
medical history justified the suffering of the criminals as providing 'remedies for innocent people of
all future ages'.....

A Greek physician, Hippocrates is often regarded as the father of modern medicine. A century or
more after his death a group of medical works was gathered together under his name. The
Hippocratic Collection, and in particular the Hippocratic Oath, which is part of it, has remained the
broad basis of medical principle up to our own day.

Hippocrates practised and taught medicine in about 400 BC on the Greek island of Kos. Where
Hippocrates differed from his contemporaries was in paying close attention to the symptoms of
disease, a tendency that has become a disease in itself in the current age where far too often we are
treating symptoms rather than the causes of disease.

| think it is worth reminding ourselves of the precise wording of the Hippocratic Oath taken by every
aspiring physician before entering the medical; profession as published on the website of the NIH in
America:

Hippocratic Oath

I swear by Apollo the physician, and Asclepius, and Hygieia and Panacea and all the gods and
goddesses as my witnesses, that, according to my ability and judgement, | will keep this Oath and
this contract:

To hold him who taught me this art equally dear to me as my parents, to be a partner in life with

him, and to fulfill his needs when required; to look upon his offspring as equals to my own siblings,
and to teach them this art, if they shall wish to learn it, without fee or contract; and that by the set
rules, lectures, and every other mode of instruction, | will impart a knowledge of the art to my own



sons, and those of my teachers, and to students bound by this contract and having sworn this Oath
to the law of medicine, but to no others.

1 will use those dietary regimens which will benefit my patients according to my greatest ability
and judgement, and I will do no harm or injustice to them.

1 will not give a lethal drug to anyone if | am asked, nor will | advise such a plan; and similarly I will
not give a woman a pessary to cause an abortion.

In purity and according to divine law will I carry out my life and my art.

1 will not use the knife, even upon those suffering from stones, but | will leave this to those who are
trained in this craft.

Into whatever homes I go, | will enter them for the benefit of the sick, avoiding any voluntary act
of impropriety or corruption, including the seduction of women or men, whether they are free men
or slaves.

Whatever | see or hear in the lives of my patients, whether in connection with my professional
practice or not, which ought not to be spoken of outside, | will keep secret, as considering all such
things to be private.

So long as | maintain this Oath faithfully and without corruption, may it be granted to me to
partake of life fully and the practice of my art, gaining the respect of all men for all time. However,
should I transgress this Oath and violate it, may the opposite be my fate.

Translated by Michael North, National Library of Medicine, 2002 (14)

Interestingly it is published with this addenda ‘It also does not explicitly contain the phrase, "First, do
no harm," which is commonly attributed to it.” And no, it doesn’t contain the phrase ‘First do no
harm’ but it does contain the phrase ‘and | will do no harm or injustice to them’ i.e. my patients....

| wonder why the NIH is so keen to point out the phrase ‘First do no harm’ is not included? Does it
suggest it’s OK to commit harm secondarily or thirdly? The text itself doesn’t qualify the statement.
Actually ‘1 will do no harm or injustice’ is far more all-inclusive than ‘First do no harm’. And in the
COVID era it has been all but totally abandoned. For now it would seem the Hippocratic Oath has
been wholly dismissed and physicians are ONLY answerable to the administration they serve rather
than the individual needs of the patient.

FOUR HUMOURS

It was another Greek physician, one Polybus, who had an even more far reaching influence on the
history of medicine when in an essay entitled On the Nature of Man he introduced a medical theory
which became orthodox in Europe for some 2000 years. (I have seen this sometimes attributed to
Hippocrates himself) It states that human beings are composed of four substances or 'humours', just
as inanimate matter is made up of four elements.



The Human body contains blood, phlegm, yellow bile, and black bile. These are the things that make
up its constitution and cause its pains and health. Health is primarily that state in which these
constituent substances are in the correct proportion to each other, both in strength and quantity, and
are well mixed. Pain occurs when one of the substances presents either a deficiency or an excess, or is
separated in the body and not mixed with others. (15)

Too much of any one humour will give a person certain recognizable characteristics. He or she will
be sanguine, phlegmatic, melancholy or choleric.

This notion of the humours prevailed until the middle of the 19*" century when it was supplanted by
Pasteur’s Germ Theory. | leave the reader to decide whether that was a good thing or not... (16)

THE ROMANS

The Romans were a highly practical people as befits a nation of empire builders. The same mentality
that prevailed in ancient Rome prevails across the world today with one critical difference. Where
the Romans instigated measures that demonstrably made sense and saved lives we in the 21%
century seem to be hell bent on instigating as many modalities that destroy lives as we can muster.

The Romans preferred prevention to cure and put all their energies into public health facilities,
rather than following the medical theories that they knew about from the Greeks — who they
distrusted.

Like the Egyptians and the Greeks, the Romans believed in personal health and hygiene. The writer
Juvenal coined the phrase ‘a healthy mind in a healthy body’ while Celsus advised exercises before a
meal, and bathing weak parts of the body. Galen prescribed gym exercises and deep breathing as a
way to health.

GALEN

Galen was of Greek origin but is usually remembered as Roman since most of his professional life
was spent in the service of Rome. He was the first physician to be passionate about writing and his
huge influence can be put down almost entirely to the assiduousness with which he documented all
his observations. These observations came from two sources — working as the attending physician to
gladiators and his dissection of apes and pigs.

In AD 158 Galen was appointed chief physician to the gladiators in Pergamum. The appointment
inevitably gave him the opportunity to study wounds of all kinds. His knowledge of muscles was
invaluable in enabling him to warn his patients of the likely outcome of the operations he carried out
on them. But it was principally his dissection of apes and pigs which gave him the detailed
information for his medical tracts on the organs of the body. Nearly 100 of these tracts survive. They
became the basis of Galen's great reputation in medieval medicine, unchallenged until the
anatomical work of Vesalius.



Through his experiments Galen was able to overturn many long-held beliefs, such as the theory (first
proposed by the Hippocratic school in about 400 BC, and maintained even by the physicians of
Alexandria) that the arteries contain air - carrying it to all parts of the body from the heart and the
lungs. This belief is based originally on the arteries of dead animals, which appear to be empty.

Galen demonstrated that living arteries contain blood. His error, which became the established
medical orthodoxy for centuries, was to assume that the blood goes back and forth from the heart in
an ebb-and-flow motion. This theory held sway until the time of Harvey.

Nevertheless Galen had an incalculable influence on medicine for the next 1000 years. His books
shows a sound knowledge of bone structure. He also studied the lungs, the muscles, the heart and
blood and the nervous system. From his experiments on pigs when he cut the spinal cord in different
places he realised how the nervous system takes messages from the brain to the muscles. Inevitably
he made some mistakes in his anatomical discoveries, solely carried out on pigs and monkeys, when
translating the results of his experiments onto humans. But he remains a giant in innovation for his
time and can be compared with Ptolemy in the world of astronomy, in that he established a
paradigm which, although faulty, yet prevailed for centuries to come.

THE DARK AGES

Mediaeval medicine acknowledged many essentials to health that we seem to have lost, namely the
importance of fresh air and exercise and the state of your spiritual health. In mediaeval times it was
advocated that you visit your priest BEFORE you visit a doctor. And when you consider the work of
Bruce Lipton and Louise Haye it is easy to see there was scientific justification for this. We get sick far
more easily from the way we think than from what we eat.....(17)

Mediaeval medicine was dominated by practitioners in the Church and by so-called folk remedies —
that is plant and herbal remedies that had been discovered and utilised successfully by generations
of ordinary people going about their ordinary lives.

The only hospitals tended to be affiliated either to universities or monasteries. In his play Romeo
and Juliet Shakespeare portrays a monk Friar Lawrence who eloquently describes the powers he has
discovered in plants and herbs:

O, mickle is the powerful grace that lies

In herbs, plants, stones, and their true qualities:
For nought so vile that on the earth doth live
But to the earth some special good doth give,
Nor aught so good but strain'd from that fair use
Revolts from true birth, stumbling on abuse:

Virtue itself turns vice, being misapplied;



And vice sometimes by action dignified.

Within the infant rind of this small flower

Poison hath residence and medicine power:

For this, being smelt, with that part cheers each part;
Being tasted, slays all senses with the heart.

Two such opposed kings encamp them still

In man as well as herbs, grace and rude will;

And where the worser is predominant,

Full soon the canker death eats up that plant.

Thus we can see the application of the Christian sentiments that inevitably filled a monk’s life,
sentiments that ultimately see Christ as the ultimate physician and all of Creation as being in some
way reflective of the duality at the heart of the Christian religion — the potential for grace or sin,
health or sickness being ever held in a constant delicate balance.

The words of Friar Lawrence could have been taken from the writings of Paracelsus. Paracelsus was
one of the great physicians of mediaeval times and he brought to the task of healing people a unique
perspective

A DIFFERENT VIEW OF THE PHYSICIAN’S JOB — PARACELSUS & GOETHE

Paracelsus’s philosophy and practise of medicine was rooted in the Hermetic Notion of ‘As above So
below’. For Paracelsus there could be no distinction between the inner and the outer, the physical
and the spiritual, between subject and object. The essence of his medicine was the conviction that
‘Life is spiritual’.

“It cannot be denied that the air gives life to all corporeal things, such as grow from the earth and
are born of it ; but the special life of each thing is a spiritual being, an invisible and intangible spirit
There is nothing corporeal which has not within itself a spiritual essence, and there is nothing which
does not contain a life hidden within. Life is something spiritual. Life is not only in that which moves,
such as men and animals, but in all things ; for what would be a corporeal form without a spirit? The
form may be destroyed, but the spirit remains and is living, for it is the subjective life. There are as
many spirits and lives as there are bodily forms. Therefore there are celestial, infernal, and terrestrial
spirits, spirits of human beings, of metals, stones, plants, &c.

The spirit is the life and the balsam within all corporeal things"(18)



This is about as far removed as it would be possible to be from the modern practise of medicine,
which views the physical body as no more than a machine and searches always for one solution one
panacea for each particular disease, instead of acknowledging, as Paracelsus did, that two
individuals may demonstrate identical symptoms but require entirely different treatment according
to their distinctive individual functioning as spiritual beings.

Now it seems to me that the reason Paracelsus is dismissed today as antiquated, and unscientific, is
not so much a question of what he was actually saying but a question of semantics — that is how he
said it.

We may struggle today with notions of the magical or the spiritual. We may fancy ourselves as
hardened materialists who refuse to acknowledge anything beyond the material; but if we discount
all the talk about spirits and magic and supplant it with the notion of our interior emotional,
psychological life, maybe we won’t find it so difficult to understand where Paracelsus is coming
from; because whether or not we believe in an afterlife or even a spiritual life, we all know that we
have an emotional life — because we experience it day in day out.

And we may attribute this emotional life merely to the action of hormones and the functioning of
the endocrine system —i.e. we may ascribe our emotions purely to physiological causes; but perhaps
we might allow ourselves to wonder is it possible that the emotions that we allow ourselves to
experience might have an influence on the physical functioning of the endocrine system...?

If we really think about it we know that our physical and emotional or psychological lives are
inextricably entwined. If we eat a big meal we feel sleepy, if we don’t get enough sleep we get tired
and irritable. Conversely if we are setting out on holiday, regardless of whether we’ve had enough
sleep, regardless of what we had to eat for breakfast we feel happy and excited. Merely thinking
about something can change the way we feel physically. We think about starting a new job we get
‘butterflies’ in the pit of the stomach. We think about someone who has just died we feel sad, we
may even weep. We look through a family photo album and we are carried away with a flood of
memories every one of which may evoke a different emotion. And yes, those emotions are the result
of changes in the balance of endocrines in our blood stream, but it doesn’t change the fact that
those physiological changes responsible for the change in emotions were evoked, initiated by,
thoughts — mind influences matter every bit as much as matter influences mind — the two cannot be
separated out. And this is all that Paracelsus - and Goethe after him - are arguing for; that we cannot
discount the mental component in our lives — the spiritual component — call it what you will.

So much disease is initiated by the way in which we experience our lives emotionally and
psychologically. Most animals only get sick when they are about to die. Human beings get sick all the
time; and the reason for this is the complexity of the relationship between the physical and mental
components.

The central concept in Paracelsus’ medical philosophy is that of signature. Every organic being has its
own signature and the job of the physician is to identify what the signature is and bring like together
with like (see below)

We can see how this concept was the basis of Homeopathy.



In De Natura (Check) Paracelsus writes:

‘I have reflected a great deal upon the magical powers of the soul of man, and | have discovered a
great many secrets in Nature, and | will tell you that he only can be a true physician who has
acquired this power. If our physicians did possess it, their books might be burnt and their medicines
be thrown into the ocean, and the world would be all the more benefited by it. Magic inventrix finds
everywhere what is needed, and more than will be required. The soul does not perceive the external
or internal physical construction of herbs and roots, but it intuitively perceives their powers and
virtues, and recognises at once their signatum. This signatum (or signature) is a certain organic vital
activity, giving to each natural object (in contradistinction to artificially made objects) a certain
similarity with a certain condition produced by disease, and through which health may be restored in
specific diseases in the diseased part.

This signatum is often expressed even in the exterior form of things, and by observing that form we
may learn something in regard to their interior qualities, even without using our interior sight. We
see that the internal character of a man is often expressed in his exterior appearance, even in the
manner of his walking and in the sound of his voice. Likewise the hidden character of things is to a
certain extent expressed in their outward forms. As long as man remained in a natural state, he
recognised the signatures of things and knew their true character; but the more he diverged from the
path of Nature, and the more his mind became captivated by illusive external appearances...’(19)

This concept of the signature of things is at the heart of the ancient art of medicine practised to this
day by the shamans in native Indian tribes such as the Navaho of South America.

What Paracelsus is saying is that originally Man had the ability to recognise and identify this
signature of things — but we lost the ability through the process of so called civilisation and the
scientific approach which separates us out from the universe that surrounds us, that insists on
making a clear distinction between subject and object.

The Navaho Indians drink ayahuasca and other hallucinogenics in order to enter into the spirit of
plants. By so doing they can identify which plant can be used for which patient; notice | do not say
‘which condition’, but ‘which patient’ — because it is of the essence of Paracelsus’s procedure that
each patient is unique and will require specific antidote — not necessarily applicable to any other
patient with the same condition.

THE RISE OF MATERIALISM

From the 17% century on this sort of approach to medicine became absolutely taboo, dismissed as
airy fairy nonsense — the province of poets and mystics, not men of science.

One poet who refused to accept this hard and fast distinction between science and art, between
mind and matter, body and spirit was Wilhem Goethe. In his book The Lost Art of Imagination Gary
Lachmann writes at length about Goethe’s unique approach to scientific research. Concerning
evolution:



‘(Goethe) did not see it as a mechanical process, driven by ‘natural selection,” ‘survival of the fittest’
and accidental mutations brought about by sheer chance. On the contrary, evolution for Goethe was
the sign of an intelligent force working from within outward, rather than the result of purely external
factors impinging on a passive, reactive matter. Nature was a great alchemist and in its manifold
forms Goethe saw the active, creative response of life to the surroundings in which it found itself, as
well as the growth and development of its own inherent purposiveness, its own self-direction. For
Goethe life was not some infinitely plastic stuff that would passively submit to the push and pull of
the environment, but an intelligent creative force that took advantage of the conditions in which it
found itself in order to actualise to the optimum its inherent possibilities.’ (20)

The key sentence here is

Nature was a great alchemist and in its manifold forms Goethe saw the active, creative response of
life to the surroundings in which it found itself, as well as the growth and development of its own
inherent purposiveness, its own self-direction

Now this may strike us as no less airy fairy than the writings of Paracelsus. But in the New Biology
there is increasingly acknowledgement of the fact that environment is the clue to gene expression.
(21)

Through his study of plants Goethe came to the conclusion that all plants are but manifestations of
the Urpflanze — the ultimate plant that was expressing itself in a myriad different ways through all
individual plants

Lachman again:

Many have tried to explain it and Goethe himself was aware of the difficulty in doing so. ‘My theory
is difficult to describe,” he confided in a journal. ‘No matter how clearly and exactly it is written
down, it is impossible to understand merely from reading’. Goethe’s remark tells us that what is
important in being able to understand his idea is that one should have the kind of experience that
enabled Goethe to see his Primal Plant. One could know it adequately only in this way, and this
required a special effort of imagination, what Goethe called ‘active seeing’, something different
from the passive reflection we usually consider ‘seeing’ to be. Goethe’s ‘active seeing’ is similar to
the effort that Owen Barfield suggested was needed in order to experience ‘participation’
consciously. In essence Goethe and Barfield are speaking of the same thing: using the imagination
as a means of knowledge. Goethe’s Urpflanze was — or is — a kind of botanical Platonic Form, an
ideal model from which all actual plants emerge. In Jungian terms we can say it is the ‘archetypal’
plant.” (22)

Now this notion of ‘active seeing’ is no different from what Paracelsus is talking about when he talks
about the signature of things: ‘This signatum is often expressed even in the exterior form of things,
and by observing that form we may learn something in regard to their interior qualities’.

It is also, | would suggest, this very form of ‘active seeing’ that the Navaho Indians aim to promote
when under the influence of ayahuasca — seeing through the surface of things to the essence
contained within. And it is this concern for the essence of things that is demonstrably lacking from
contemporary medicine and | am convinced is responsible for the total stalemate that pertains when
it comes to the treatment of cancer.



As Wilhelm Reich ascertained cancer is a disease of the entire organism; and is more often than not
preceded by emotional distress or dysfunction. If we don’t take this into account we are unlikely to
get to the root of the problem.

PETROLEUM

It is impossible to discuss the disease of modern medicine without reference to petroleum which is
at the base of so many pharmaceutical products. Indeed it was John Rockefeller’s realisation that he
could capitalise on the waste products of his oil production through utilising them in the productions
of medicines that enabled him to monopolise the medical industry and ultimately monopolise global
health through the creation of the World Health Organisation — with all the disastrous consequences
we see today.

It may seem a very strange notion that medicine can come from petroleum but the potential for
medical applications of petroleum has been known for centuries. ‘Petroleum’ is a Latinization of the
Byzantine Greek and means “rock oil,” a straightforward description of the syrup of hydrocarbons
found between layers of rock. Centuries before being tapped and processed to power the modern
world petroleum had been employed for medicinal purposes. The Persian polymath Ibn Sina (c.980-
1037), who was known in the West as Avicenna, discussed medicinal petroleum in his enormously
influential encyclopaedia of medicine. Its translation into Latin spread that knowledge into Europe,
where it reached Constantinus Africanus (c.1020-1087), the first Latin writer to ‘employ the word
petroleum’ (23)

So there’s nothing new about the medicinal use of petroleum. What is new is the sheer scale and
ubiquity of it. Mention of petroleum leads us inexorably to the founding of what | shall call the
Medical Industrial Complex.
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SOME HISTORY: CHAPTER 2 THE FOUNDING OF ROCKEFELLER MEDICINE

DR DULCAMARA

It is impossible to comprehend the state of modern medicine without understanding the influence of
the Rockefeller family, and their impact on the development of the medical industrial complex over
the past 100 years or so. Two researchers in recent years have revealed in depth the Rockefeller
influence - G. Edward Griffin and James Corbett in his documentary “How Big Oil Conquered the
World,”

Until the latter half of the 19'" century most medicines were natural products that could not be
patented and therefore could not be capitalised upon, except by individuals concocting their own
potions — individuals like JDR’s father William Rockefeller who was little more than a travelling
salesman who travelled the US retailing various potions making outlandish claims for his dubious
products, not unlike Doctor Dulcamara in Donizetti’s opera L’elisir d’amore,The Elixir of Love. The
elixir of the title is in actual fact nothing more than wine decanted into a medicine bottle.

An article that appeared in the St Louis Dispatch of Feb 2" 1908 described how for years, William
lived under assumed names and prior to his death had been masquerading as Dr. Levingston. An
associate recalled how he “had a big jug of medicine and [he] treated all diseases from the same
jug,” The good doctor would laugh about his concoction magically being able to cure anyone willing
to give him money. William would have been astounded at the massive industry his son was
instrumental in bringing into existence using precisely the same con trick - the notion ‘Doctor always
know best’ — even when he doesn’t. (1)

John D. learned a lot from his father’s example. William Rockefeller had called his brand of snake oil
“Nujol,” which stood for “new oil,”. His son’s company Standard Oil promoted “Nujol” as a laxative
under their Stanco subsidiary. “Nujol” sold at the druggist for 28 cents per six ounce bottle; it cost
Standard Qil less than one-fifth of one cent to manufacture. Thus was immediately illustrated a
potential for mark up and profit that was too good to be true.

In his book, “Bloodlines of the Illuminati,” Fritz Springmeier describes how JD’s father (William Avery
Rockefeller, 1810-19067?) was “totally corrupt and lacked any type of morals.” He was a con-man, a
gambler, a bigamist, involved in the occult, practiced black magic, sold narcotics (it wasn’t illegal
then), and eventually went into the oil business. He stole, lied, and abused his way through life, and
although he wore the best of clothes and never lacked for money, he made most of his money
dishonestly. He married at least two women around the U.S., and had a number of mistresses. He
was charged with raping a woman and escaped the state of New York to prevent being sent to jail
for it. (2)

JD’s mother was Eliza Davidson. When she married William, she moved in with him and his mistress.
Springmeier’s book alleges that Eliza was an extremely cruel woman although historians have been
persuaded to characterize her as a very pious woman. She may well have been both — pious and



cruel — the two often go together. For what is piety other than self righteousness? And self
righteousness is always indifferent to the needs and feelings of the other; in other words cruel.

It was in this environment that young JD grew up, an environment devoid of real love, warmth and
affection, an environment that undoubtedly shaped his psychological outlook on life. Springmeier
notes that one of the most compelling attributes in JD’s rise to power was his utter ruthlessness; he
was willing to do anything to gain power over others. His abiding motto was ‘The only sin is
competition’ and he had a genius for removing it.

HOW DOES AN OIL MAGNATE BECOME A MEDICAL EXPERT?

So how is it an oil tycoon came to involve himself in medicine? In the case of John D. Rockefeller the
answer is simple. He had made a vast fortune out of drilling for oil. Qil is the result of but one part of
a process that also releases coal and gas. Inevitably in the search for oil there is an accumulation of
other products that are useless to the oil producer. Chief among these other products is coal tar. By
the time John D entered the oil business coal tar had already been identified as having anti microbial
properties.

Let us not forget that anti microbial means anti life; that is a poison. This is the crux of the matter.
Once Pasteur’s Germ Theory had established itself as prevailing dogma the principle challenge for
the newly emerging medical profession was finding the means to kill the invading critters — that is
the germs and viruses marauding across the planet waiting to assail us all. What was needed was a
poison that would do this without killing the patient.

Coal tar was initially considered a filthy, useless industrial waste product, a result of gas production
from coal. However, in the 19%" century it became the foundation of the European dyestuffs
industry, and it was not long before it also became the foundation of the pharmaceutical drug
industry.

Indeed there was a time when coal tar derivative dyes and drugs were interchangeable: chemicals in
coal tar were altered and turned into both dyes and drugs. For instance in 1856, 18 year old William
Henry Perkin was trying to synthesize quinine, the anti-malarial drug, when he accidentally created
“aniline purple” dye, later renamed “mauve” or “mauveine”. Coal tar derivatives are still used in
cosmetics and pharmaceuticals to this day.

When chemists started making claims for medicinal properties in the chemical compounds resulting

from their researches into dyes a whole new market opened up because suddenly it was possible to

come up with an entirely original concoction, patent it, and mass produce it. The first prime example
of this was Bayer’s success with Aspirin derived from the willow tree.

In 1828 Johann Biichner, a professor at the University of Munich, isolated a yellow substance from
the tannins of willow trees that he named salicin, the Latin word for willow. In 1829 a pure
crystalline form of salicin was isolated by Henri Leroux, a French pharmacist, who then used it to
treat rheumatism. In the late 1800s large-scale production of salicylic acid for the treatment of pain
and fever was initiated by the Heyden Chemical Company in Germany. (3)



The firm Bayer was founded in 1863 in Barmen as a partnership between dye salesman Friedrich
Bayer and dyer Friedrich Weskott as a dyestuffs producer.

Wikipedia tells us: ‘The versatility of aniline chemistry led Bayer to expand their business into other
areas, and in 1899 Bayer launched the compound acetylsalicylic acid under the trademarked name
Aspirin. In 1904 Bayer received a trademark for the "Bayer Cross" logo, which was subsequently
stamped onto each aspirin tablet, creating an iconic product that is still sold by Bayer.

In 1898, Bayer began selling patented Diacetylmorphine which Bayer aggressively promoted as
“Heroin,” a product of boiling opium, as a children’s cough medicine, or for adults, claiming it was
not addictive....” (4)

Bayer’s success with Aspirin and Heroin was a major incentive to any ambitious entrepreneur, and
pointed the way to a bright future for any promoter of this new type of medicine, which has
sometimes been characterised as Heroic medicine, a medicine based above all on fighting and
destroying symptomes.

What is Aspirin? An analgesic and pain killer. What does every living creature want to avoid at all
costs? Pain. This was the USP, the central marketing tactic for the new medicine. It was a means of
achieving a pain free existence.

It was also the beginning of the end in terms of the human race understanding what really
constitutes health. Because this new paradigm was aimed principally at treating symptoms — of
which pain has always been the most egregious. And eventually this addressing of symptoms would
become the centre of the business model that assumes health is no more than an absence of
symptoms — or pain.

| have seen it suggested that a great part of the overwhelming mortality experienced globally in the
so called Spanish flu was caused by chronic over prescription of aspirin and | can well believe it. It is
a problem that remains to this day with a huge over dependency on antipyretics such as
paracetamol and ibuprofen both of which can have fatal consequences if used to excess and both of
which interfere with the cell mediated response so critical to achieving lasting immunity to anything.
Tamiflu is only the latest rebranding of this sort of medication designed to stop the symptoms in
their track.

Thus it was patent medicine and European chemistry morphed into a paradigm of pharmaceutical
drugs, where industrial titans such as Rockefeller and Carnegie poured bottomless funds into the
creation of entire medical schools, licensing laws, research projects, and more.

This new concept of medicine has to be understood in the context of the Industrial Revolution which
in itself was a product of the Age of Enlightenment that put Man at the centre of the universe and
established the conviction that Man was infinitely perfectible.

The notion established itself that Mankind could achieve anything — anything at all. By the beginning
of the 20" century having established electricity, telecommunications, locomotion and very shortly
aviation, it didn’t seem too far-fetched to imagine that it was going to be possible to eradicate
disease in the same way we had learned to defy gravity and communicate across the air waves. And



JDR saw himself as the man who was going to achieve this. The incentive was purely monetary. The
best thing about petrochemicals was that everything could be patented and sold for high profits.

But there was one big problem for Rockefeller and that was that natural/herbal medicines were very
popular in America at that time. Almost half the doctors and medical colleges in the U.S. were
practicing holistic medicine, using knowledge from Europe and Native Americans.

| watched an interview recently with Dr Rima Laibow, who at the outset of the interview describes
how in one of the first lectures she attended at medical school she was informed that virtually
everything she would be treating in her career would be side effects — side effects from
pharmaceutical drugs, because, as the instructor informed her, virtually every pharmaceutical drug
prescribed poisons the enzyme systems in the body. Dr Laibow never forgot the lesson. She has
never prescribed a pharmaceutical drug. (5)

And yet this is the paradigm that has been relentlessly promoted for well over a century now and
has resulted in a situation where iatrogenic death — death caused by medical error —is the third
leading cause of death in the world behind cancer and heart disease. When you realise that a vast
amount of cancer and heart disease is caused by prescriptions of pharmaceutical drugs,
prescriptions that are probably not included as being the result of medical error this pushes
iatrogenic death to the NO 1 cause of death on the planet today; and this is what Rockefeller and
Carnegie poured their millions into.

COLOURANTS
Dr Stefan Lanke has described how it was discovered dyes have antimicrobial properties:

‘The second thing that was derived from Germany and Robert Koch, was this: Robert Koch relied on
new colorants to be able to dye bacteria. And naturally, he received these dyes from the colorant
industry. Then, all other medical researcher took the same colorants, took healthy tissue, they
acidified the tissue and discovered they had the same colouring reaction and the exact same
bacteria can be seen and photographed, just as Robert Koch did.

But then they also discovered, these dyes killed bacteria by making holes in them, they inhibit the
DNA of the bacteria, these can no longer reproduce, the bacteria die. From this, antibiotics were
derived, from colorants. BASF, BAYER, |G Farben, Hoechst, Merk and so on.

The pharma- industry was derived from colorant manufacturers based on the infection hypothesis.’

(6)

This article is essential reading for anyone who wants to get a grasp on the historical perspective
behind virology — a perspective that has almost wholly been excised from the history books.

Lanke’s English is limited, or the translation makes quaint reading, but the message is abundantly
clear. It is impossible to divorce the history of medicine from political history. As Rudolph Virchow ,
the bacteriologist with the most integrity, once remarked "Medicine is a social science, and politics is
nothing else but medicine on a large scale".



Before the advent of penicillin the principle anti microbial medication was sulfonamide.

Wikipedia explains: ‘Sulfonamide drugs were the first broadly effective antibacterials to be used
systemically, and paved the way for the antibiotic revolution in medicine. The first sulfonamide,
trade-named Prontosil, was a prodrug. Experiments with Prontosil began in 1932 in the laboratories
of Bayer AG, at that time a component of the huge German chemical trust IG Farben. The Bayer
team believed that coal-tar dyes which are able to bind preferentially to bacteria and parasites might
be used to attack harmful organisms in the body. After years of fruitless trial-and-error work on
hundreds of dyes, a team led by physician/researcher Gerhard Domagk (working under the general
direction of IG Farben executive Heinrich Horlein) finally found one that worked: a red dye
synthesized by Bayer chemist Josef Klarer that had remarkable effects on stopping some bacterial
infections in mice. The first official communication about the breakthrough discovery was not
published until 1935, more than two years after the drug was patented by Klarer and his research
partner Fritz Mietzsch’ (7)

Thus medicine was no longer primarily about Biology. It was primarily about chemistry and could be
practised under the cloak of ‘science’ — the same science that had so successfully ushered in the
Industrial Revolution and all the technological advancements that came with it.

There can be no question that the ascendancy of Pasteur’s Germ Theory in the halls of medicine was
principally responsible for instigating this new medical paradigm; for the Germ Theory is a paradigm
that characterises disease as the enemy - an enemy that has to be sought out and exterminated. The
fact that Pasteur was a chemist and not a biologist only underlines the paradigm shift that was
taking place.

The genius of Pasteur did not lie in his understanding of biology but in his understanding of the tenor
of the times and the ruthless ethic of self aggrandizing power and corruption that underpinned the
capitalism and colonialism which had characterised the 19'" century, and was in itself only a
reflection of his own ruthless ambition, no different from that of J.D. Rockefeller.

Once Rockefeller had appreciated the profit potential the new medicine presented it wasn’t long
before he set about getting in on the act. The first thing was to establish an unassailable monopoly
over the means of production. To this end he joined forces with other oligarchs like Andrew
Carnegie, the steel magnate, Henry Ford et al whose wealth was comparable to his; principle among
these was Carnegie. The combination of the oil tycoon and the steel tycoon was enough to ensure
success even in an endeavour as preposterous as transforming and monopolising the practice of
medicine.

WHY MONOMORPHIC V PLEOMORPHIC MATTERS

Now all this was only possible because in France in the mid 19" century it had been resolved that all
pathogens are monomorphic, that is have only one form and can thus be clearly isolated and then
medicated. It was from this moment originated the notion of a Pill for Every Ill. Alexander Fleming’s
discovery of antibiotics sealed the fate of the human race because it appeared to ratify the notion
that an ANTI- biotic could be applied as a cure for every alien, invading biotic...



But the problem is, as we have seen, Pasteur was wrong — demonstrably so. Pathogens — viruses and
bacteria - are not monomorphic they are pleomorthic. That is they are constantly changing shape
and function in order to adapt to the environment they find themselves in.

Now the question has to be asked — if bacteria are monomorphic, that is they can’t change shape
and function, HOW IS IT POSSIBLE THAT BUGS EVOLVE INTO SUPERBUGS....? How is it possible that
we have the whole problem of drug resistance due to mutating bacteria that can no longer be killed
by the antibiotic administered? If bacteria are all monomorphic, having one identity from first to
last, how is it they yet manage to change themselves? Can somebody please suggest an answer to
this question?

| have to admit none of this was of any interest to me whatsoever, until the global lockdown of
March 2020, when suddenly | realised that this entirely erroneous theory (and that is all it has ever
been — a theory) was being weaponized against the human race. And suddenly | realised it is now the
ONLY question of any importance and something that EVERYBODY needs to be talking about
because the future of the species is at stake. Medical orthodoxy has now shown its hand — has
revealed what it truly is — a means of instigating the enslavement of the entire human race.

ROCKEFELLER’S FLUNKEYS

In 1901, John D. established the Rockefeller Institute for Medical Research modelled on the Pasteur
Institute in France and the Robert Koch Institute in Germany. He recruited Simon Flexner, a
pathology professor at the University of Pennsylvania, to serve as its director. Simon’s brother,
Abraham, was also in education and was contracted by the Carnegie Foundation to write a report on
the state of the American medical education system.

Flexner travelled the length and breadth of the nation visiting every single medical school. Ostensibly
the reason was to improve the level of medical training in America and bring it up to European
levels. The report made several recommendations:

1 Reduce the number of medical schools (from 155 to 31) and the number of poorly trained
physicians;

2 Increase the prerequisites to enter medical training;

3 Train physicians to practice in a scientific manner and engage medical faculty in research;
4 Give medical schools control of clinical instruction in hospitals

5 Strengthen state regulation of medical licensure (8)

It also advocated that whatever schools remaining should be affiliated with existing universities
rather than be allowed to exist as independent entities. Ostensibly the reason for this was that it
would be difficult for medical schools to be self sustaining financially and it would be easier if it were
incorporated into a greater educational body. In reality this was part of Rockefeller’'s ambition not
just to train medical stooges but to influence and ultimately dictate educational policy. This is the
man who said: “l don’t want a nation of thinkers, | want a nation of workers.”



Rockefeller’s business advisor Frederick T Gates was more explicit: “In our dream we have limitless
resources, and the people yield themselves with perfect docility to our moulding hand. The present
educational conventions fade from our minds; and, unhampered by tradition, we work our own
good will upon a grateful and responsive rural folk. We shall not try to make these people or any of
their children into philosophers or men of learning or of science. We are not to raise up among
them authors, orators, poets, or men of letters. We shall not search for embryo great artists,
painters, musicians. Nor will we cherish even the humbler ambition to raise up from among them
lawyers, doctors, preachers, statesmen, of whom we now have ample supply." Rev. Frederick T.
Gates, Business Advisor to John D. Rockefeller Sr., 1913 (9)

In other words what Rockefeller and his associates desired was a population of brainless idiots. And
to be fair only brainless idiots would accept Rockefeller’s entirely nonsensical brand of medicine.

And yet here was Rockefeller employing a low level academic (Flexner) to compile a report to
demonize all natural health remedies and make his own perverted form of medicine the only sort of
medicine anyone could access. The Flexner Report was designed with one goal only - to undermine
all competition to Rockefeller’s patentable medicine. (10)

Thus naturopathic and homeopathic medicine, medical care focused on un-patentable,
uncontrollable natural remedies and cures, was now dismissed as quackery; only chemical drug-
based allopathic medicine requiring expensive medical procedures and lengthy hospital stays was to
be taken seriously.

In 1900, there were close to two dozen homeopathic medical schools, roughly 100 homeopathic
hospitals, and dozens of homeopathic pharmacies in the U.S. By the time Rockefeller and Carnegie
had had their way, on the pretext of following through the recommendations of the Flexner Report
which thay had commissiones, only two homeopathic colleges remained.

In order to ensure the hegemony of his medical products Rockefeller knew it was essential to
propagate the virus theory of Louis Pasteur. To which end his foundation dedicated itself to the new
science of virology. A recent article on Global Research News describes the intention behind this:

Creating Virology

‘This medical takeover, backed by the most influential doctors’ organization, the AMA, and its
corrupt head, Simmons, allowed Simon Flexner to literally create modern virology under Rockefeller
rules. The highly controversial Thomas Milton Rivers, as director of The Rockefeller Institute’s
virology laboratory, established virology as an independent field, separate from bacteriology, during
the 1920s. They realized they could manipulate far easier when they could claim deadly pathogens
that were invisible germs or “viruses.” Ironically virus comes from Latin for poison.

Virology, a reductionist medical fraud, was a creation of the Rockefeller medical cabal. That highly
important fact is buried in the annals of medicine today. Diseases such as smallpox or measles or
poliomyelitis were declared caused by invisible pathogens called specific viruses. If scientists could
“isolate” the invisible virus, theoretically they could find vaccines to protect people from harm. So
their theory went.....



Soon virus researchers at the Rockefeller Institute, in addition to claiming discovery of the
poliomyelitis virus, claimed to discover the viruses that caused smallpox, mumps, measles and
yellow fever. Then they announced “discovery” of preventive vaccines for pneumonia and yellow
fever. All of these “discoveries” announced by the Institute proved false. With the control of the
research in the new area of virology, the Rockefeller Institute, in collusion with Simmons at AMA and
his equally corrupt successor, Morris Fishbein, could promote new patented vaccines or drug
“remedies” in the influential AMA journal that went to every member doctor in America. Drug
companies refusing to pay for ads in the AMA journal were blackballed by the AMA." (11)

It beggars belief that the world stood by and watched as a bunch of power hungry megalomaniacs
determined they were going to introduce and market an entirely unproven and toxic way of
practising medicine and eliminate all the competition that had established itself over millennia; but
then it’s no different from the way in which the human race has allowed itself to be hoodwinked
into submitting to COVID terror. And it is symptomatic of a chronic tendency in human beings to
accept what they are told by authority. And history is always written by the vested interests...

The Rockefeller and Carnegie Foundations started showering millions of dollars on medical research
and educational facilities and in the process dictating policy what could be taught and what could
not be taught resulting in a sweeping overhaul of the American medical system.

It is a well known fact that your average doctor is clueless when it comes to nutrition. And there is a
simple reason for this. The notion that Hippocrates may have been right when he said ‘Let food be
thy medicine and medicine be thy food’ is anathema to an industry intent on propagating the notion
of a ‘pill for every ill’.

G. Edward Griffin has pointed out the takeover of the medical industry was accomplished by the
takeover of the medical schools. Rockefeller, Carnegie and their associates funded the schools only
on condition that they could dictate the curriculum that was taught. To ensure that their objectives
were met a condition of funding was that the school or college would accept onto its board one or
more representatives of the funding body, most usually one or both Flexner brothers and Frederick
Taylor Gates, author of the paragraph above about the need for education to be used solely for
purposes of dumming down the population...(12)

The few remaining accredited schools following the Flexner Report were able to build state of the art
buildings and laboratories, they were able to equip the laboratories with state of the art equipment,
they were able to hire the best teachers, but all on one condition and one condition only, namely,
that they toed the line and only taught what was in the best interests of the funders. ‘Who pays the
piper calls the tune’ has never been more apt.

And what made anyone think that John D Rockefeller scion of a snake oil salesman and con man had
the right to dictate medical policy? It is no different in our own day 120 years later giving a software
merchant (Bill Gates) the right to dictate global health policy.

The procedure of both men is no different from the Mafiosi and their protection rackets. Indeed
modern medicine is one vast protection racket. What we are seeing is the inevitable outcome of a
society that puts a premium not on knowledge or truth but on wealth and prestige.



And it continues up to this day. If you remember that 90% of everybody still believes ‘Doctor knows
best’ and doctors are trained to only mete out one kind of medicine. namely pharmaceutical
medicine, and are not permitted to have a brain of their own and discuss with patients anything
other than pharmaceutical medicine, doctors are very far from being in a position to always know
best; because their horizons have been reduced to the promotion and prosecution of a
demonstrably faulty paradigm. And if they dare step out of line they risk being struck off the medical
register. The general public has been very successfully hoodwinked into believing what Big Pharma
wants it to believe, namely that pharmaceutical drugs are the only means to attain and retain
health.

And yet Pharmaceutical companies are unquestionably the most corrupt companies on planet earth.
And the evidence is all there in the public domain for anyone to see. (13)

But nobody seems to notice — or care. The thinking would seem to be ‘If doctor prescribes it it’s got
to be good’. So what if the companies manufacturing said drug have been sued thousands of times
for causing irreparable harm with their products? So what if the whole industry came into being as
the result of two extremely corrupt individuals who very clearly had no concern but their own
wealth and prestige , namely Louis Pasteur and JD Rockefeller? The public is led to believe these
were two of Mankind’s greatest benefactors — their only motivation being to save lives and alleviate
suffering....

So we accept with impunity the fact that drug companies have virtually taken over the economy.
More than that they are in the process of taking over entire governments and dictating not just
health policy but are getting to the point since the COVID Scamdemic where they can dictate the
small details of people’s lives and countries’ economies.

If you turn on the television in America what do you see? Nothing but advertising from drug
companies. An incredible number of the major channels and the ranking programmes are sponsored
by Pfizer manufacturer of the leading COVID vaccine. What does this tell us? The one thing we can
be sure the programmes are never going to breathe a word against their sponsors. So it’s no
different from the situation with medical schools at the outset of the 20" century and ever since.
The company that sponsors has readymade free marketing. Who pays the piper calls the tune...

HOW KNOWN CARCINOGENS BECAME THE BASIS OF ALL MEDICINES

If you look up coal char on the internet it won’t be long before you come across the fact that is a
known carcinogen, that is it is inimical to human health and likely to cause cancer and you might
wonder why in that case is it used as a medicine. Surely the aim of a medicine is to cure disease not
cause it?

But this is to fail to understand the principle that underpins all allopathic medicine, that is, all
‘scientific’ medicine that relies on the synthesizing and manufacturing of chemical drugs.

It is no accident that quacks are referred to as snake oil salesmen. William Rockefeller, father of John
D Rockefeller is openly acknowledged to have been just that. (14)



The entire edifice of Western medicine is built on the same principle by which we cure somebody of
snakebite, that is, you administer poison in order to illicit an immune response. In the case of
snakebite poisoning the antidote is snake venom, that is, the same substance that caused the
affliction in the first place.

Vaccination — or inoculation - is built on precisely this notion- the notion that you may prevent
disease by administering a portion of it in order to illicit an immune response. Because what
Pasteur’s germ theory engendered was the entirely erroneous notion that each specific disease was
caused by a specific pathogen and ergo the only thing necessary to target each specific disease was
to identify and manufacture a specific antidote to that specific pathogen (see The Disease of
Specificity). (15)

But it goes deeper than this even.

If we remember that coal char is a carcinogen , and then we remember that ALL pharmaceuticals
originate from petroleum products like coal char that are acknowledged to be carcinogens, and that
these products are routinely added to the World Health Organisation’s list of essential medicines,
and then we remember the fact that the world is being assailed by a cancer epidemic of enormous
proportions where 1 in 2 of all human beings is reckoned to receive a cancer diagnosis in their
lifetime, then we can begin to see the true ramifications of our almost total reliance on
petrochemicals.

And it isn’t just about medicines; it’s the colour dies being used throughout the clothing industry it’s
the entire cosmetics and hygiene industry, it’s the plastics we use for bottling and storing, it’s the
pesticides, herbicides and antibiotics routinely being used throughout the farming and agricultural
industries.

What are petroleum products formed from? Decaying matter, the decaying matter formed by long
dead living organisms. An online students’ website explains:

‘The coal we burn today got its start some 300 million years ago. Back then, dinosaurs roamed the
Earth. But they didn’t get incorporated into coal. Instead, plants in bogs and swamps died. As this
greenery sunk to the bottom of those wet areas, it partially decayed and turned into peat. Those
wetlands dried out. Other materials then settled down and covered the peat. With heat, pressure
and time, that peat transformed into coal. To extract coal, people now have to dig deeply into the
earth.

Petroleum — oil and natural gas — comes from a process that started in ancient seas. Small
organisms called plankton lived, died and sank to the bottom of those oceans. As debris settled
down through the water, it covered the dead plankton. Microbes dined on some of the dead.
Chemical reactions further transformed these buried materials. Eventually, two substances formed:
waxy kerogen and a black tar called bitumen (one of the ingredients of petroleum).” (16)

Whether it’s oil, coal or gas the origin is the same — long decayed organic matter.

If we now remember the researches of Bechamp and how the fundamental building blocks of life are
tiny little ferments that he called microzymas (and other researchers have called protids or
somatids), and that Bechamp reckoned these to be immortal and to remain dormant in all decayed



matter, we can begin to see that in our almost total dependence on petrochemicals in the 21°
century we are releasing every minute of every day incalculable numbers of microzymas with every
facet of our industrialized society from the burning of fossil fuels to the manufacture of medicines,
plastic dyes, cosmetics etc.

This came home to me when | came across this on the same website:

‘Any of these organisms, when they die, can be turned into fossil fuels.....but it takes the right
conditions, including an oxygen-free (anoxic) environment. And time. A whole lot of time.’

Now the characteristic of every microorganism inimical to human health is that it is an evolution
from the microzyma that only happens in an anaerobic environment — that is deprived of oxygen.
And what did Otto Warburg win the Nobel Prize Prize for? Identifying that cancer cells can only
survive and proliferate in an anaerobic environment, that is, in the absence of oxygen.

| keep coming back to this. What we are dealing with between health and disease is always and only
different manifestations of life. The same article makes another incredibly important point:

‘Fossil fuels store energy in the bonds between the atoms that make up their molecules. Burning the
fuels breaks apart those bonds. This releases the energy that originally came from the sun. Green
plants had locked up that solar energy within their leaves using photosynthesis, millions of years
ago. Animals ate some of those plants, moving that energy up the food web. Other plants just died
and decayed.’

Now it would be possible to say ‘You see; the petrochemical and pharmaceutical industries are only
recycling energy from the sun —what could be more natural than that...?’

As we know it is possible to say anything about anything. Yes indeed we are always and only
recycling the same energy. In physics there is a law called the conservation of energy:

‘The law of conservation of energy is a physical law that states energy cannot be created or
destroyed but may be changed from one form to another. Another way of stating this law of
chemistry is to say the total energy of an isolated system remains constant or is conserved within a
given frame of reference’ (17)

But we have to go back to Naessens’ SOMATID CYCLE to understand that some manifestations of
energy are conducive to life energy as we need it, while some are inimical to it; and the determining
factor is always the degree to which that manifestation is aerobic — relying on oxygen - or anaerobic
- not relying on oxygen. It is the anaerobic manifestations that are always inimical to biological
organisms that rely absolutely on the presence of oxygen.

This is the central dialectic at the heart of life as we know it.

CONCLUSION

If we understand that all anaerobic organisms are inimical to life we can justifiably identify them as
poisons.



Our entire modern civilization is built on the manufacture and consumption of poisons, that is,
substances inimical to life. This process commenced with the Industrial Revolution and reached its
apogee with the instigation of Rockefeller’s allopathic medical machine which effectively relegated
all naturopathic, herbal homeopathic and osteopathic medicine to the level of quackery —
unscientific and therefore not to be trusted.

The problem has only been compounded by the development of the mass packaging storing and
shipping of food; because inevitably we have grown further and further from our natural biological
origin —the SUN.

When you are consuming fresh fruit and vegetables or even freshly slaughtered animals you are
consuming microzymas that have been bred and have flourished in the sun. When you consume
packaged foods — food that has died months or years previously, when you consume
pharmaceuticals made from petrochemicals you are consuming microzymas that have been dormant
for millions of years and have converted to anaerobic functioning — that is functioning without
oxygen, functioning inimical to life. This is the definition of a poison.

If we recall Dr Rima Laibow’s description of her first lesson at medical school, namely that all
pharmaceutical drugs poison the body’s enzyme systems, we are surely behoven to enquire into the
role and function of enzymes.

What are enzymes? They are described as ‘proteins that act as biological catalysts (biocatalysts).
Catalysts accelerate chemical reactions’ (18)

As such enzymes fulfil the function of a conductor standing in front of an orchestra. They are
responsible for ensuring the smooth functioning of all the body’s operating systems, for maintaining
what is known as homeostasis, a balanced condition conducive to the smooth functioning of the
body, i.e. the condition that we designate as health. If the functioning of the enzymes is interrupted
or damaged there will immediately be collateral damage or ‘side-effects’.

We have had occasion throughout this book to observe that in truth there are no such thing as side
effects. There are only effects. The effect of damaging the enzyme systems is to cause deregulation
of the entire system.

The Wikipedia article on enzymes credits Pasteur as being one of the first to understand the action
of enzymes:

‘when studying the fermentation of sugar to alcohol by yeast, Louis Pasteur concluded that this
fermentation was caused by a vital force contained within the yeast cells called "ferments", which
were thought to function only within living organisms. He wrote that "alcoholic fermentation is an
act correlated with the life and organization of the yeast cells, not with the death or putrefaction of
the cells."’(19)

Of course there is no mention of Bechamp, who was the first to appreciate the critical action of
enzymes (synonymous with his ‘microzyma’ or ‘little ferments’ ) but even Pasteur acknowledged
that these ferments were ‘correlated with the life and organization of the yeast cells, not with the
death or putrefaction of the cells.” And this realization should have given him pause. Because it was
this fact that made Bechamp realise there was no distinction to be made between the living and



decaying other than the nature of the functioning of the same principles of organisation. Thus the
enzymes or microzymas that were essential for maintaining health were equally implicated in
creating disease symptoms, and the determining factor behind how the enzymes or ferments
behaved was entirely dictated by the environment in which they found themselves.

The Wikipedia article acknowledges this very point: Having stated that drugs may be enzyme
supressors or stimulants it continues: ‘An enzyme's activity decreases markedly outside its optimal
temperature and pH, and many enzymes are (permanently) denatured when exposed to excessive
heat, losing their structure and catalytic properties’.

But so fixated was Pasteur on achieving a quick fix —and acquiring for himself the accolades that
would inevitably follow on his supposedly ‘successful’ treatments for diseases such as smallpox,
anthrax and rabies - that he chose to ignore this critical point and continue down the path on
engendering the disease fetish.

THE TERRAIN

Let me try to make this clear. The enzyme or the microzyma is not the problem. The germ is not the
problem. Pasteur acknowledges this himself when he says the yeast ferment that he observes is an
agent of life.

The sole problem in any disease condition is the nature of the terrain in which the disease appears,
principally as Dr Robert O Young has so spectacularly demonstrated the ph level, that is the state of
acidity or alkalinity of the organism that is host to the ferment. Killing the ferment, the pathogen,
the germ, whatever you want to call it, is not the answer. The only answer is to address the ph level
of the blood to ensure that the ferment can no longer function in a dangerous life-threatening
manner and ensure that it will revert to its proper function of sustaining life. (20)

To do this it is necessary to address the nutrition of the body to raise the ph to a level that will
render the germ or ferment harmless. Pharmaceutical medicine does the precise opposite. By killing
enzyme pathways through introduction of poisons — petrochemical drugs - you are not addressing
the problem you are exacerbating it.

There are innumerable modalities that can be employed to create the necessary conditions that the
body will heal itself and regenerate, all of which have been characterised as Terrain medicine.
Terrain medicine doesn’t target the symptom as an enemy but asks the question what is this
symptom telling me about the terrain or the soil of the body and how do | need to change the
terrain in order to change the behaviour of the inhabitants, the symbionts that live within the body,
namely all the multitudinous microorganisms that congregate to form any living biological organism.

But Terrain medicine is dismissed as quackery and its practitioners are dismissed as quacks - for one
reason and one reason only: they cure people and give their patients a new lease of life. The terrain
practitioners show their patients how to avoid getting sick again in the future. They demonstrate
with living results how and why people should avoid once and for all dependency on pharma
medicine. Hence they are a live threat to an industry that relies on ignorance and dependency. And
hence the effort to expunge them in an effort that has been reaching its endgame in the COVID era



when all alternative practitioners are being once again demonised and slandered as quacks just as
Rockefeller and Flexner were doing 100 years ago. It would seem nothing changes.

And nothing has changed for a good reason. Those that instigated the Flexner Report in 1910, the
report that saw all true medicine replaced by petrochemicals, are still in charge of our so called
‘health care’ today. As Jon Rappoport pointed out in an article ‘Exposed: The Nazi roots of the
European Union’ published 7 June 2017 it is possible to trace a direct line of descent from the
instigation of Pharmaceutical medicine consequent to the Flexner Report, to the foundations of the
Nazi regime in the 1930’s, to the foundations of the European Union in 1948 3 years after the end of
World War 2, ratified by the Maastricht Treaty in 1993 (21)

What Rappoport points out is that pharmaceutical and chemical companies have been an intrinsic
part of the globalist agenda that has been unfolding over the past century. Central to the
ascendancy of the Nazi regime was the support of what | have called the medical industrial complex,
which in Germany was epitomised by the notorious corporation I.G. Farben — the corporation
responsible for manufacturing and supplying the Nazi’s with the means to exterminate millions in
the death camps, Auscwitz, Buchenwald, Belsen et al. This was eugenics blatantly carried out in front
of the world, involving the most heinous crimes against humanity ever witnessed in the modern
world. And it was achieved with full compliance, nay connivance, of the medical profession that had
already established itself around Rockefeller’s petrochemicals, i.e. poisons.

The vision of the Nazis was to create a united Europe to be home to the Aryan race - the 1000 year
Reich. They failed. And they failed because ordinary human decency would not accept the
unacceptable. But the vision remained amongst all those who had funded Hitler — which includes the
British and Americans eugenicists, those same individuals that were later to become key figures in
the United Nations, in Unesco, the World Bank and above all the World Health Organization that is
the Rockefellers, the Rothschilds , the Gates, the Harrimens et al. | have detailed elsewhere the
participation of the British and Americans in extreme eugenicist policies.

After the Americans liberated the Nazi Death Camps and films started emerging of the atrocities
perpetrated there eugenics became a dirty word and the very concept was abhorrent to most
civilised people. But the concept never went away. And as Vera Sharav, a Holocaust survivor, has
been extremely vocal in pointing out the same mechanisms that led to the Holocaust can be
observed in broad daylight emerging in the COVID era. And it’s all happening in the name of Health.

Rappoport has spent 30 years exposing the egregious insult to the human race represented by the
pharmaceutical industry and the captured regulatory agencies that have allowed a situation to
develope where iatrogenic death (that is deasth by medical ‘error’ is now reckoned to be the third
leading cause of death in the Western world. The roll out of the mRNA COVID vaccines will
unqguestionably now have moved iatrogenic death into first place.

In the 1940’s it was | G Farben supplying Zyknlon B to the Nazis that led to genocide. In the 2020’s it
is Pfizer and Moderna supplying mRNA vaccines for a fictitious virus. The difference now is whereas
in the 1940’s the extermination was only happening in Germany. Now it is happening globally. The

intention is the same. To remove the undesirables. And as the Club of Rome identified in the 1970’s
we the human race are now collectively ALL the undesirables. Genocide is transpiring and there will



be no liberation of the death camps this time round, only the continuing over loading of the woprld’s
mortuaries and funeral homes.

This is the inevitable result of having allowed ourselves to be persuaded that petrochemical poisons
are a legitimate way to treat disease.
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SOME HISTORY: CHAPTER 3 THE PROBLEM WITH DRUGS

We have seen how everything about modern medicine is about stopping the symptoms — that is
stopping the body from dealing with the problem that it has been presented with. This exclusive
concentration on symptoms means that we are never addressing the cause. Since all disease is
caused by existing toxicity in the organism this concentration on treating symptoms with toxic drugs
is only compounding the problem long term.

We take one symptom and determine what is the appropriate treatment for that symptom; where
appropriate we extract tissue from the patient and examine it microscopically; we then determine
what is occurring according to our ‘engage the enemy and do battle’ paradigm - that is we look for
the invader and then determine how we are going to exterminate the same. We have become
astonishingly good at this but give no thought to the collateral damage that may occur when we
engage the so called enemy.

Since the invader is not an invader at all but is the body’s attempt to correct an existing imbalance
and by removing the symptoms we have effectively stopped the body from its attempts to resolve
the problem we engender a whole sequence of events that can only be described as collateral
damage. Warmongers are familiar with the term. That is they know that when they bomb a
munitions factory for instance they will always kill a number of innocent bystanders —but those lives
are considered to be acceptable ‘collateral damage’.

The procedure of modern medicine is no different: you target your disease with toxic and invasive
therapies, you know that you are going to kill some of your patients but in the great risk/benefit
equation this is considered acceptable. Except it isn't.

Has it ever occurred to anybody that if you did nothing you might actually save more lives? Of course
not.

Now this mentality pervades both the medical profession and all the corporate interests that
sponsor it.

The reason this has been allowed to perpetuate is quite simply that it appears to be a rational and

acceptable procedure. Why? Because the vast majority of the population is already chronically ill in
some capacity or other, that is, their biology is already disrupted to the extent that the body is not

capable of doing the work it was originally designed to do.

So your kindly doctor steps in to assist the body in doing the work it is clearly incapable of doing. And
of course we are hugely grateful when we are relieved of our symptoms and can resume our normal
working lives. But in the process we are not addressing the reason we got sick in the first place.

What we should be doing is assisting the population to restore their biology to a condition when it
can begin to do the work it was designed to do.

Every time we take a prescription medication we compound the problem further by engendering a
whole new catalogue of symptoms, in other words we engender more and more sickness.



What do we see on the box of every prescription medication? An extensive list of side effects. We
may also find a list of drugs suitable for treating these side effects. This in miniature illustrates the
revolving door of pharmaceutical medication.

Let’s look at a particular instance

Drugs are constantly being reviewed for their potential to address different disease conditions. One
such is Nicosaminide described as an antihelmintic, developed in 1958 to treat infestations of
tapeworms. Niclosamide is currently (2020) being investigated as a possible treatment for SARS
Cov2...

You may wonder how a drug to treat tapeworms could possible by an effective treatment for acute
respiratory symptoms ....but here you have one of the most perplexing aspects of modern medicine,
namely that any patented drug may be recycled to treat ANY condition — with impunity. And the
thought occurs, is it a question that it is not the drugs themselves that are occasioning whatever
healing is being effected? Is it possible that the drugs are merely a means of stimulating the immune
system to do the job it has failed to do hitherto by introducing an extra degree of toxicity into the
system which quite literally shocks the immune system into the work it has been failing to do....? If
this were the case it would matter very little which drug you were administering so long as it
administered the requisite shock...

This thought only occurred to me when shortly after | had my spleen removed | acquired a stubborn
‘infection’ and was admitted to hospital where the doctors were quite candid with me — they didn’t
have a clue what the infection was or what anti biotic | needed, so they were just going to blast me
with as much antibiotic as they could until they saw a response. It was the same when my little girl
was being treated for cancer.

What is an antibiotic? It is a means by which you kill bacteria. But as we know an awful lot of
bacteria is becoming anti biotic resistant. We know why this is. We know that it is entirely down to
the fact that all bacteria, viruses, parasites and fungi are pleomorphic - they will keep changing form
and function according to whatever toxicity they are presented with. This is probably the simplest
illustration of why the human race is still extant — in spite of the intense toxification of the planet
that has occurred in the last couple of centuries. To a certain extent our bodies adapt to the levels of
toxicity we confront them with. And they do this because we are largely constructed of bacteria,
viruses and fungi, all of which have recently been designated the Microbiome. The Microbiome is
assisting us every inch of the way, and we insist on demonising it and targeting it for extermination.

Since it is all too clear antibiotics are not the way forward a whole new science of immunology is
developing whereby the doctors do precisely what | have outlined above — that is they shock the
immune system into action. We have seen how my little girl was threatened with high dose
chemotherapy in an aim to wipe out the immune system entirely in the hope that it might reboot
itself.

This is equivalent to introducing a Trojan Horse virus onto your computer in order to wipe the hard
drive in the hope that some months along the line you might be able to reclaim your documents.
The chances of you’re being able to do so are remote. You might reclaim your computer but it’s
unlikely any files will be left. Hardly surprising that most cancer patients after rounds of



chemotherapy and radiation present as hollow shells of their former selves and not infrequently die
shortly afterwards.

Let’s look at a short extract from the abstract ‘Inhibition of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome
Coronavirus Replication by Niclosamide’ (1)

Already in the title we have the clue to the fact we are doing battle with the microbial agents — it
could as well be KGB agents...

The abstract commences with an outline of the emergence of the SARS CoV virus first identified in
southern China in November 2002 and identified as spreading throughout the coming months to the
point where there were 8000 cases reported to W.H.O and 800 fatalities. The opening concludes
‘Thus, effective antiviral agents are urgently needed to fight this emerging deadly disease’

We have to fight this ‘emerging deadly disease’ —the enemy has to be exterminated.

There is no mention in the article that China, the most technocratic country on the planet, has the
highest levels of pollution and corresponding carbon concentration of anywhere on the planet. The
pollution comes from multiple sources - intensive spraying of glyphosate, intensive vaccination
campaigns, intensive concentration of population in overcrowded cities, intensive use of toxic
chemicals for public hygiene, not to mention population wide use of mobile phones (which are a
requirement for every member of the population to achieve their necessary social credit status),
intensive surveillance systems across the country now employing intensive 5G technology; all of
which combine to mean that the inhabitants of Southern China are living in a toxic soup.

The human body is remarkably adaptable and can cope with vast amounts of toxic invasion over
many years. But there inevitably comes a point where the body can cope no more. Think of what
happens if somebody were to place a mask over your face covering your nose and mouth and then
tie a rope around your neck and pull it tighter and tighter. What would happen? You would very
soon be struggling for breath, very soon you would lose consciousness and soon after you would die.
You would die of asphyxiation. This is what is happening to the population of China. And how many
other intensively developed and over populated parts of the world?

Call it what you will Sars Cov2, Sars Cov3, COVID 19, COVID 22, it matters not. You are talking about
one thing and one thing only — oxygen deprivation. The human body — no living organism - can
survive without oxygen.

What do you need to do to avert asphyxiation? You need to remove the mask covering from your
nose and mouth, you need to remove the rope from around your neck. In other words you need to
remove the things that are causing you to asphyxiate. In terms of SarsCov 2 or any other respiratory
condition you need to remove the pollution that is rendering the lungs incapable of doing the job
they were designed to do.

The next part of the abstract describes how ‘A small chemical library consisting of a set of marketed
drugs was evaluated for anti-SARS-CoV activities’, each in turn. Vero E6 cells were infected with SARS
Cov. Drugs were added one hour before infection and then evaluated for inhibitory capacity.
Eventually (2’,5-dichloro-4'-nitrosalicylanilide) one drug was found to be effective as a virus
replication inhibitor - Niclosamide.



From which it can be seen that the virus is the enemy to be exterminated. What is the virus? The
virus — by which read exosome or microzyma — is the body’s means of attempting to remove the
chronic toxicity that has accumulated in the body, or in this case the experimental tissue. And this is
what we are seeking to exterminate.

The word that predominates in this passage of the Abstract is ‘infection’. That is we are taking tissue
from the body (or a body — any body - it could be from a monkey, a bat, a pig or a human). We are
taking Vero E6 cells. We are chemically staining these cells so that we can see them under a
microscope. In other words we are radically altering the nature of what we are looking at before we
even get started and then we are introducing the infective agent which we have decided to call
SarsCov2. How we are doing this is a matter for debate. Since it is a matter of record that we have
never yet succeeded in isolating the supposed virus ‘SarsCov 2’. It would be more accurate to say we
are introducing genetic material that we believe to be associated with ‘SarsCov2’. We are then
waiting to see what happens. Surprise, surprise we see cytopathic effects. That is we see signs of
infection...

What are these signs of ‘infection’? Signs of deterioration and deregulation of the normal
functioning of the cell...

Now surely we would expect to see such signs in any living cell that is removed from the organism in
which it had its origins? Removed from the capacity for oxygen assimilation that is only possible
within the matrix of a living organism, that has been already subjected to chemical staining...?

What did Bechamp, Naessens say about the behaviour of the microzyma/ somatid ? The critical
determining factor is the chemical environment in which it finds itself. How can we be sure that the
signs of cytopathic effects are purely as result of the introduction of the genetic material associated
with SarsCov2? Or is it conceivably the effects of the chemical with which we have stained the
sample, or simply the fact that the cells are naturally deteriorating as a result of having been
removed from their normal environment — or, which is most probable, a combination of all

Once the cytopathic effects have been observed we introduce the drug. And we notice that the
cytopathic effects are inhibited. Yippee! We have just stopped a decaying cell from decaying any
further, in spite of the fact the decaying cell had every right to be decaying since it had already, once
removed from the living organism in which it had its being, lost its raison d’etre —it no longer has a
reason to be. This is the single most defining feature of all life down to the infinitesimally small — the
reason to be. Without a reason to be there can be no life.

In fact as we have seen in examining the work of Bechamp, Naesens et al there is no such thing as
decaying or even dying. There is only living and the infinite variety of means and ways by which life
manifests itself and reconstitutes itself on a minute to minute basis.

A cell that is exhibiting cytopathic effects is a cell that can no longer do what it was designed to do —
that is, exist through respiration. It must now change its function. It has become a lonely and
isolated cell removed from the matrix in which it can fulfil its original function. Thus the force of life
—yes life — is breaking it down! The microzymas or viruses, have gone to work to clear the debris,



clean up the site to make way for new life. This is a process that we witness every autumn and
winter on the macro scale of our planet’s organic existence.

Now | hear you say that’s all very well but is not the science of medicine about saving individual lives
if at all possible from the cytopathic effects that are leading the individual cell — or human being — to
decay? And this is irrefutable; but it’s the way in which we are doing it that is the problem.

We are looking to inhibit the cytopathic effects of the ‘infection” when we should be looking at how
to prevent the ‘infection’ in the first place. And once the cytopathic effects have commenced we
should be looking at changing the conditions that have caused the deterioration and encouraging
the cells to repair themselves. We know they are quite capable of this. So what we have to do is not
target the enemy, the invader, which is neither an enemy nor an invader, but change the
environment that has occasioned the deterioration in the first place.

How did Bechamp come to his conclusions concerning microzymas ? Through observing the
coagulation of blood. Through the study of fibrin which is the final effect of the coagualation
process. (2)

The very fact that free flowing blood coagulates and thus stops the process of bleeding from open
wounds — which would inevitably result if unchecked in the expiration of the organism, is indicative
of the extraordinary powers of self regulation of human somatic cells when faced with drastic
changes in circumstance and environment. For some bizarre reason we do not allow the possibility
that the body can do this. Instead we assume we have to exterminate the enemy.

Wikipedia is known to be controlled and run by the vested interests behind the subject matter of the
articles but it is still the most readily available source for information, so | make no apology for
referring to it (3).

Here is what Wikipedia has to say about Nicosamide:

‘Niclosamide, sold under the brand name Niclocide among others, is a medication used to treat
tapeworm infestations. This includes diphyllobothriasis, hymenolepiasis, and taeniasis. It is not
effective against other worms such as pinworms or roundworms. It is taken by mouth.

Side effects include nausea, vomiting, abdominal pain, and itchiness. It may be used during
pregnancy and appears to be safe for the baby. Niclosamide is in the anthelmintic family of
medications. It works by blocking the uptake of sugar by the worm.

Niclosamide was discovered in 1958. It is on the World Health Organization's List of Essential
Medicines. It is not commercially available in the United States. It is effective in a number of other
animals.” (4)

The authors of this study should have known there was never any possibility of Niclosamide being
adopted as a treatment for COVID19. Just by the very fact it's been on the WHQO's List of Essential
Medicines since 1958 would invalidate it as a treatment for a novel coronavirus. Look at what
happened when physicians started advocating for lvermectin and Hydroxichloroquine...

On the WHO's website Niclosamide is listed as a pesticide:



‘Niclosamide is a lampricide and molluscicide. It kills a wide variety of snails, cestodes and Cercariae
by affecting the respiration and the carbohydrate metabolism. It probably disturbs oxidation
processes by inhibiting oxygen uptake. The main target pest in agricultural use is the golden apple
snail (Pomacea canaliculata) in paddy fields (rice-cultivation). (5)

The thing that leaps out at me here is the sentence ‘It probably disturbs oxidation processes by
inhibiting oxygen uptake’ — the use of the word ‘probably’ is highly significant. They don’t actually
know how it achieves the effects it has — they’re guessing! Nevertheless they are suggesting that a
product that inhibits oxygen uptake should be prescribed for somebody suffering from a severe
respiratory condition such as COVID19 . Where is the sense in that?

Let’s forget for a moment the idiocy of considering this drug as a treatment for a severe respiratory
infection. Another thing that leaps out at me from the Wikipedia article is that Niclosamide achieves
its objective — namely of exterminating the tapeworm - by blocking the uptake of sugar by the worm.

‘Niclosamide inhibits glucose uptake, oxidative phosphorylation, and anaerobic metabolism in the
tapeworm’

The conclusion from this is simple. Tapeworms and parasites generally only develop where there is
an over acidic environment. And the priority is to change that environment. Now you could say that
this is what the drug is doing; but let’s look at some of the other uses of Niclosamide:

Wikipedia:

‘Niclosamide's metabolic effects are relevant to wide ranges of organisms, and accordingly it has
been applied as a control measure to organisms other than tapeworms. For example, it is an active
ingredient in some formulations such as Bayluscide for killing lamprey larvae, as a molluscide, and as
a general purpose piscicide in aquaculture.

Niclosaminide is actually registered as a pesticide suitable for the extermination of Aquatic snails
and Sea lamprey. It is clear that its prime capacity is to kill. And yes it is changing the environment,
the terrain, but it is doing it in such a drastic fashion that the collateral damage is inevitably
considerable. Why else would side effects include ‘nausea, vomiting, abdominal pain, constipation,
and itchiness, dizziness, skin rash, drowsiness, perianal itching, or an unpleasant taste to occur’. In
other words in order to remove the parasite it is deregulating the entire metabolic system.

Now let’s look at what an alternative treatment protocol might be:

Here’s an excerpt from an article on the excellent Verywellhealth website about ridding yourself of
parasites:

‘Practitioners of natural medicine sometimes recommend certain dietary strategies in the treatment
of intestinal parasites to optimize stomach acid, which is protective against food-borne parasites.
These strategies include:

‘Temporarily avoiding coffee, refined sugar, alcohol, and refined grains

Including more garlic in your meals8



Increasing your consumption of carrots, sweet potatoes, squash, and other foods high in beta-
carotene (a precursor for vitamin A, which may increase resistance to penetration by helminths)

Rebuilding beneficial bacteria in your gut by loading up on probiotic-rich foods such as yogurt
Eating foods rich in vitamin C and B vitamins
Avoiding raw meat or fish

Some practitioners also suggest an intestinal cleanse or detox, an approach that involves pairing a
high-fiber diet with supplements said to aid your body in clearing out intestinal parasites. These
supplements include psyllium, beetroot, and flaxseeds.’

From personal experience | know the above recommendation to be sound and efficacious advice not
just for ridding yourself of parasites but for your general health; and without any of the side effects
of going into battle with Niclosamide.

All of this advice is geared to changing your inner terrain, to making the body inhospitable to the
parasites. It is common sense advice that could be offered to anybody suffering any kind of infection.

Basically it is geared to changing the ph of the body from acid to alkaline in order to allow the cells of
the body to respirate as they need to and become inhospitable to parasites.

Parasites are only evolutions of microzymas; that is they are microzymas that are no longer able to
support normal function so have transformed the cells in which they exist into bacterial and
parasitical forms

It should be noted that the above advice on the Verywellhealth website comes with the following
disclaimer:

‘Despite the potential benefits, there is currently a lack of scientific evidence that either diet or
intestinal cleansing can help treat intestinal parasites’.

Which is then further supplemented by the following:

It can be tempting to try natural remedies to help rid your body of intestinal parasites and speed up
your recovery. While there are preliminary laboratory and animal studies that suggest that certain
remedies may offer some benefits, clinical trials (the kind of research you want to see before trying
any treatment) are lacking. Also, little is known about potential effects to be aware of at the doses
typically used. If you think you have parasites, it's crucial that you consult your physician to get
diagnosed. Proper treatment may prevent the condition from worsening and lessen the likelihood of
complications. (6)

This sort of disclaimer is standard on any website offering advice on natural treatments for any
condition. It is a legal requirement to tell any potential reader that you must first consult a physician
before you try anything. If you take this at face value you will haul yourself off to the doctors armed
with all your research and you will be told that it’s all purely anecdotal, there’s no point wasting your
time with any of it and doctor always knows best. If you show any recalcitrance about taking the
medication you will then be told all the worst case scenarios of leaving the condition untreated. In



other words you will be frightened into accepting the medication be it Niclosamide or whatever,
regardless of the side effects (collateral damage) because if you don’t do it you will suffer from
seizures and/or death. I'm not exaggerating. Here’s an excerpt from the Healthline article ref ridding
yourself of tapeworms:

‘Even though tapeworms can travel to the intestines, they can also migrate to other parts of the body
and cause organ or tissue damage. This is known as an invasive infection. You might experience
additional symptoms.’

Some people with an invasive infection develop:

headaches

seizures

a cyst or lump

If a tapeworm cyst ruptures, you may have symptoms of an allergic reaction like hives and itchiness.

See your doctor if you develop any of the above symptoms. They can conduct tests and make a
diagnosis. (7)

It is always essential that you consult your doctor so that they can conduct tests and make a
diagnosis. What is a diagnosis? A diagnosis is a name —a name appended to your condition, a name
attached to the problem, a location attached to the problem and of course a solution to be offered.
Create a problem then manufacture a solution.

Now I’'m not suggesting that there isn’t always a worst case scenario and always a possibility that
things may go from bad to worse. But they won’t go from bad to worse if you take evasive action.
And what | object to is the notion that you as an individual cannot take evasive action of your own,
and the notion that because natural remedies have not been subjected to double blind peer
reviewed studies and clinical trials, they are by definition ineffective.

A lot of people may elect to go down the allopathic and naturopathic routes combined. There are
occasions when this may well be justified. There are also innumerable occasions when it makes no
sense at all. Why? Because it is more than likely that the drug will exacerbate the toxic load in the
body thus ensuring that the ph of the blood continues to be too acidic and the body will never be
able to resolve the problem on its own.

Let’s return to the abstract ref Niclosaminide for SARSCOV 2:

Before any introduction of infection the Vero E6 cells being studied were maintained in Dulbecco's
modified Eagle's medium supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum - that is serum from the fetus
of a cow.......

‘Subsequently, the effect of niclosamide was further confirmed with several alternative
assays......antiserum from a convalescent SARS patient was used as the primary antibody because
many prominent bands could be observed in cells infected by SARS-CoV. These proteins are likely to
be SARS-CoV antigens, as they were not present in noninfected cells.’ (8)



There are innumerable issues | want to unpick in this:

First is the fact that the researchers clearly do not know the nature of the antibody that they are
introducing to their toxic concoction — they are merely assuming ‘these proteins are likely to be
SARS-CoV antigens’. But they don’t know. Does this give you confidence?

The new concoction is then treated with ‘horseradish peroxidase-conjugated goat anti-human
immunoglobulins’... Who dreamt that one up? (9)

Goat anti-human immunoglobulins gives you the clue (immunoglobulins is just another name for
antibodies), i.e. these are antibodies from a goat and they are anti-human. Horseradish peroxidise is
apparently an enzyme found in the root of the horseradish plant which ‘catalyzes the oxidation of
various organic substrates by hydrogen peroxide’ (10)

All this means is that the horseradish acts as a stain so that the researchers can see what they want
to see. But what else does it do? That is the million dollar question. It’s an enzyme from an organic
substance which means it must interact at an organic level; in other words it changes whatever it is it
is being applied to. As for why the antibodoies have to come from a goat — that’s anybody’s guess.
I’'m sure they’d have an elaborate scientific explanation for it. Next time you see a goat see if you can
recognise the resemblance between yourself and it...

Next is the use of fetal bovine serum. What on earth are we thinking of? How could serum taken
from the foetus of a cow possibly be relevant to a treatment for humans?

| posed the question to the internet and the first answer to the question came from America’s FDA .
Apparently it is necessary to developing antigigen —i.e. growing viruses and bacteria to use a
‘growth medium’ i.e. you have to have living tissue which is decaying in order to generate viruses
and bacteria. The FDA explains the use of cows thus:

‘Cow components are often used simply because cows are very large animals, commonly used for
food, and thus much material is available’ (11)

In other words they use a cow because it’s big................ and presumably the most cost effective. An
elephant is bigger but being less ubiquitous than a cow would presumably cost a great deal more
money. But if they can use a cow | see no reason why they shouldn’t use an elephant. Next time an
elephant keels over at the circus perhaps it should be carted off to the nearest vaccine laboratory....

No doubt we would be told that a cow is closer in genetics to a human being than an elephant; but
this argument doesn’t hold water. | share many of my genes with a banana but it doesn’t make me a
close relative. Human beings are closely related to chimpanzees — we share between 98.6 and 99%
of the same DNA - but if you look at chimpanzees and you look at a human being you may notice
significant differences.

Ferrets have been used extensively in developing flu vaccines. (12)

The apparent justification for using ferrets in experiments with Coronavirus is that ferrets have
remarkably similar respiratory systems to human beings — an assertion that would appear to be
borne out by the fact the ferrets died in precisely the same way as kids died in the 1960’s from a
condition termed ‘paradoxical immune enhancement’ after receiving an RSV vaccine



What is a ‘paradoxical immune enhancement’? What this means is that while the vaccine may have
produced an admirable immune response when it came to the ferrets being exposed to the wild
virus they suffered total collapse of all their living organs and died soon after. All this really means is
that they killed the ferrets with their vaccine, just as they killed kids in the 1960’s with their RSV
vaccine.

When is this insanity going to end...?

Ferrets may have remarkably similar respiratory systems to human beings but they are not human
beings and all human beings are not made equal. It could be argued ‘OK we killed the ferrets and we
killed the kids in the 1960’s but maybe if we give it to Arnold Scwarzenegger he’ll survive to tell the
tale...’

Is this what they’re thinking now with the mass roll out of a COVID 19 vaccine...? Give it to the
adults. You never know most of them might survive, and if thousands of them die — heigh-ho! But
that’s another story.

The point is all these experimentations, whether on cows, elephants or ferrets make no sense
whatsoever. 98.6 or 99% genetic similarity sounds a lot but the 1.4 or 1% difference demonstrably
accounts for quantum differences between different species. And therefore to say that it works on a
cow, a ferret or an elephant does NOT mean it will necessarily work on a human being. Human
beings will never be cows, ferrets or elephants any more than mice, monkeys or kangaroos will ever
be cats. What's good for one is most definitely not good for all.

The classification of species is as much to blame for the shambles we’re in as the classification of
diseases. Because ferrets have a remarkably similar respiratory system to human beings does not
mean thereby we should be using them as examples of what works when treating human beings.
Our ears and noses are no doubt remarkably similar to orang otangs. Does that mean we should be
studying orang otangs to discover why our noses or ears dysfunction?

Every species is unique unto itself and every individual of every species is unique unto itself.

You cannot predicate what will happen when you give a certain drug to a ferret what will happen to
a human being, any more than you can predicate what will happen when you give a drug to Arnold
Schwarzenneger what will happen if you give the same drug to an infant, or your elderly aunt.

Added to this is the disastrous tendency to divide our bodies out into individualised systems
respiratory system, lymphatic system, nervous system, gastro intestinal system, cardiac system,
pulmonary system, ENT — you name it - and assume that there is no point of interaction between the
different systems and that a problem in one system may not very well be caused in a totally different
system.

In a recent interview with Dr Mercola, Dr Andrew Wakefield described how he came to make a
relation between the MMR vaccine and autism.

Wakefield graduated in 1981 from Royal Free Hospital in London. He trained as a surgeon and went
into gastroenterology. His principal interests were inflammatory bowel disease, and he ended up
running a large research team at the Royal Free Hospital in London, which is part of the University of



London. Wakefield | became interested in the possible viral origins of Crohn's disease and ulcerative
colitis, and that led him to looking at measles virus.

After publishing a paper in The Lancet in 1995 he got a call from a mother who said her child was
developing normally but then had his MMR vaccine and regressed into autism very, very quickly
after experiencing what turned out to be encephalitis. The child also had terrible bowel symptomes,
gastrointestinal problems, failure to thrive, pain, bloating, diarrhoea, and that was the reason the
mother got in touch with Wakefield. She was convinced there was a link between the bowel and the
brain ...and Wakefield proved to his own satisfaction she was right. He and his team investigated and
treated innumerable children and in virtually every single instance they found a correlation between
inflammatory bowel disease and autism and that both conditions could be addressed through diet
and anti-inflammatories. In other words they introduced a naturopathic approach to the disease.

For his pains Wakefield was accused of fraud, struck off the medical register and demonised in the
world’s press.

The critical point here is that the mother that contacted Wakefield knew without any shadow of a
doubt there was a connection between the bowel and the brain, i.e. between the gastrointestinal
system and the cerebral system. The extraordinary thing is that science also knows this — beyond any
shadow of a doubt. Science knows that the state of the gastrointestinal system affects every
conceivable aspect of biological functioning in a human being — or in any living creature for that
matter. Ever since the discovery of the Microbiome science has been uncovering the intricate ways
in which the human body exists in a symbiotic relationship with the trillions of microbes that inhabit
and comprise it. (13)

Why would the medical profession wish to suppress this knowledge? Pretty obvious really.

If all aspects of human functioning are influenced by the state of the gastrointestinal tract then it
must be clear that all matters of human health are influenced by one thing and one thing only —
nutrition.

Pharmaceutical drugs do not contribute to the flora and fauna in the gut, they do not constitute food
in any sense of the word . They are toxic and they only contribute to the demise of the flora and
fauna in the gut and consequently they engender disease.

Drugs are not biological organisms — they are artificially constructed chemical concoctions. As such
they unquestionably have a chemical impact on the cells of our bodies and in the process may well
engender alleviation of symptoms. But at the same time they engender dependency; because the
body is not being assisted. The body is being tutored and addicted.

So what happens is you get the development of Stockholm’s Syndrome at the cellular level. Just as

kidnap victims come to develop an unhealthy attachment and even reverence for their captors, so

do the cells of our bodies come to love and depend on the infusion of chemicals that allow them to
express themselves — even if only in the short term. There is a word for this and it is addiction.

The cells of our bodies become addicted to the chemicals that are introduced in order supposedly to
rectify an imbalance — no different from a body that is addicted to nicotine or a body addicted to
caffeine or to heroine or marijuana or LSD. In so doing the body is deprived of its right to be self



determining — something for which it has a miraculous capacity. The body becomes incapacitated
and soon becomes incapable of existing without the addition of the artificially constructed chemical
substance. It soon forgets that it was ever possible to exist without it. | have the evidence for this in
my own life. All my adult life | have been a chain smoker — which of course has had disastrous effects
on my state of health...

Wakefield has said very candidly that he has come to rely on a mother’s instinct as being all but
infallible, and this is the underlying message of his latest film ‘1986 The Act’. Of course this would be
dismissed as unscientific hogwash by the medical establishment. What does a mother’s instinct have
to do with anything? And this underscores everything that is wrong with modern medicine. It has
become totally depersonalized and de humanized; because everything has to have been clearly
evidenced under a microscope.

We seem determined to ignore the fact that when we look at anything under a microscope we are
looking at the quantum world — where nothing is quite what it seems and where Heisenberg’s
uncertainty principle and the observer effect prevail, that is by the act of looking at it we are
changing the way it behaves.

A mother’s instinct is quintessentially an example of Zac Bush’s quantum sensing. It is not interested
in dissecting and analysing — it simply knows.

If acupuncture has any efficacy — which it clearly has — how can it be that sticking a pin in one part of
the body can have beneficial effects on a totally different part of the body? The answer is simple. As
Wilhelm Reich identified, and how many holistic physicians since, the body is a functional unity not
only unto itself but in relation to the personality of the individual inhabiting or expressing itself
within that body.

An individual is a quantum package like any other quantum package and can only be treated as such.
Instead of which we splice it up into this little bit and that little bit —and in so doing create a quite
other quantum package — with an entirely different set of problems and challenges than the
guantum package we started out with.

Thus to experiment on a decaying tissue sample containing bovine foetal serum and say it is relevant
to what happens in a living human being is not just idiotic it’s insane. And frankly you’d have to be
insane to consider the revelations resulting from the procedure have any relevance to your own
state of health.

IMMUNE RESPONSE

The notion of eliciting an immune response is probably the daftest notion of all. An immune
response is inevitable if you introduce a foreign substance — a toxin into an organism. The body will
always create antibodies to attempt to deal with what it perceives as a foreign invader. It doesn’t
matter what that foreign substance is the body will produce an immune response.



To say that therefore we have rendered the recipient immune is tantamount to saying if we pour
some bleach down his throat we have rendered him sterile. Well OK it’s possible we might make
somebody sterile with a bottle of bleach — but we’d also kill them...

And this is what we are doing in our attempts to render human beings immune to a supposed
pathogen. And we’ve been doing it for centuries. When are going to come to our senses....?

CHAPTER 3 THE PROBLEM WITH DRUGS FOOTNOTES

1 See: ‘Inhibition of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus Replication by Niclosamide’ by
Chang-Jer Wu, Jia-Tsrong Jan, Chi-Min Chen, Hsing-Pang Hsieh, Der-Ren Hwang, Hwan-Wun Liu,
Chiu-Yi Liu, Hui-Wen Huang, Su-Chin Chen, Cheng-Fong Hong, Ren-Kuo Lin, Yu-Sheng Chao, John T. A.
Hsu DOI: 10.1128/AAC.48.7.2693-2696.2004 published by teh American Society for Microbiology
under the heading Antimicrobial Agents and Chemotherapy
https://pubmed.ncbi.nIm.nih.gov/15215127

2 See https://www.thrombocyte.com/what-is-fibrin

3 See https://uncommondescent.com/intelligent-design/wikipedia-co-founder-laments-loss-of-

objectivity-again

4 See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Niclosamide

5 See
https://web.archive.org/web/20170110145622/http://www.who.int/whopes/quality/en/Niclosamid

e.pdf

6 See https://www.verywellhealth.com/natural-remedies-for-intestinal-parasites-88232

7 See https://www.healthline.com/health/how-to-get-rid-of-tapeworms#outlook

8 8 See https://aac.asm.org/content/48/7/2693.long

9 See https://www.nordicmubio.com/product/goat-anti-human-igg-fab-conjugated-with-

horseradish-peroxidase for further elucidation, though you’ll probably need a phd in biochemistry to

make head nor tail of it.

10 See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Horseradish peroxidase

11 See https://www.fda.gov/vaccines-blood-biologics

12 See https://undark.org/2020/04/25/ferrets-covid-19

13 See https://7thchakrafilms.com/film-info/the-director for genuine information about Andrew

Wakefield. Because he threatened monstrous vested interests he is one of the most reviled
individuals on the internet. | would encourage anyone to seek out interviews and make your own
mind up about him and his motivations. DON’T RELY ON MSM OR THE FACT CHECKERS.
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SOME HISTORY: CHAPTER 4 POLYPHARMACY AND BIG PHARMA GREED

"Human beings, the potentially highest form of life expression on this planet have built the vast
pharmaceutical industry for the central purpose of poisoning the lowest form of life on the planet--
germs! One of the biggest tragedies of human civilization is the precedence of chemicals over
nutrition."--Dr. Richard Murray

The Daily Mail on line published an articles on 23 February 2016 with the heading ‘How Big Pharma
greed is killing tens of thousands around the world: Patients are over-medicated and often given
profitable drugs with 'little proven benefits," leading doctors warn’. (1)

The article describes how the Queen's former doctor, Sir Richard Thompson was backing a campaign
calling for an urgent public enquiry into the 'murky' practices of drugs firms, claiming too much
medicine is doing more harm than good worldwide and also the questionable efficacy of many drugs
including the ubiquitous statins.

The experts, led by NHS cardiologist Dr Aseem Malhotra, claimed that too often patients are given
useless — and sometimes harmful — drugs that they do not need. They maintain drugs companies are
developing medicines they can profit from, rather than those which are likely to be the most
beneficial; and they accuse the NHS of failing to stand up to the pharmaceutical giants.

Sir Richard was quoted as saying: ‘The time has come for a full and open public enquiry into the way
evidence of the efficacy of drugs is obtained and revealed. There is real danger that some current
drug treatments are much less effective than had previously been thought.’

He said the campaign highlights the ‘often weak and sometimes murky basis on which the efficacy
and use of drugs, particularly in the elderly, are judged’.

Dr Malhotra, is a trustee of the King's Fund health think tank, a member of the Academy of Medical
Royal Colleges and advisor to the National Obesity Forum. (2)

He was quoted as saying commercial conflicts of interest were contributing to an ‘epidemic of
misinformed doctors and misinformed patients in the UK and beyond’.

Furthermore, he claimed the NHS is ‘over-treating’ its patients, and that the side effects (effects) of
too much medicine is leading to countless deaths. And he claimed the full trial data on statins —
cholesterol-lowering drugs prescribed to millions - has never been published, and also points to
guestions about the efficacy of Tamiflu, a drug that cost the NHS nearly £500 million.

The group has called on Parliament’s Public Accounts Committee to conduct an independent enquiry
into the safety of medicines.

Dr Malhotra said: ‘There is no doubt that a “more medicine is better” culture lies at the heart of
healthcare, exacerbated by financial incentives within the system to prescribe more drugs and carry
out more procedures.



‘But there’s a more sinister barrier to making progress to raise awareness of - and thus tackle - such
issues that we should be most concerned about...And that’s the information that is being provided
to doctors and patients to guide treatment decisions.’

He accused drugs companies of ‘gaming the system’ by spending twice as much on marketing than
on research.

Dr Malhotra believes prescription drugs often do more harm than good, with the elderly particularly
at risk. And he claims one in three hospital admissions among the over-75s are as a result of an
adverse drug reaction.

In addition to Sir Richard, Dr Malhotra is backed by Professor John Ashton, president of the Faculty
of Public Health; psychiatrist Dr JS Bamrah, chairman of the British Association of Physicians of
Indian Origin; cardiologist Professor Rita Redberg, editor of medical journal JAMA Internal Medicine;
and Professor James McCormack, a pharmaceutical scientist.

In an interview for BBC World Service it is very clear that the main problem is the regulatory boards
are controlled by vested interest in the industry. (3)

DR ASEEM MALHOTRA
Dr Maholtra first came to public prominence questioning the efficacy of statins:

in 2014 NICE — the NHS drugs rationing watchdog — lowered the threshold for prescribing statins to
encourage GPs to prescribe the drugs to more people. It later emerged that six of the 12-strong
panel received funding from drugs manufacturers - either by being paid directly to give speeches or
'advice', or through funding for research.

Maholtra insists the risks and efficacy of statins have never been adequately assessed. In 2017 he
published a book the Pioppi Diet which became an international bestseller and was basically
advocating the dietary and lifestyle choices necessary to avoid ever having to take statins again. You
can imagine how popular that was with the manufacturers....

In a speech delivered to the annual British Association of Physicians of Indian Origin medical
conference in Birmingham in 2016 Dr Maholtra warned of 3 main problems in the medical
profession:

* Biased funding of research - funded because it is likely to be profitable, not beneficial for patients
* Biased reporting in medical journals

* Commercial conflicts of interests and an inability of doctors and patients to understand health
statistics and risk

The net result of these problems is vast over prescription and thousands dying from the side effects



Maholtra is not alone in his concerns. In 2015 the medical director of NHS England, Sir Bruce Keogh,
admitted that one in seven NHS treatments - including operations - are unnecessary and should not
have been carried out on patients. (4)

In the US, it is estimated that one third of all healthcare activity brings no benefit to patients. (5)

Then there’s the problem of old wine in new bottles. In a talk given at the University of Montana, in
2009, former editor of the New England Journal of Medicine, Dr Marcia Angell revealed that of the
667 new drugs approved by the FDA between 2000 and 2007, only 11 per cent were considered to
be innovative or improvements on existing medications. And three quarters were essentially just
copies of old ones. (6)

This is happening all the time. As soon as a drug runs out of patent it is withdrawn from the market
and replaced by a new one which is usually virtually identical with the previous drug but can be
retailed at 10 times the price. It's good business of course for the manufacturers but ensures the
healthcare providers are constantly strapped for cash in order to safeguard the profits of the
shareholders in the pharmaceutical companies.

The Food and Drug Administration reports that adverse events from prescribed medications have
more than tripled in the past decade in the United States. (7)

This has resulted in more than 123,000 deaths in 2014 and 800,000 total serious patient outcomes -
including hospitalisations and life threatening disability.

Even the CDC website admits: ‘Adverse drug events are a large public health problem'

Adverse drug events cause approximately 1.3 million emergency department visits each year. About
350,000 patients each year need to be hospitalized for further treatment after emergency visits for
adverse drug events. People typically take more medicines as they age, and the risk of adverse
events may increase as more people take more medicines. (8)

What the CDC doesn’t admit is how many of these people die. Anyway one can be certain anything
admitted by any regulatory board will be a gross underestimate of the true state of affairs

PETER GOTZSCHE

One person who has long been outspoken on the dangers of modern medication is Peter Gotzsche,
professor of research design and analysis at the University of Copenhagen. He estimates prescription
drugs are the third most common cause of death after heart disease and cancer. In particular, he is
deeply concerned about the impact of psychiatric drugs including antidepressants and dementia
drugs.

Writing in the BMJ, he calculated they are responsible for more than half a million deaths in those
aged over 65 in the US and European union. (9)

This is due to suicides but also because patients are over-medicated and drowsy.



In 2018 Peter Gotzsche’s impeccable moral stance with regard to the industry he served saw him
struck off the very organisation he co founded teh Cochrane Foundation which used to be the go to
place for research independent of all industry ties

Gotzsche published an impassioned letter in the BMJ explaining what led to his expulsion. In the
letter he observes: ‘When lain Chalmers started the Collaboration 25 years ago, he wrote in the
invitational letter to 50 people, including me, that the collaboration is “committed to opposing any
tendency for it to become dominated by any nation, institution, or individual.” And he concludes
‘unfortunately, Cochrane has gone in that direction.’ In other words it has become just another
captured agency. (10)

POLYPHARMACY

There is a word for the over prescription of medicines and it is polypharmacy. The problem with
polypharmacy is that the more drugs you take, the more likely you are to experience side-effects
that are then misinterpreted by a doctor or nurse as a symptom of disease that needs treating with
additional medicine.

Gotzsche is quoted in the BMJ as saying:

| have lost count of the number of over-medicated elderly patients | have treated, with sometimes
three or four blood pressure medications making them dizzy and fall over. It's a vicious cycle and one
that costs lives each year. The elderly are particularly vulnerable to polypharmacy with one in three
hospital admissions in the over 75s the result of an adverse drug reaction. Many of these patients
will fall and suffer a hip fracture because of medication side effects and a quarter of these will die as
aresult. (11)

In 2013 Gotzsche published a book, Deadly Medicines and Organised Crime: How Big Pharma has
corrupted health care’, in which he clearly laid out the parallels between the way in which Big
Pharma operates and the operations of major crime syndicates like the Mafia, i.e. bribery
corruption, blackmail and extortion

See Ggtzsche PC. Deadly Medicines and Organised Crime: How Big Pharma has corrupted health
care. London: Radcliffe Publishing; 2013

If we visit the website Drugwatch we get a pretty good idea what Glotzsche was writing about. this
website inventories the criminal penalties incurred by drug companes viz:

ASTRA ZENECA

‘Over the years, AstraZeneca has had its share of legal trouble, paying more than $1 billion in federal
fines and legal settlements for corrupting clinical trials and illegally promoting antipsychotics. It has
also had to deal with several lawsuits filed by patients who say the drugmaker’s products injured
them’. (12)



From improper marketing to claims of defective drugs, the company has faced several lawsuits
linked to its products over the years. Principle among these were scandals surrounding their
blockbuster antipsychotics, Seroquel and Seroquel XR. From claims that the drug caused diabetes to
improper drug marketing, AstraZeneca faced several lawsuits and paid more than a billion in fines.
These lawsuits resulted in:

In 2010, AstraZeneca paid a $520 million fine brought by the U.S. Department of Justice for
promoting Seroquel for unapproved uses.

In 2011, the company paid $647 million to settle 28,461 lawsuits that claimed the drugmaker failed
to warn the public that Seroquel could cause diabetes.

They also faced lawsuits concerning their drugs Nexium and Prilosec both of which are proton pump
inhibitors used to treat acid reflux, GERD and other gastrointestinal problems. Proton pump inhibitor
lawsuits claim AstraZeneca and other drugmakers failed to warn that these drugs can cause kidney
disease, kidney injury, kidney failure and acute interstitial nephritis, or AIN.

Then there was the cholesterol drug Crestor (rosuvastatin) used to prevent or treat heart disease,
heart attacks and strokes. People who say they were harmed by Crestor took AstraZeneca to court,
claiming in lawsuits the drug contained dangerous defects. A consumer advocacy group also called
for the recall of Crestor from the U.S. market but no recall was ordered.

Then there was Onglyza. The FDA approved Onglyza (saxagliptin) in 2009 to treat Type 2 diabetes.
AstraZeneca and partner Bristol-Myers Squibb made hundreds of millions of dollars annually from
Onglyza, but a study reported Onglyza increased the risk of hospitalizations due to heart failure. The
FDA warned of the increased risk in April 2015. Following the warning, people filed several lawsuits
claiming that Onglyza caused their heart failure.

And finally Farxiga. The FDA rejected Bristol-Myers and AstraZeneca’s once-daily Farxiga
(dapagliflozin) before approving it in 2014. The FDA had originally denied it because data in studies
showed a possible risk of bladder cancer.

After the FDA released several warnings linking the drug to serious side effects, lawsuits claimed the
drug can cause ketoacidosis, kidney problems, UTIs and other side effects. (12)

MERCK

Patients injured by Merck’s drugs have filed thousands of lawsuits against the company. The drug
maker has has been forced out billions of dollars in damages to patients and their families as a
result. Products under scrutiny include Fosamax which is a bisphosphonate medicine that alters
bone formation and breakdown in the body supposedly to slow bone loss and help prevent bone
fractures.

Fosamax is used in women to treat or prevent osteoporosis caused by menopause and in men and
women to treat osteoporosis caused by taking steroids. (13)



Merck has paid millions in settlements and jury verdicts to thousands of people who say Fosamax
caused their injuries. Multidistrict litigation (MDL) in New York over Dead Jaw Syndrome has mostly
resolved. A second MDL in New Jersey for bone fractures involved more than 560 lawsuits as of May
2018. More Fosamax lawsuits are pending in multicounty litigation (MCL) and state courts.

Januvia is an oral diabetes medicine that helps control blood sugar levels. Studies have linked
Januvia to pancreatitis, pancreatic cancer and severe joint pain. According to lawsuits, some former
Januvia users died after using the drug. A judge dismissed Januvia lawsuits in 2015. But as of 2018,
an appeals court reinstated hundreds of pancreatic cancer lawsuits.

NUVARING

Organon, a subsidiary of Merck, manufactures NuvaRing, a birth control ring associated with life-
threatening blood clots. Because of the possible side effects, the FDA released a drug safety
communication in October 2011. People filed more than a thousand federal NuvaRing lawsuits. The
company settled almost all of them for $100 million in 2014.

Merck changed Propecia’s label in 2011 to warn of the possibility of cancer and sexual side effects. It
warned side effects may continue even after stopping treatment. As of May 2018, about 900
Propecia lawsuits remained pending in federal court in New York.

VIOXX

Vioxx is one of Merck’s most well-known drug recalls. Vioxx is a COX-2 inhibitor (pain reliever). It was
linked to an increased risk of cardiovascular problems like heart attack and stroke.

The painkiller was on the market for five years before Merck pulled the plug. The FDA approved
Vioxx in 1999. An estimated 25 million Americans used the drug.

One sales rep working for Merck at the time and promoting the drug Vioxx was Brandy Vaughan.
Brandy came to realise that the company she was working for was totally corrupt and knew perfectly
well the risks attached to the drug Vioxx yet continued to sell it anyway.

Unlike most pharmaceutical reps Brandy had both a mind of her own and a conscience and when
she realised what was involved with she refused to cooperate any further in what was effectively
genocide. She quit her job and devoted what time she had left on this planet (she died in 2020) to
alerting the world to the corruption at the heart of Big Pharma.

There are many who question why she died when she did.

Merck denied reports of dangerous cardiac side effects for years. But in September 2004 Brandy was
vindicated when Merck pulled the drug from the market. It based its decision on findings from a
clinical trial called APPROVe.



Vioxx was blamed for more than 3,400 deaths. Merck paid nearly $7 billion to settle tens of
thousands of Vioxx lawsuits and to cover civil and criminal fines. Merck's Vioxx settlement ended
personal injury lawsuits brought by 47,000 people and about 265 potential class-action cases.

MERCK SCANDAL

The federal government and Merck’s own shareholders targeted the company’s questionable
business practices. They accused the company of tax fraud, price gouging, misleading shareholders
and lying under oath.

In 2007 The company agreed to pay $2.3 billion to settle a tax dispute with the Internal Revenue
Service. In 2008 Merck paid $671 million to settle federal health-care fraud claims. In 2013 Merck
paid $688 million to settle two shareholder lawsuits. In 2016 Judge Beth Labson found Merck lied to
the court and its business partner. Labson overturned a prior $200 million verdict in favour of Merck.
(14)

JOHNSON AND JOHNSON

In 2019, Johnson & Johnson was found partially liable for the “human and financial costs” of the
opioid epidemic in the U.S. and was ordered to pay $572 million to the state of Oklahoma. While the
company denied any wrongdoing, “data revealed during the trial proved a culture of downplaying
the risks of opioids to customers and physicians,” Cassiobury Court reported, adding:!

“Sales representatives were trained to tell doctors that the risk of addiction was 2.6% or less if the
drugs were prescribed by a doctor and, most shockingly, doctors were specifically targeted as ‘key
customers’ if they had a history of prescribing a high amount of opioids.”

In “Capitalism Gone Wrong: How Big Pharma Created America’s Opioid Carnage,” published in The
Guardian July 24, 2019, Chris McGreal, author of “American Overdose, the Opioid Tragedy in Three
Acts,” wrote:?

“Oklahoma’s attorney general accused the company of a ‘cunning, cynical and deceitful scheme’ to
ramp up narcotic painkiller sales as one of a web of firms that created the biggest drug epidemic in
American history as profits surged. The companies worked in step to change medical culture and
practice by influencing doctors, researchers, federal requlators and politicians.” (15)

NOTABLE JOHNSON & JOHNSON RECALLS

Johnson & Johnson recalled some of its most popular products after patients reported injuries. The
FDA and other government agencies investigated.



1982 - McNeil

Product Recalled - Tylenol (acetaminophen) capsules because it was found to be laced with
potassium cyanide (poison) resulting in several patient deaths

Other recalls included several OTC medicines including Tylenol, Motrin, Benadryl, St. Joseph aspirin,

Sudafed, Pepcid, Mylanta, Rolaids, Zyrtec, Zyrtec Eye Drops (tens of millions of bottles). The reasons

given for the recalls included unpleasant smells causing nausea; tiny metal shards in liquid medicines
and wrong ingredient levels.

It is tempting to wonder were these ‘metal shards’ an early attempt to include nanoparticles —the
same as are being used in COVID vaccines?

J& J have been responsible for a plethora of medical devices and contraptions many of which have
caused injury to the unsuspecting public. These are retailed through subsidiary companies such as
DePuy Synthes, a franchise of orthopaedic and neurosurgery companies. Acquired by Johnson &
Johnson in 1998, its companies form part of the Johnson & Johnson Medical Devices group. DePuy
develops and markets products under the Codman, DePuy Mitek, DePuy Orthopaedics and DePuy
Spine brands. (16)

In 2010 DePuy’s ASR Hip Resurfacing System and ASR XL Acetabular System (metal-on-metal hip
implants) was recalled because it was causing metal poisoning (metallosis), patients were
experiencing loosening of the implant or joint dislocation and having to endure additional surgeries.

Another subsidiary is Ethicon. Their website boasts ‘WE FORGE NEW PATHS TO HEALING'. These
paths have included:

Gynecare Prolift Kit, Gynecare Prolift+M Kit, Gynecare TVT Secure and Gynecare Prosima Pelvic Floor
Repair System Kit (transvaginal mesh implants). All of which were recalled in 2012. Reasons for
Recall included perforation of organs; vaginal bleeding and scarring; mesh erosion; severe pain.

In 2014 Ethicon’s ‘Power Morcellators’ were recalled. Reason for Recall - Spread of uterine cancer;
rapid progression of the disease and DEATH.

In 2016 A similar product used for treating hernias, Physiomesh, a flexible composite hernia mesh.
Reason for Recall - Studies showed higher revision rates after implant. In other words it was utterly
useless

These are only the most notable recalls

PFIZER

We should pay particular attention to Pfizer, since Pfizer has led the way in deploying entirely
experimental and unsafe mRNA vaccines across the global population in order to address the
entirely fictitious, or fabricated ‘virus’ known as SARS COV2 the instigator of the disease known as
CoviD19.



In his 2010 paper, “Tough on Crime? Pfizer and the CIHR,” Robert G. Evans, Ph.D., Emeritus Professor
at Vancouver School of Economics, described Pfizer as “a ‘habitual offender,” persistently engaging in
illegal and corrupt marketing practices, bribing physicians and suppressing adverse trial results.”
Between 2002 and 2010 alone, Pfizer and its subsidiaries were fined $3 billion in criminal
convictions, civil penalties and jury awards.

Such sums did nothing to deter the company. In 2011, Pfizer agreed to pay $14.5 million to settle
federal charges of illegal marketing, and in 2014 they settled federal charges relating to improper
marketing of the kidney transplant drug Rapamune to the tune of $35 million. (17)

Pfizer set a record for the largest health care fraud settlement and the largest criminal fine of any
kind with $2.3 billion in 2009.

Source: U.S. Department of Justice
The Dept of Justice press release reads:

Pharmacia & Upjohn Company has agreed to plead guilty to a felony violation of the Food, Drug and
Cosmetic Act for misbranding Bextra with the intent to defraud or mislead. Bextra is an anti-
inflammatory drug that Pfizer pulled from the market in 2005. Under the provisions of the Food,
Drug and Cosmetic Act, a company must specify the intended uses of a product in its new drug
application to FDA. Once approved, the drug may not be marketed or promoted for so-called "off-
label" uses —i.e., any use not specified in an application and approved by FDA. Pfizer promoted the
sale of Bextra for several uses and dosages that the FDA specifically declined to approve due to
safety concerns. The company will pay a criminal fine of $1.195 billion, the largest criminal fine ever
imposed in the United States for any matter. Pharmacia & Upjohn will also forfeit $105 million, for a
total criminal resolution of $1.3 billion.

In addition, Pfizer has agreed to pay $1 billion to resolve allegations under the civil False Claims Act
that the company illegally promoted four drugs — Bextra; Geodon, an anti-psychotic drug; Zyvox, an
antibiotic; and Lyrica, an anti-epileptic drug — and caused false claims to be submitted to
government health care programs for uses that were not medically accepted indications and
therefore not covered by those programs. The civil settlement also resolves allegations that Pfizer
paid kickbacks to health care providers to induce them to prescribe these, as well as other, drugs.
The federal share of the civil settlement is $668,514,830 and the state Medicaid share of the civil
settlement is $331,485,170. This is the largest civil fraud settlement in history against a
pharmaceutical company. (18)

Other lawsuits against Pfizer have cited the following drugs: Protonix for causing kidney problems,
Prempro for causing breast cancer, Chantix for causing suicidal thoughts and severe psychological
disorders, Depo-Testosterone for causing strokes, blood clots and heart attacks, Effexor for causing
birth defects, Zoloft for causing birth defects, Eliquis for causing severe bleeding; Lipitor for causing
Type 2 Diabetes

These are not isolated instances. In each case the number of claimants runs into thousands and the
company has been forced to fork out literally billions of dollars in compensation. (19)



The astonishing thing is these businesses remain viable in the light of the payments they are
annually compelled to make. The fact that they continue to be viable indicates two things: 1 the
fines are irrelevant compared with the profits that the companies annually rack up and 2 like the
banks they are considered ‘too big to fail’ and also too critical to the globalist agenda that relies on
their products to keep the global population sick and dying. It is difficult not to see Pfizer as the
modern day equivalent of IG Farben, the company that in the 1930’s was responsible for engineering
the Holocaust.

Question: Would you trust ANY product retailed by these companies? | certainly wouldn’t.

One of the most egregious instances of Pfizer’s criminality concerns the drug Trovan. Trovan is a
drug severely restricted in use because of its potential to cause liver damage. Injury to the liver as a
result of taking Trovan can lead to liver failure and death.

TROVAN

In 1996, Pfizer conducted an unapproved clinical trial. It involved children with meningitis in Nigeria,
CBS News reported. The trials led to the deaths of 11 children. Dozens more were left disabled.

For two weeks, the Pfizer team set up shop adjacent to - within meters apparently - of a medical
station run by Doctors Without Borders and began dispensing the experimental drug. Of the 200
children picked, half got the experimental drug and the other half the already licensed antibiotic
Rocephin. Eleven of the children treated by the Pfizer team died, and many others suffered side
effects such as brain damage and organ failure. (20)

Pfizer denied wrongdoing. According to the company, only five of the children given Trovan died,
compared to six who received Rocephin, so their drug was not to blame. I’'m not sure this helps.
Clearly the drugs were either equally ineffective or equally lethal — whichever way you look at it.
Anyway this wasn’t the real issue.

The real issue was that the parents of the children were never told their offspring were being
given an experimental drug.

Pfizer produced a permission letter from a Nigerian ethics committee but it later transpired the
letter had been backdated. The ethics committee itself wasn’t set up until a year after the trial had
already taken place.

In 2011, Pfizer paid $700,000 to four families who lost children during the Trovan trials. In addition,
the company set up a $35 million fund for those affected by Trovan. Pfizer also agreed to sponsor
health projects in Kano, Nigeria. One has to wonder precisely what those health projects consisted
of. No doubt they entailed the purchase and administration of large quantities of Pfizer products.
(21)

When it came to the COVID vaccines Pfizer decided it was now in an unassailable position and could
start holding countries to ransom over their ‘life saving’ (read threatening) products



The company signed deals with nine South American countries. Twoo notable countries not on the
list were Argentina and Brazil.

Talks with Argentina began in June 2020 . Pfizer demanded immunity as they wanted from all
nations. Argentina unhappy with terms which said they would not accept liability for negligence —
which you’d assume was reasonable but Pfizer not happy. They demanded Pfizer take out a
prohibitive insurance policy . Argentina agreed but Pfizer still not happy . They now demanded
sovereign assets as added insurance. These included bank reserves, military bases and embassy
buildings as collateral. In other words the company, no doubt backed by the CIA and the American
government were looking for an easy way to grab Argentina and end its sovereign status, using the
favoured means of all governments for gaining sovereign assets off of foreign powers — debt.

They know in the context of the fabricated pandemic there is urgent demand for their product. They
know perfectly well they are peddling an extremely dangerous product. They know perfectly well
there will be law suits resulting from the lives destroyed by their extremely dangerous product. They
can be fairly certain that sooner or later the Argentinian government will be unable to meet the
liabilities. If they didn’t anticipate the possibility why would they be demanding sovereign assets..?

Argentina made the right decision. Brazil similarly declined to be blackmailed into surrendering its
sovereign rights.

How can a supposedly private company imagine it has the right to make such extraordinary
demands.. Of course it doesn’t. Because it is not just a private company. Pfizer is an integral part of
the corporate takeover of America. It is dictating policy to the government. It is integral part of the
same forces that are forcing the Great Reset and the Fourth Industrial Revolution. The same forces
instigating fascism across the globe. (22)

And this is where we have to confront the fact that Big Pharma has nothing to do with looking after
the health of the global population. Big Pharma is a money making machine for funding government
and now an instrument for introducing eugenics policies across the globe.

When Sir Richard Thompson called for an open enquiry into the questionable practices of
pharmaceutical companies in 2015 he couldn’t have dreamt where the world was headed and how
Big Pharma aided and abetted by the World Health Organisation would brazenly emerge from the
closet and attempt to dictate health policy across the globe.

We should be grateful that they have emerged from the closet. For now it is clear for all to see how
the entire health industry has been co opted and is being employed for entirely nefarious purposes.

CHAPTER 4 POLYPHARMACY AND BIG PHARMA GREED FOOTNOTES

1 See https://www.dailymail.co.uk/health/article-3460321/How-Big-Pharma-greed-killing-tens-
thousands-world-Patients-medicated-given-profitable-drugs-little-proven-benefits-leading-doctors-

warn.html

2 Dr Maholtra has recently been in the news again. Having advocated for the cOVID vaccine
throughout the pandemic he suddenly did an about turn and started warning the public of the
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dangers thereof and calling for the total cessation of the roll out. This about turn was apparently
occasioned by the sudden death of his father following a COVID vaccination. It has been suggested
Dr Maholtra is controlled opposition. If this were tyo be the case | suppose it’s possible his apparent
patients’ advocacy is the same.

3 See https://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p05618p2

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=aeuGIUiJQDA&t=2s which concludes with the statement

patients are being used as guinea pigs

4 See https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/health/news/11733871/0One-in-seven-treatments-not-
necessary-warns-NHS-chief.html? tmc=DIY5ykDIMNNnQ-aOKNUSZb7DgqW520GANnK3 SOS8IhARsA

5 See https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2014/jul/19/patients-hospital-care-over-

intervention

6 See https://www.dailymail.co.uk/health/article-3460321/How-Big-Pharma-greed-killing-tens-
thousands-world-Patients-medicated-given-profitable-drugs-little-proven-benefits-leading-doctors-
warn.html

7 See https://www.fda.gov/drugs/drug-interactions-labeling/preventable-adverse-drug-reactions-

focus-drug-interactions

8 See https://www.cdc.gov/medicationsafety/adult adversedrugevents.html

9 See https://www.bmj.com/content/350/bmj.h2435

10 See https://blogs.bmj.com/bmij/2018/11/08/peter-c-gotzsche-cochrane-no-longer-a-
collaboration

See also https://stg-blogs.bmj.com/bmj/2016/06/16/peter-c-gotzsche-prescription-drugs-are-the-

third-leading-cause-of-death

11 See https://www.dailymail.co.uk/health/article-3460321/How-Big-Pharma-greed-killing-tens-
thousands-world-Patients

12 See https://www.drugwatch.com/manufacturers/astrazeneca

13 See https://www.drugs.com/fosamax.html

14 See https://www.drugwatch.com/manufacturers/merck

15 See https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2021/03/24/big-pharma-gene-
therapy.aspx?ui=53952221cd49f00d4e4c890740939

16 See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/DePuy Synthes

17 See See https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2021/03/24/big-pharma-gene-
therapy.aspx?ui=53952221cd49f00d4e4c89074093954f06
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SOME HISTORY: CHAPTER 5 HOW TO CREATE A DISEASE

HOW BIG PHARMA EXPANDS MEDICAL DEFINITIONS TO CREATE MORE ‘PATIENTS’ I.E.
CUSTOMERS — AND A LUCRATIVE MARKET FOR DRUG COMPANIES

Some years ago | came across an article exploring how the pharmaceutical industry has made it a
common practice to invent diseases, convince the general public they probably have the disease,
issue a new medication for the newly created disease - and thus create a whole new market for
their products..........

| have since discovered this article was part of a last bastion of true investigative journalism: THE
MILWAUKEE JOURNAL SENTINEL. | encourage you to visit this page to discover the mechanisms that
the pharmaceutical industry use to grow the industry and to then reflect on how these mechanisms
are being employed in the COVID era....(1)

CREATING A DISEASE

In 2001, an automated telephone survey paid for by a drug company asked adults a simple,
uncomfortable question: How often do you go? Apparently nearly 17% of adults in the United States
— some 33 million people — were declared to have overactive bladder disorder as a result of this
survey.

At the centre of the issue are two urologists, known as the “godfathers” of ‘overactive bladder
disorder’: Alan Wein of the University of Pennsylvania and Paul Abrams of the University of Bristol in
England. The two researchers re-named the condition, developed a definition for it and organized
drug-company sponsored conferences that advocated for using drugs to treat it.

Typically both have longstanding financial ties to companies that market overactive bladder
treatments. While the paper from Wein and Abrams about the survey did not say all of the 17% of
adults with overactive bladder needed to be treated, that was the implication when drug companies
began using the number. “The pharma people would love it if that prevalence is in fact the market
for treatment, but it’s not,” Wein said. “There are many more people who qualify than who need
treatment.”

Tell that to the over worked GP’s looking to clear their waiting rooms with the quickest solution to
the problems they’re presented with. The drug option is always the fastest solution and if they’ve
got it they’ll use it, and the pharmaceutical reps know it.

The fact of the matter is overactive bladder disorder is nothing new. Until Wein and Abrams got in
on the act it was just considered an inevitable symptom of getting older. Any savvy GP would
recommend Kegel exercises to strengthen the pelvic floor — such as are recommended to women
who have just given birth. But of course Kegel exercises don’t make any money for anybody.



The Milwaukee Journal points out what we have here is ‘an example of illness inflation — an effort
driven by drug companies to create or expand the definition of conditions that are part of everyday
life and to create guidelines that call for treatment with drugs that are expensive and often
dangerous.’

Wein and Abrams held their first overactive bladder conference in London in June 1997. The
conference was sponsored by the company pioneering research into treatments for the disorder -
Pharmacia.

The article describes what happened next:

‘In December of that year, the field’s major journal — Urology — published a special supplement on
overactive bladder with about 30 articles on the condition. The introduction, written by Wein and
Abrams, talked about a “promising” new drug — Detrol, which was manufactured by Pharmacia. The
FDA approved the drug the following year and by 1999 a new definition — which expanded the
number of people who met the criteria — was being written by the International Continence
Society.

So once you’ve created something of course you need to ensure a market for it and not only ensure
a market but make sure that market keeps growing

In 2002, a slide presentation from Neil Wolf, then a Pharmacia vice president who was in charge of
the global launch of Detrol, showed how the company tried to drum up a market.

Its title: “Positioning Detrol.”
Its subtitle: “Creating a Disease.”

The slide presentation describes how Pharmacia started to target “key opinion leaders” among
doctors in 1996. It boasts how the International Continence Society's definition of overactive bladder
subsequently expanded “dramatically and rapidly.”” | bet it did!

In 2009, a study funded by Pfizer, which bought Pharmacia, pushed the number of people said to
have overactive bladder up to more than 42 million — or nearly 19% of American adults. Three of
the six authors were paid consultants to Pfizer; a fourth was a Pfizer employee. (2)

HOW DID THEY GROW THE NUMBERS..?

In effect, they took a smaller group of mostly older people who had incontinence, or leakage, and
added to it a larger group of middle-aged and older people who simply have problems with urgency
and going often. So an internet survey conducted in 2011 found which 37% of respondents said they
experienced symptoms “sometimes.” But only 25% said their symptoms occurred often. And an
even smaller number, 23%, said they had “bothersome” symptomes.

Nevertheless 37% is a great deal better than 25% or 23%. In 2011 an internet survey funded by Pfizer
managed to expand the number of potential customers for the company’s drug to 46 million. Two of



the six authors were listed as Pfizer employees. Three of the four remaining authors listed affiliations
with United BioSource Corp., a firm that does work for the pharmaceutical industry.

Carl Elliott, a bioethicist at the University of Minnesota, called overactive bladder a primary example
of “disease-mongering.”

“The basic idea is selling a drug by selling a disease,” he said. “You expand the diagnostic category to
create a larger market for the drug.” (3)

NOMENCLATURE —-CHANGE THE NAME — MAKE IT SEXY!

The very name “overactive bladder” was created with marketing in mind. If anybody has any doubts
as to the importance of marketing in pharmeceuticals | hope to put that doubt to bed. Marketing is
all they are concerned about. Not health; marketing; because pharmaceuticals are a business. They
are big business. And what is the sole and only purpose of business? To make money.

Overactive Bladder was simply a re branding for the common complaints of incontinence and
‘detrusor instability’ (destrusor being the muscle that controls flow of urine from the bladder)

Apparently Professor Wein was concerned that the use of the word instability might suggest a
psychiatric connotation, “which we didn’t think was very good,” said Wein, the inventor of the
condition.

In contrast, he said, the term “overactive bladder” was “pretty intuitive.” Bloody obvious I'd say. But
then there would be no possibility of misconstruing it. Just so we are in no doubt Professor Wein
explains:

“You hear ‘overactive bladder’ and immediately it puts in your mind a picture of something you can
recognize,” he said.

Apparently experts claim the name change helped make the condition more acceptable for public
discussion, including patients bringing it up with their doctors. Those doctors, meanwhile, were
encouraged to screen patients for the condition — and to keep them on their medication once it was
started.

Of course the icing on the cake is that you can reduce it to a simple acronym — OAB. Have you
noticed how popular acronyms and abbreviations are in the medical fraternity, particularly when it
comes to chronic conditions — PTSD, ASDH, ADH, AIDS, IBS, MERS, SARS, COVID, MS, HRT, HTN, NSR,
RDS, UTI, the list could be expanded indefinitely?

The whole purpose is to make these sometimes life threatening conditions seem acceptable and
cosy and above all normal. It also means you can talk about them confidentially with your doctor and
be reasonably confident that anybody over hearing won’t have a clue what you're talking about....

Above all it makes you part of a club. And everybody wants to belong to a club. It’s the same with
abbreviations. It always bemuses me when | hear people talking about how they’re off to get their
‘chemo’, as though it was the most natural and sensible thing to be doing on a Wednesday



afternoon - when of course it’s insane. But it gives you an identity — particularly if you didn’t have
one before, an identity that says ‘I’'m part of an exclusive club’. It also confers heroic status. If you
can survive chemo you can survive just about anything.....but | digress.

IF YOU THOUGHT YOU HAD A PROBLEM BEFORE WAIT TILL YOU START TAKING THE

While overactive bladder is not a life-threatening condition, the drugs used to treat it have been
included in more than 12,000 reports of problems to the U.S. Food and Drug Administration since
2013. That includes nearly 200 deaths and more than 700 hospitalizations. Among them:

A 77-year-old man died from kidney failure after taking the overactive bladder drug VESIcare and
several other drugs.

A 51-year-old woman was hospitalized with paranoid delusions and difficulty urinating after taking
the generic overactive bladder drug oxybutynin and other drugs.

An 81-year-old man was hospitalized with high blood pressure after taking the overactive bladder
drug, Myrbetrig.

Questioned about these figures the company responded with he usual ‘safe and effecrive’ guff, and
‘the advantages far outweigh the risks’, even though the drug has only performed marginally better
than placebo.

NOW WE’VE RENAMED THE DISEASE WE’D BETTER RENAME THE DRUG - WHEN THE PATENT RUNS
OUT...

Same condition, different drug:

For years, Detrol was the main overactive bladder drug on the market, racking up $400 million in
sales in 2001.

But Detrol soon had competition, and it faced a limited lifespan. The drug’s patent was set to expire
in 2012. As a generic, it would mean lower costs for consumers, but Pfizer — which now
manufactured the drug — faced a substantial loss of revenue.

In 2008, Pfizer got the FDA to approve a new overactive bladder drug — Toviaz. The drug is in the
same class as the Detrol brand, but is slightly different chemically. Experts say the move is a common
technique, as drug companies work to maintain the value of their products.

In 2010, Toviaz sales were $76 million, according to IMS Health, a drug market research firm. By
2015, they reached $238 million, an increase of more than 200%. (4)



ILLNESS INFLATION

Iliness Inflation has become a weapon - a weapon being very successfully wielded against humanity.
| know because | am forever hearing from people | care about how they’ve recently been diagnosed
with this or that syndrome or condition.

Of course it’s nothing new. It’s been creeping up on us. In the 1980’s there was ME, STD’s and the
biggest hoax of all which we’ll cover in another chapter — AIDS.

The article from which this insfrmation was gleaned bears the headline ‘New and Expanded medical
Definitions create more Patients - And A Lucrative Market for Drug Firms’ — from binge eating
disorder to overactive bladder, new definitions, or lowered thresholds mean millions more people —
overnight — fit the criteria of having treatable disorders. Remember Statins....? This includes:

1 Adult ADHD

2 Binge Eating Disorder

3 Female Sexual Interest/Arousal Disorder
4 Intermittent Explosive Disorder

5 Low Testosterone

6 Overactive Bladder

7 Pre- Diabetes

8 Pre Menstrual Dysphoric Disorder

Let me tell you | have at least 5 of these disorders - not least Intermittent Explosive Disorder when
examining this crap......ccccceeeuneee.

And of course every one of them will have a pre conceived demographic and every one of them will
have a pre conceived diagnostic plan and a preconceived treatment protocol and a pre conceived
bottom line for the benefit of shareholders.

Can you begin to see the extent of the scam....?

We need to be talking about lliness Inflation. COVID19 is without question the gravest instance of
illness inflation the world has ever seen.

IlIness inflation is the process of taking common everyday conditions and turning them into medical
disorders, thanks to new definitions or lower thresholds established by medical organizations and
doctors with financial ties to drug companies. This creates — overnight — a new, lucrative market
for drugs.

AND NOW IT WOULD SEEM THE COMMON COLD IS THE LATEST ADDITION....Until very recently
Coronavirus was identified as ‘the common cold’.



The ‘Milwaukee Journal Sentinel/MedPage Today’ investigation found that eight common conditions
that were not part of mainstream medicine 20 years ago are now said to affect more than 180
million Americans. And those are just the start.

“The formula is you have to convince people there is an incredibly prevalent problem that has been
totally ignored and now, all of a sudden, we are on the verge of developing miracle treatments to fix
it," said Lisa Schwartz, a physician with the Dartmouth Institute for Health Policy and Clinical
Practice.’

RISKY DRUGS WITH MINIMAL BENEFITS
Sounds like a pretty good definition of the COVID Vaccines.

The mechanism of creating diseases is nothing new. Since the turn of the millennium we have seen a
succession of epidemic/pandemic ‘viruses’ stalking the planet. Think:

MERS

SWINE FLU HIN1
AVIAN FLU

SARS COV 1

AND NOW

SARS COV 2

And through studying the way in which SARS COV 2 has been manufactured and rolled out across
the planet we can see how all the other so called epidemics have been manufactured.

IT’S A BRANDING GAME — A MARKETING PLOY

You take a pre existing Condition and you give it a NEW NAME AND A NEW STORY.

Then you scare the living daylights out of the target population.

How have they now extended this across the entire globe?

ENTRAINMENT

You slowly but surely train the population to believe whatever you want them to believe.
It started with AIDS.

What is AIDS?

ACQUIRED IMMUNITY DEFICIENCY SYNDROME

A Syndrome — not a Disease.



Not a clearly identifiable thing but a syndrome...Did you know that the HIV virus has never been
isolated any more than SARS COV2 —it’s a fiction. If you stop to think about it we are all suffering
from AIDS to some extent...

We are all suffering from immune deficiency and we have all acquired immune deficiency from the
ways in which we live our lives. What is the logical way in which to overcome immune deficiency?

REMOVE THOSE FACTORS THAT ARE CAUSING THE DEFICIENCY

Instead of which we are being told the only way to improve our immunity is to increase the toxicity
of the body in order to create the antibodies for the disease we probably don’t have and will never
have....

IT’S NONSENSE
IT MAKES NO SENSE

AND THE ONLY SOLUTION TO NONSENSE IS TO DISMISS IT!

CHAPTER 5 HOW TO CREATE A DISEASE FOOTNOTES

1 See www.jsonline.com/illnessinflation

2 See https://www.ajmc.com/view/a220 09mar onuks90tos97?page=2

3 See https://eu.jsonline.com/story/news/investigations/2016/10/16/overactive-bladder-drug-

companies-helped-create-3-billion-market/92030360

4 See https://eu.jsonline.com/story/news/investigations/2016/10/16/overactive-bladder-drug-
companies-helped-create-3-billion-market/9

5 www.jsonline.com/illnessinflation
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SOME HISTORY: CHAPTER 6 THE GREAT AIDS HOAX

The official story about AIDS goes like this:

The origin of HIV is traced to chimpanzees and simian immunodeficiency virus (SIV), an HIV-like virus
that attacks the immune system of monkeys and apes. In 1999, researchers identified a strain of
chimpanzee SIV called SIVcpz, which was nearly identical to HIV, and can spread between
chimpanzees and humans.

The important word here is nearly. The genome for a chimpazeee is nearly the same as a human
being — but | think we can all agree there are significant differences between the species. For many
years scientists assumed Mars had a similar atmosphere to Earth and would be an ideal second
home for human beings. It doesn’t and it is isn’t. Similar does not equal the Same. And this is a very,
very important point. Because we are forever being told something is so similar that it has to be
related when actually a 2% differential may indicate something that is totally alien.

The story goes that SIVcpz likely jumped to humans when hunters in Africa ate infected chimps, or
the chimps’ infected blood got into the cuts or wounds of hunters. Researchers believe the first
transmission of SIV to HIV in humans that then led to the global pandemic occurred in 1920 in
Kinshasa, the capital and largest city in the Democratic Republic of Congo. The virus then spread
from Kinshasha via migrants and the sex trade until in the 1960s it spread from Africa to Haiti and
the Caribbean. The virus then moved from the Caribbean to New York City around 1970 and then to
San Francisco later in the decade. International travel from the United States helped the virus spread
across the rest of the globe. (1)

Why do we swallow this bollocks?

When you realise that no virus has ever been isolated, and therefore identified, how in the name of
God can researchers in 1999 determine that a virus emerged in Kinshasha in 1920 - 69 years
previously? It's no different from saying that humankind originated when God summoned Eve from
Adam’s rib 6,000 years ago. Was anybody there? Did anybody know what HIV was in 19207 Of
course not.

This is a story dreamt up no different than the fable of Adam and Eve to explain to the gullible
masses how something inexplicable came into being. It was probably done using a computer
simulation, just like the computer simulation that suddenly became SARS COV2.

The medical profession and all governing bodies have learned that what human beings need most of
all is a story. It doesn’t matter how nonsensical the story. If it is purveyed by a corporate body with
authority it will be accepted without question. There will always be dissenters. There will always be
those who point out the story is nonsensical but they can easily be discredited, remaindered,
silenced or worse. The main thing is that the corporation, whether it be a church, a government or a
World Health Organisation sticks to the story through thick and thin and denounces anyone that
deviates from it as dangerous subversives and heretics.



Look how this has worked out through history. Is it any different now? If you suggest the narrative
behind COVID19 is a pile of baloney you’re branded an Anti-Vaxxer Conspiracy Theorist and even a
Domestic Terrorist; if you suggest that Russia was goaded by NATO into invading Ukraine you’re
probably branded a full blown political terrorist. In spite of the fact that both statements are almost
certainly true. But inconvenient...

PETER DUESBERG

Take Peter Duesberg, a distinguished virologist at the University of Berkeley who could not accept
the story about HIV and AIDS being purveyed by the health authorities in America.

Duesberg was a respected UC Berkeley molecular biologists, cofounder of the first retroviral
oncogene. He is also author of a book entitled ‘Inventing the AIDS Virus’, in which he contends that
HIV is not the cause of AIDS but is a harmless cellular passenger, like a hitchhiker. And HIV infects
less than one in 10,000 T cells, which thrive. For Duesberg AIDS instead is caused by multiple lifestyle
issues such as long-term, heavy duty recreational drug use in the Western world and, in Africa and
the third world generally, malnutrition and bad water, insufficient sanitation etc, all of which
challenge the immune system to the extent it eventually breaks down. Then the problem is
compounded when doctors prescribe antiretroviral drugs, like AZT. Duesberg maintains that Dr.
Anthony Fauci Health Czar of the USA had his team suppress these facts.

In 1988 Duesberg published a paper in Science titled, “HIV is Not the Cause of AIDS.” RFK Jr. In his
recent book The Real Anthony Fauci describes what happened next:

“Dr. Fauci summoned the entire upper clergy of his HIV orthodoxy—and all of its lower acolytes and
altar boys—to unleash a storm of fierce retribution on the Berkeley virologist and his followers... Dr.
Fauci’s career depended on the universal belief that HIV alone causes AIDS...The AIDS establishment,
down to its lowliest doctor, publicly reviled Duesberg. NIH defunded him, and academia ostracized
and exiled the brilliant Berkeley professor. The scientific press all but banished him. He became
radioactive... A frenzy of anti-Duesbergism swept the field like grass fire. Duesberg’s name became so
degraded that debasing him became a means of career advancement. Being seen with him was
career suicide for aspiring scientists.” (2)

And this is the fate of anybody who questions the orthodoxy in any discipline or walk of life. It’s
called in England the Old Boys’ Network. The corporation closes ranks. The same happened to Dr
Andrew Wakefield when he had the temerity to suggest the MMR vaccine might be partially
responsible for the explosion in autism amongst children, something which is incontestable to
anybody willing to look at the data.

Both Duesberg and Wakefield are highly qualified medical scientists expressing legitimate concern
about treatments that could very well be impacting adversely the lives of thousands of people. But
they are not even allowed to express a legitimate viewpoint. How can this be right?

Duesberg is not alone in his concerns about AIDS. In a Rapid Response to an article calling for an
increase ‘in the numbers of drugs in antiretroviral combination therapy’, in the esteemed BMJ,
Mohammed Ali Al-Bayati, President, Toxicologist, and Pathologist, Toxi-Health International, gives a



devastating demolition of the standard of care for AIDS patients, entitled ‘Stop Giving People Toxic
Drugs: HIV Does Not Cause AIDS’ (3)

The summary of Mohammed Ali Al-Bayati findings are as follows:
1) HIV is a harmless virus, both in vivo and in vitro. The HIV-hypothesis is not supported.

2) AIDS in drug users and homosexuals in the U.S. and in Europe results from heavy ancillary use of
glucocorticoids and other immunosuppressive agents. Physicians prescribe these drugs to treat a
wide range of chronic illnesses of the respiratory and gastrointestinal systems, and other organs.

3) The appearance of AIDS in the U.S. and Europe coincided with the approval of glucocorticoid
aerosol use in 1976, the introduction of crack cocaine, the use of heroin by inhalation, and the use of
alkyl nitrites by homosexuals to enhance anal sex.

4) AIDS in haemophiliacs relates to the use of corticosteroids and other immunosuppressive agents
to prevent development of antibodies for factors VIIl and IX, and used to treat other chronic illnesses
such as joint disease.

5) AIDS in people receiving blood and/or tissue follows use of glucocorticoids to prevent transfusion
and tissue rejection, and to treat other illnesses.

6) AIDS in infants and children is caused by their exposure to drugs and corticosteroids in utero, and
to corticosteroids used after birth to treat their chronic illnesses.

7) AIDS in Africa results from malnutrition, the consequent release of endogenous cortisol, and
opportunistic diseases. Atrophy in the thymus and lymphoid tissue in people suffering from
malnutrition has been known since 1925; malnutrition also impairs T cells function. Feeding an
adequate diet reverses these changes. It cures AIDS! Thymus size in malnourished children
increased from 20% of normal to 107% of normal, after nine weeks of feeding.

8) Kaposi's sarcoma (KS) and lymphoma result from the use of steroids and drugs, and the release of
endogenous cortisol. They are not caused by a slow virus. Stopping treatment with
immunosuppressive agents prior to metastasis reverses KS in some cases.

9) The medications currently used to treat patients with AIDS, such as AZT, protease inhibitors,
and glucocorticoids are highly toxic. They can cause AIDS in asymptomatic patients; they worsen
the condition of AIDS patients and even lead to their death. These drugs have no therapeutic
value; their use should stop forthwith.

10) Damage to the immune system is rapidly reversible after removal of the true insulting agent or
treatment of the true causes, i.e the toxic medications.

Mohammed Ali Al-Bayati also draws attention to the following:

In pregnant women up to 15% in America are found to be cocaine users which inevitably causes
immune deficiency in the infants who are basically born with a ‘passive drug habit’.



The prevalence of KS and lymphoma, lymphadenitis, and tuberculosis in Africa are similar to those
reported in the male homosexuals AIDS patients in US and Europe and even higher. However, AIDS
in Africa occurs almost equally in males and females because starvation affects both sexes equally.

‘The study of Fawzi et al. in Tanzania clearly demonstrated that HIV is a harmless virus. Feeding HIV-
positive malnourished pregnant women proper nutrition reversed the impairments of the immune
system functions. This measure also improved the outcome of their pregnancy’. (4)

The conclusion is very clear. The true cause of AIDS can be ascribed to one of two things either 1.
over exposure to toxic lifestyle and toxic medication or 2. to chronic malnutrition, lack of hygiene
and sanitation - as is all pervasive in third world countries, particularly Africa.

HOW TO TEST FOR A NON EXISTENT VIRUS

The relevance of the diagnosing and treatment of AIDS to our current situation regarding COVID19 is
absolute. Precisely the same indeterminacy surrounds the testing for COVID19 as has surrounded
the testing for AIDS. Hardly surprising since the test being used now is the same PCR test as has been
used to propagate the AIDS pandemic; the only difference being that AIDS is a mortal disease,
involving the collapse of the entire immune system where COVID19, as first identified, is no different
from the average flu and pneumonia that has traditionally killed human beings with co morbidities
every year since records began.

But the test for AIDS is not testing for AIDS. It’s testing for the antibodies supposedly produced by
the body to combat the so called ‘virus’ identified as HIV which is supposedly the cause of AIDS.
What nobody seems to realise is that nobody has ever proved that HIV IS the cause of AIDS. Which is
just as well as it has become apparent that most of us have HIV inside our bodies; so if it were the
case that HIV causes AIDS most of us should be dead or dying....

| hear immediately howls of protest. How can you say HIV doesn’t cause AIDS? Everybody knows
that. Everybody knows HIV is the cause of AIDS. We’ve known that since 1983 haven’t we?

No we haven’t. We’'ve been told since 1983 that HIV causes AIDS and we’ve believed it. Because
somebody called Robert Gallo in America and somebody called Luc Montaigner in France came out
in front of the cameras and on television announced they had discovered that HIV causes AIDS . And
the rest is history.

The reason this was so important was now they had something to test for; now Big Pharma had a
means of supposedly identifying AIDS across the globe and prescribing (selling) medicines for it.

And in the same way as they concocted a ‘virus’ as being the cause of COVID19 (SARS COV 2) that is
entirely ubiquitous throughout the human population, so with HIV they had concocted a virus (by
which read arbitrary sample of genetic material) which is ubiquitous throughout the human
population, and particularly in third world countries where vast numbers of people live in insanitary
conditions without proper nutrition, and said this is the cause of AIDS .

The thinking behind the AIDS pandemic must have gone something like this:



‘First we have to discover a new ‘virus’, then we have to find a way of testing for it. Then we have to
encourage everyone to test for it — TEST TEST TEST - whether or not you have any symptoms,
because you see — and this is absolutely critical — the fact that you have no symptoms doesn’t mean
that you’re not diseased and that you’re not highly infectious! We have to convince the population
that every single member is a potential vector for the disease. Once we’ve done that we can begin
prescribing medications, we can instigate a regime of chemotherapy drugs that will ensure you feel
horrendously sick for the rest of your natural life and will also ensure that eventually you will die,
whether or not you were sick in the first place. The growing incidence of deaths will further confirm
the narrative that there’s a deadly disease at large and you have to live in dread of the disease that
was never caused by a virus in the first place and that is only engendered and exacerbated by our
treatment of it.’

For the first ten years of the so-called AIDS epidemic patients were prescribed a chemotherapy drug
called AZT that was guaranteed to kill you and kill you fast. This is what killed Freddie Mercury, Rock
Hudson, Rudolph Nureyev, Arthur Ashe, Derek Jarman, and how many others.

When you understand that pharmaceutical companies are businesses no different from any other
business you are on the road to wisdom. What is the first thing you do if you're setting up a
business? You look for a market and if there isn’t one, and you’re really canny, you create one. This
is precisely what happened with AIDS and AZT.

When the drug was first introduced it was at such a high dosage it was guaranteed to kill you. Once
enough people had been killed by the drug — sufficient that is to convince the population that there
was a deadly disease abroad. The dosage was rolled back so instead of killing everybody — which
would hardly be an effective business strategy - it just ensured many thousands, nay millions, of
people were kept alive but deadly sick. Here’s the conclusion from an article in 1989 entitled SINS OF
OMIISSION, published at the time it was announced not only sick people but anybody at all carrying
the HIV virus, whether sick or not, would be prescribed AZT.

THE AZT SCANDAL BY CELIA FARBER

‘The news that AZT will soon be prescribed to asymptomatic people has left many leading AIDS
doctors dumbfounded and furious. Every doctor and scientist | asked felt that it was highly
unprofessional and reckless to announce a study with no data to look at, making recommendations
with such drastic public health implications. "This simply does not happen," says Bialy. "The
government is reporting scientific facts before they've been reviewed? It's unheard of." (5)

When Peter Duesberg heard the news that AZT was to be offered to people who were
asymptomatic, he was particularly appalled when the Gay Men's Health Crisis President Richard
Dunne started urging "everybody to get tested," and of course those who test positive to go on AZT.
"These people are running into the gas chambers," said Duesberg. "Himmler would have been so
happy if only the Jews were this cooperative." (6)

The HIV/AIDS Scam was the predecessor and the progenitor of the COVID19 scam. Now we know
what makes you ill we’re going to target it and sign you up for the rest of your natural life to a
draconian regime of disease identification and containment.



HOW DID IT ALL START?

In 1981 5 gay men all got sick having visited an LA nightclub. They would all eventually die. The cause
was almost certainly the extremely high octane lifestyle of the five men who were all using drugs on
a daily basis and particularly what are known as Poppers a muscle relaxant that greatly facilitates
anal sex and the achievement of orgasm. These 5 men were all regular subscribers to the bath
houses of San Francisco, notorious for their ‘anything goes’ culture.

Kary Mullis, inventor of the PCR test and, like Duesberg, a vocal opponent to the official position re
HIV, explained in an impassioned speech made in 1997 that the men who frequented these
establishments were experimenting with an extreme way of life that meant minimal sleep and
minimal nutrition. If they were working they were taking amphetamines throughout the day to keep
themselves going. Inevitably their immune systems were compromised. (7)

What does the acronym AIDS stand for? Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome. This is a rare
instance where a disease name precisely describes what it is. It is a breakdown of the immune
system so that the patient can suffer from any number of disease manifestations and outcomes,
including pneumonia, cancer and death. And it is ACQUIRED; that is it is obtained through life style
choices or impositions (AZT).

What is the solution to a Deficiency? Identify the deficiency and rectify it, in a sane world at any rate.
What is the medical profession doing with AIDS? Exacerbating the deficiency, when what should
have been happening is supplementation of the minerals, vitamins and nutrients that are deficient.

How can a chemotherapy drug be prescribed to address an immune deficiency...? This is a question |
have returned to over and over in this book.

What does chemotherapy do? It wipes out the immune system. It kills the white blood cells so that
there is no longer any possibility of the body fighting infection. Where is the sense in prescribing a
chemotherapy drug that wipes out the immune system to somebody whose immune system is
already collapsing? What is going to be the end result? You don’t need to be Einstein. The net result
is you are going to accelerate the process of the disease.

And this is precisely what happened with AZT.

| don’t care how many PHD’s and microbiologists and biochemists and white coats you line up
against the wall; | don’t care how much you quote to me your peer reviewed studies; | don’t care
how many Nobel Prizes you’ve been awarded. | say to you this is arrant nonsense; and worse than
that it’s criminal malfeasance to be perpetrating such arrant nonsense on an unsuspecting public in
the name of science.

But | don’t know really why we should be so surprised. The procedure with AIDS is no different from
what’s been transpiring for decades in cancer wards. Far more people die of chemotherapy than
have ever been killed by cancer. This has been statistically proven. (8)

This stuff is out in the public domain. Not so many years ago it was the job of journalists to go
looking for it and make the information available to the general public. This is no longer happening —



because it is considered MIS information or DIS information and apparently the public no longer
needs to be aware of it.

| have no commercial interest one way or another. But | am confident in saying far more people have
died of AZT than have died of AIDS. | have no proof for it. But there is ample corroboration out there
if you look for it. (9)

We have a quite extraordinary situation where if you are chronically ill whether it be cancer, AIDS, or
COVID19, the medical profession is employing protocols to accelerate your demise.

The best advice Mullis could give to anyone is steer clear of the men —and women — in white coats.
They don’t know what they’re prescribing because they’re just doing as they are told by Big Pharma.

Now if you’re living in the western world where there is still a modicum of freedom and capacity for
self determination left that’s all very well and potentially possible. You can choose to self medicate.
And this is what | would recommend to anyone suffering from viral disease of any description
whatsoever. The treatment that you need is the very reverse of what will be offered to you by the
physicians and clinicians in white coats. What you need is to roll back on the lifestyle choices that
have induced the immune deficiency in the first place.

But for many in the world this is not an option. For many in the world there is no option. Nowhere is
this more the case than in Africa where medical imperialism has been rolled out with ferocious
intensity ever since Christian missionaries arrived at the beginning of the 19™" century. Missionary
zeal and imperialism work hand in hand. Both stem from the notion of superiority. | know something
better than you do. | was born better than you. My job is to assist you.

Unquestionably there have been many thousands of well meaning souls who have given their lives
to genuinely wanting to help their fellow men and women — however misguided.

And if it has been inculcated in you since birth that you belong to a superior culture and superior
way of living; if even more than this it has been inculcated in you that you have a prerogative on
salvation — or even worse that you are a Chosen People, whether it be Christian, Jewish or Moslem -
and you are of a kindly, well meaning disposition then you may well feel it is your duty to assist in
the enlightenment of your less fortunate fellow human beings. And this is totally comprehensible.

Unfortunately it is a syndrome that has been exploited down the ages and never more so than in the
era of industrial and pharmacological ‘philanthropy’ that was issued in from the moment John D
Rockefeller realised that the best way to protect his fortune, and eventually enlarge it beyond
anything he could have imagined when he started out trading in oil, was to reinvent himself as a
philanthropist dedicated to the education and welfare of humanity at large.

This enabled Rockefeller and his fellow business magnates and bankers to instigate a power grab of
unprecedented dimensions not least the resources and wealth of third world countries all under the
cloak of philanthropy. It was the missionary principle on a gigantic scale and we are seeing the
results today in the dictatorship of world health policy that has been appropriated by the
Rockefellers and their crony Bill Gates, son of notorious eugenicist William Gates.



This monopoly of health care has had catastrophic results for the third world not least Africa;
because Bill Gates is not remotely interested in health. He is only interested in sickness and the
opportunities it affords him to massively accelerate his wealth. He is on record as saying
‘Vaccinations was the best investment choice | ever made’. At Davos in January 2019 he boasted
“We feel there’s been over a 20-to-1 return,” yielding $200 billion over those 20 or so years, Gates
told CNBC's Becky Quick on “Squawk Box” from the World Economic Forum in Davos, Switzerland.
He hastily added “Helping young children live, get the right nutrition, contribute to their countries —
that has a payback that goes beyond any typical financial return.’ (10)

He doesn’t give a toss about young children. How has he multiplied his 10 billion investment by
20/1? By taking charge of the health policy of governments of third world countries ensuring those
governments enforce mandatory vaccine campaigns, then charging whatever he fancies for his
product — the vaccines.

This syndrome got seriously under way with the AIDS hoax. In an interview widely available on the
internet (dependent upon the censorship status of your country) Kary Mullis explained very clearly
the problem:

‘The people that are AIDS researchers are now getting neurotic. If you ask them any questions there
was a time when | first started asking questions | was always — Where are the papers just tell me the
papers that you had that convinced you that HIV was the cause of AIDS? Because | need to reference
those papers. | was working on one test for HIV with PCR, and | need to write a little report to the
NIH to say ‘here’s the progress we’ve made’. And the first line of it was ‘HIV is the probable cause of
AIDS’. | thought that was true. This was before | got intimately involved. And | said ‘What’s the
reference for that quote?’ And | looked for it for 2 years and | never could find it. And at the end of 2
years I'd asked everybody at every meeting that I'd gone to that talked about AIDS. I'd ask you now
I'll look through the computer database. There is no reference there is nobody that should get credit
for that statement.’

Mullis concludes:

‘Now that’s a pretty weird situation in science, where getting credit for a discovery is the most
important thing in your life. It’s silly to hear people say ‘You don’t believe that HIV causes AIDS’. You
don’t believe that? | mean it’s just a word. But it’s a very, very important distinction. | think that’s
why it has become a very emotional kind of thing because people get personally committed to what
really is a body of evidence that can be analysed you know by a lot of people — at this point there’s
so much of it out there nobody can analyse all of it.” (11)

I've heard it said that Mullis was anti-State. He wasn’t anti-State. He was anti mendacity. He was anti
corruption, and above all he was anti idiocy. And | can’t imagine what it must have done to the man
in the small hours of the night to realise that his invention was being used to perpetrate an
enormous hoax on the human population with huge ramifications in terms of suffering, misery and
death. Some see it as significant that Mullis died only weeks before the declaration of the COVID19
pandemic. Certainly it can be said it is highly unlikely he would have taken lying down the egregious
abuse of the test he created to convince the world of a pandemic that clearly doesn’t exist.

Mullis concluded his autobiography ...... with this paragraph:



“A segment of our society was experimenting with a life style and it didn’t work. They got sick.
Another segment of our pluralistic society, call them doctor/scientist refugees from the failed War
on Cancer, or just call them professional jackals, discovered that it did work. It worked for them.
They are still making payments on their BMWs out of your pocket.”

Bob Funkhouser from the website AIDSTruth.org comments on this passage:

‘I suppose if one really believes HIV does not cause AIDS and it’s all been an elaborate, well-
executed scam, then you can say such things and think you’re shedding light on a shady situation.
But HIV/AIDS science is peer-reviewed, not cooked up in some smokefilled room. And Duesberg’s
views that drugs are the cause of AIDS have never been proven and in fact have been discredited...
Mullis is guilty, I'm afraid, of mistaking his own projections -- or perhaps those of Peter Duesberg --
for reality. Maybe that glowing raccoon outside his Mendocino cabin, or the diethyltryptamine, did
some damage after all.” (12)

Mullis was open fodder all his life for being discredited due to his self avowed addiction to alcohol
and other recreational drugs. | don’t really care what he did in his spare time. | dread to think what
Anthony Fauci does in his spare time. | take a man on his words and his actions. What possible
reason could Mullis have for declaring there was no proven causality between HIV and AIDS? The
more the PCR test was rolled out across the globe the greater his fame/notoriety was guaranteed.

I’'m sure Mr Funkhouser is sincere when he questions Mullis’ viewpoint. But has he actually followed
up on Mullis’ assertions? Does he know that Mullis was wrong? To say that something is peer
reviewed is absolutely no guarantee of accuracy. (13)

When a former editor of a top publisher of peer reviewed studies declares ‘the fact that it’s
published does not mean we should trust it’ we need to take notice. Mr Funkhouser needs to take
notice. Peer review is a scam. It’s a means of ensuring only orthodoxy prevails. And dissenting voices
are squashed.

MORE PARALLELS BETWEEN AIDS & COVID19

There are many parallels between the AIDS pandemic and the COVID pandemic. One of the most
striking narratives is that surrounding the origin of the ‘virus’, and the possibility that it was
engineered.

Of course those that claim there is no such thing as a virus have difficulty in explaining how a
pandemic originated in the first place. And indeed it is perfectly clear with COVID there never was a
pandemic — until, that is, they started vaccinating. And actually the same applies to AIDS. There was
no pandemic until they started treating it with AZT.

So how do we explain the first cases? How do we explain that there clearly was a disease condition
in the first place? The answer is to be found in one word. Poisoning.

All disease conditions occur as a result of poisoning. And the poisoning can come from any number
of environmental and epidemiological factors. Principle among these is vaccines. AIDS first got going



as a result of a campaign to vaccinate the gay community against Hepatitus B in America and
according to some, smallpox in the third world.

In 2020 we saw virtually no excess mortality as a result of the COVID pandemic, and what there was
was undoubtedly caused by the extremity of the containment measures. However this has changed
drastically since the roll out of the vaccines and it is going to be very interesting to see how this is
explained. | assume by a new pandemic.

Now much of the alternative narrative around COVID has revolved around the well documented fact
that Anthony Fauci and his minions had been conducting ‘gain of function’ research into
coronaviruses for many years prior to 2020. In 2014 President Obama appeared to call a halt to this
research amidst concerns about biosecurity and the possibility of a lethal pathogen escaping the
labs.

What actually happened was the research was moved off shore to Wuhan in China, among other
places. The justification for this can be found in a tiny footnote to the original consultation
document ‘U.S. Government Gain-of-Function Deliberative Process and Research Funding Pause on
Selected Gain-of-Function Research Involving Influenza, MERS, and SARS Viruses'.

This footnote reads ‘An exception from the research pause may be obtained if the head of the USG
funding agency determines that the research is urgently necessary to protect the public health or
national security.’ (14)

There has been intense debate as to whether the whole COVID pandemic wasn’t as a result of a lab
leak in Wuhan. This theory is inevitably appealing since the pandemic was supposed to have
originated in a wet market in Wuhan.

There was a corresponding alternative narrative that accompanied the AIDS pandemic, which dates
back to 1969 ten years before the first recorded cases of AIDS.

Here is an Extract from House of Representatives Department of Defense Appropriations for 1970
Hearings Part 5, 1969

129 -Tuesday, July 1,1969 SYNTHETIC BIOLOGICAL AGENTS
This is an exchange between a Mr Sikes and a Dr MacArthur:

Dr. MacArthur. There are two things about the biological agent field | would like to mention. One is
the possibility of technological surprise. Molecular biology is a field that is advancing very rapidly and
eminent biologists believe that within a period of 5 to 10 years it would be possible to produce a
synthetic biological agent, an agent that does not naturally exist and for which no natural immunity
could have been acquired.

Mr. Sikes. Are we doing any work in that field?
Dr. MacArthur. We are not.
Mr. Sikes. Why not? Lack of money or lack of interest?

Dr. MacArthur. Certainly not lack of interest.



Mr. Sikes. Would you provide for our records information on what would be required, what the
advantages of such a program would be, the time and the cost involved?

Dr. MacArthur. We will be very happy to.
(The information follows:)

The dramatic progress being made in the field of molecular biology led us to investigate the
relevance of this field of science to biological warfare. A small group of experts considered this
matter and provided the following observations:

All biological agents up to the present time are representatives of naturally occurring disease, and
are thus known by scientists throughout the world. They are easily available to qualified scientists for
research, either for offensive or defensive purposes.

Within the next 5 to 10 years, it would probably be possible to make a new infective microorganism
which could differ in certain important aspects from any known disease-causing organisms. Most
important of these is that it might be refractory to the immunological and therapeutic processes
upon which we depend to maintain our relative freedom from infectious disease.

A research program to explore the feasibility of this could be completed in approximately 6 years at a
total cost of 510 million.

It would be very difficult to establish such a program. Molecular biology is a relatively new science.
There are not many highly competent scientists in the field. Almost all are in university laboratories,
and they are generally adequately supported from sources other than DOD. However, it was
considered possible to initiate an adequate program through the National Academy of Sciences -
National Research Council (NAS-NRC). (15)

This was the beginning of a whole line of research that would ultimately lead to Anthony Fauci’s
Gain of Function research into Coronavirus. Basically the aim is simple: how to make a benign virus
more lethal through genetic engineering.

Now the notion that AIDS was caused by this sort of research was given credence by the fact that
Secretary of Defense Robert McNamara in an address to international bankers in 1970 had pointed
to the need to tackle the problem of population growth.

“On October 2, 1970, just 15 months after the above exchange, Robert McNamara who served as
the eighth United States Secretary of Defense from 1961 to 1968 under Presidents John F. Kennedy
and Lyndon B. Johnson and now World Bank President, made a speech to international bankers in
which he identified population growth as "the gravest issue that the world faces over the years
ahead."

In his speech to the bankers, McNamara argued that population growth was leading to instability,
that a 10 billion world population would not be "controllable."”

McNamara observed: ‘It is not a world that any of us would want to live in. Is such a world
inevitable? It is not sure but there are two possible ways by which a world of 10 billion people can be



averted. Either the current birth rates must come down more quickly or the current death rates
must go up. There is no other way.’

In his book Trilaterals Over America Anthony C Sutton writes:

‘In brief, Robert McNamara was in the final decision-making role for development of AIDS at the very
time he was contemplating the idea that "world death rates must go up." This is more than
coincidence.

Our conclusion is that Trilateralist Robert McNamara knowingly encouraged development of AIDS
as a means to reduce the world's population. It is difficult to arrive at any other conclusion”. (16)

Now this conclusion has been supported by innumerable researchers since, most notably Aajonus
Vanderplanitz and Dr Robert Streker who became convinced that AIDS was caused by vaccination
campaigns. Apparently hundreds of conditions cause false positive AIDS test results. The fact that
AIDS is an autoimmune condition par excellence gives credence to their work.

VANDERPLANITZ asserted AIDS was created in a laboratory — UCLA University of California LA 1961-
62 they created a mixture, they combined the waste product, the lymphonomic virus of a sheep and
the leukaemic virus of a cow. Vanderplanitz was extremely outspoken on the subject of viruses. (17)

The only way to get a virus is when the organic tissue is so toxic the natural bacteria cannot do its
janatorial work of cleansing that it would normally do. In this situation your body makes a solvent
which is what they call a virus . It’s not alive, has no nucleus, no respiratory system, no digestive
tract, no circulatory system. It’s not alive. It’s a waste product. It’s no more than dissolved animal
tissue. So what they do is they take animal tissue and put it in a petri dish, in a contaminated
environment but with enough solution to keep them alive. So the cells start taking themselves apart
with solvents and will eventually kill the cell. This solvent (virus) will kill the cell by poisoning it and
tearing itself apart.

Vonderplanitz references Dr Robert Streker.

The only way to make a virus is to put diseased animal tissue in a petri dish. The only way for it to

According to Vonderplanitz ‘They intubated the leukaemic virus of a cow and the lymphonomic virus
of a sheep. They put them together and created a bioweapon. Why?

Why create cancer in laboratory animals?

Ostensible reason was they wanted to study cancer. But this makes no sense because there’s plenty
of agents already available that can cause spontaneous tumours — cadmium etc.

Dr. Robert B. Strecker, M.D., Ph.D. practiced internal medicine and gastroenterology in Los Angeles.
He was a trained pathologist and held a Ph.D. in pharmacology. In 1983, Dr. Strecker and his brother,
Ted Strecker, an attorney, were preparing a proposal for a health maintenance o