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I'LL ATTEMPT TO ANSWER...
Are we sure that  v i ruses exist ,  or  is  i t  a  condit ioned bel ief? 

Could the supposed effects  of  v i ruses be caused by something else? 

What causes the contagion phenomenon (2+ people s ick in  the same space)? 

Are temporary symptoms of  i l lness bad,  or  is  this  a lso a  condit ioned bel ief? 

Why is  this  important? 



COVID DATA, U.S. CDC
Among 4 ,899 ,447 hospita l ized adul ts  in  

PHD-SR ,  540 ,667 (11 .0%)  were  pat ients  with  
COVID-19 ,  of  whom 94 .9% had at  least  1  
under ly ing  medica l  condit ion .  Essent ia l  
hypertens ion  (50 .4%) ,  d isorders  of  l ip id  

metabol ism (49 .4%) ,  and obes i ty  (33 .0%)  
were  the  most  common .  The strongest  r isk  

factors  for  death  were  obes i ty  (ad justed 
r isk  rat io  [aRR] =  1 .30 ;  95% CI ,  1 .27–1 .33) ,  
anx iety  and fear-re lated d isorders  (aRR =  

1 .28 ;  95% CI ,  1 .25–1 .31) ,  and d iabetes  with  
compl icat ion  (aRR =  1 .26 ;  95% CI ,  1 .24–1 .28)

Anxiety  and fear  re lated disorders  were 
the 2nd strongest  r isk  factor  for  death 

re lated to  COVID.  



THE IMPACT OF BELIEF ON OUR BIOLOGY
W h a t  h a p p e n s  w h e n  w e ’ r e  c o n d it io n e d  t o  

b e l ie v e  in  s o m e t h in g  t h a t  m a y  n o t  e v e n  e x is t ?  

W h a t  h a p p e n s  w h e n  w e ’ r e  c o n d it io n e d  t o  
b e l ie v e  in  s o m e t h in g  t h a t  i s  p a t h o g e n ic  a n d  
p o t e n t ia l ly  d e a d ly – s o m e t h in g  t h a t  c o u ld  b e  
a n y w h e r e  b u t  i s  in v is ib le  t o  t h e  n a k e d  e y e ?  



DOES SANTA CLAUS EXIST?
I ’ m  a  c h i ld .  F r o m  t h e  m o m e n t  t h a t  I  w a s  a b le  t o  c o n c e p t u a l iz e  t h in g s ,  
I ’ v e  b e e n  t o ld  t h a t  S a n t a  C la u s  e x is t s .  C o u n t le s s  t h in g s  in  m y  e n v i r o n m e n t  
r e a f f i r m  (o r  re i fy )  h is  e x is t e n c e ,  in c lu d in g  b u t  n o t  l im i t e d  t o :

• A l l  o f  t h e  c a r t o o n s ,  m o v ie s ,  p ic t u r e s  a n d  s t o r ie s  
• T h e  d e c o r a t io n s  
• T h e  h a l f - e a t e n  c o o k ie s  a n d  m i lk  o n  C h r is t m a s  m o r n in g  
• T h e  p ie c e s  o f  b e a r d  f o u n d  in  t h e  f i r e p la c e  
• T h e  p r e s e n t s  u n d e r  t h e  t r e e  
• T h e  S a n t a - C l a u s  s l e i g h  t r a c k i n g  a p p  t h a t  I  w a t c h  o n  C h r i s t m a s  E v e .  

A l l  o f  th e s e  th in gs  m e a n  S a n ta  C la u s  a ctu a l ly  e x is ts ,  r igh t?  

K id s  b e h a v e  a s  i f  S a n t a  i s  r e a l ,  e x p e r ie n c in g  m e a s u r a b le  a n d  o b s e r v a b le  
e f f e c t s  in  t h e i r  b o d y  ( f o r  b e t t e r  o r  f o r  w o r s e ) .



A PING PONG BALL & A BRICK WALL
T h e  b e g i n n i n g  o f  D r .  T o m  C o w a n  a n d  S a l l y  F a l l o n  M o r e l l ’ s  T h e C o n t ag io n  M yt h
c o n t a i n s  a  p e r f e c t  a n a l o g y  t o  s e t  t h e  s t a g e  f o r  w h a t  I ’m  p r e s e n t i n g  h e r e .  T h e  
f o l l o w i n g  i s  a  v a r i a t i o n  o f  t h a t  a n a l o g y .

I f  I  t o l d  y o u  t h a t  a  p i n g - p o n g  b a l l  c o u l d  b r e a k  d o w n  a  b r i c k  w a l l ,  o f  c o u r s e  y o u ’d  
w a n t  t o  s e e  p r o o f  o f  t h i s .  

S o ,  i n  o r d e r  t o  p r o v e  i t  t o  y o u ,  I  p o u r e d  a  b u n c h  o f  c o r r o s i v e  a c i d  o n  t h e  w a l l .  N e x t ,  
I  s m a s h e d  t h e  b r i c k  w a l l  s e v e r a l  t i m e s  w i t h  a  g i a n t  m a l l e t .  
F i n a l l y ,  I  t a p e d  t h e  p i n g - p o n g  b a l l  t o  a  g i a n t  b o u l d e r ,  a t t a c h e d  t h e  b o u l d e r  t o  a  
p u l l e y  s y s t e m  ( o f  c o u r s e ,  b e c a u s e  i t  i s  t o o  h e a v y  f o r  m e  t o  t h r o w )  a n d  I  s w u n g  i t  a t  
t h e  b r i c k  w a l l ,  k n o c k i n g  i t  d o w n .  

V o i l a !  I ’v e  p r o v e n  t h a t  a  p i n g - p o n g  b a l l  b r o k e  d o w n  t h e  b r i c k  w a l l ,  r i g h t ?  

O f  c o u r s e ,  a n y  r a t i o n a l  p e r s o n  w o u l d  s a y  “ a b s o l u t e l y  n o t ;  E v e r y t h i n g  e l s e  m a d e  t h e  
b r i c k  w a l l  f a l l .  T h e  p i n g - p o n g  b a l l  h a d  n o  e f f e c t ! ”  

A n d  o f  c o u r s e ,  t h a t  i s  c o r r e c t ;  t h e  p i n g - p o n g  b a l l  o b v i o u s l y  h a d  l i t t l e - t o - n o  e f f e c t .  
A n d  h o w  c o u l d  I  p o s s i b l y  c l a i m  t h a t  i t  d i d ,  g i v e n  t h a t  t h e r e  w e r e  s o  m a n y  o t h e r  
c o n f o u n d i n g  v a r i a b l e s  t h a t  I  d i d n ’ t  a c c o u n t  f o r ?  



"ISOLATION" OF 
SARS-COV-2



WEBSTER'S DICTIONARY, "ISOLATE":

“TO SEPARATE FROM ANOTHER SUBSTANCE 
SO AS TO OBTAIN IN A PURE OR FREE STATE”  



"ISOLATION" OF 
SARS-COV-2



• f lu ids  co l lected f rom s ick  pat ient
• added to  v i ra l  t ransport  medium
• sputum added to  Vero  E6/Vero  CCL -81  a longs ide :

⚬ Dulbecco 's  Min imal  Essent ia l  Medium (DMEM)
⚬ Tryps in
⚬ Gentamic in
⚬ Amphoter ic in  B
⚬ Penic i l l in-Streptomycin
⚬ Feta l  Bov ine  Serum

• Cel l  Exper iences  Cytopath ic  Effect  (CPE)
• Sample  is  co l lected and prepared for  E lectron  Microscopy
• Electron  Micrograph Images are  produced

BREAKDOWN OF THE METHODOLOGY



3 MAJOR BRANCHES OF SCIENCE: 
NATURAL SCIENCE
SOCIAL SCIENCE*
FORMAL SCIENCE*



FORMAL SCIENCE
the  stud y  of  form al  s y s tem s ,  such 

as  those  und er  the  b ranches  of  
logic and  m athem at ics ,  which 
use an a  pr ior i ,  as  opposed to  

empir ica l ,  methodology .



SOCIAL SCIENCE
socio logy ,  anthrop ology ,  

archaeology ,  econom ics ,  hum an 
geo grap hy ,  l ingu ist ics ,  m anagem ent  

sc ience ,  com m unicat ion  sc ience ,  
p o l i t ica l  sc ience and  p sychology .  



the  study of  natura l  phenomena .

Natura l  sc ience t r ies  to  expla in  and predict  
nature 's  phenomena based on empir ica l  

ev idence .  In  natura l  sc ience ,  a  hypothes is  
must  be  ver i f ied  sc ient i f ica l ly  to  be  

regarded as  sc ient i f ic  theory .

NATURAL SCIENCE



A method of  d iscover ing  knowledge about  
the natural  world based in  making 

fa ls i f iab le  predict ions  (hypotheses) ,  
test ing  them empir ica l ly ,  and developing 

theor ies  that  match known data  f rom 
repeatable  phys ica l  exper imentat ion .

THE SCIENTIFIC METHOD



a proposed explanat ion  for  a  phenomenon .  

HYPOTHESIS



• Observe a  natural  phenomenon
• Formulate  a  hypothesis
• Independent  Var iab le-the presumed cause (X)
• Dependent  Var iab le- the observed effect  (y)
• Contro ls  Var iab les- (th ings  that  remain  constant)
• ALTERNATE HYPOTHESIS (X CAUSES Y )
• NULL HYPOTHESIS (X DOESN'T CAUSE Y )

• Test/Exper iment
• Analyze the observat ions and data
• Val idate/Inval idate the hypothesis

STEPS OF THE SCIENTIFIC METHOD



Natural ist ic  Observat ion :  Observat ion  of  a  
behav ior  in  a  natura l  sett ing without  any  attempt  to  
intervene .

-the s ituat ion is  not  manipulated or  control led by 
the invest igator .
-the s ituat ion has not  been in it iated or  created 
by the invest igator .

Example :  Observe severa l  people  gett ing s ick  with  
respiratory  symptoms (coughing)  in  the  same space 

OBSERVE A NATURAL PHENOMENON



Example :  " I  th ink  a  part ic le  in  the  
f lu ids  of  these people  is  caus ing 
them to  become s ick . "

Okay .  Good .  In  order  to  proceed ,  you 
need to  show that  these part ic les  
( the  independent  var iab le)  ex ist .

FORMULATE A HYPOTHESIS



A test  under  contro l led  condit ions  that  
is  made to  demonstrate  the  va l id i ty  of  
a  hypothesis .

SCIENTIFIC EXPERIMENT

3 parts  of  an exper iment :
Independent  Var iab le  (X)

Dependent  Var iab le  (Y)
Contro l  Var iab les



VARIABLES
Independent  Var iable  (X) :
• The th ing you think i s  the  cause of  the  observed 

phenomenon .  In  order  to  proceed with  the  
exper iment ,  the  IV needs to  ex ist .  Th is  is  what  the  
researcher  manipulates  and var ies .

Dependent  Var iable  (Y) :
• The effect  under  study ( the  observed phenomenon) .  

You must  have a  DV in  order  for  anyth ing to  be  
sc ient i f ic .



VARIABLES
Control  Var iables :
• Var iables  that  are  kept  constant  

( i .e .  room temperature ,  food ,  l ight ing ,  env i ronment)
• It  is  EXTREMELY chal lenging to  mainta in  t rue  

constants .

Control  Group:
• The group that  receives  a l l  of  the  same 

exper imenta l  t reatment  as ide  f rom the independent  
var iab le  i tse l f .  Th is  prov ides  more ins ight  into  
whether  the  independent  var iab le  has  an  effect .



VARIABLES
Example :

IV:  the part ic le  in  the  f lu ids .
(Have to  be shown to  ex ist .  Have to  be iso lated complete ly  
by  themselves  to  see i f  they  produce an  effect) .

DV :  resp i ratory  symptoms .

Controls :  food ,  env i ronment ,  s leep ,  temperature .

Control  Group:  receives  the  same exper imenta l  t reatment  
as ide  f rom the IV .



Pseudoscience cons ists  of  statements ,  
be l iefs ,  or  pract ices  that  c la im to  be  both  

sc ient i f ic  and factua l  but  are  incompat ib le  
w i t h  t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  m e t h o d .  

PSEUDOSCIENCE

Is  v i ro logy "science"? 
I  don 't  th ink so . . .



An explanat ion  of  an  aspect  of  the  
natura l  wor ld  and un iverse  that  has  been 

repeatedly  tested and c o r r o b o r a t e d  i n  
a c c o r d a n c e  w i t h  t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  m e t h o d .  

.

SCIENTIFIC THEORY

Is  germ "theory"  a  proper  theory? 
I  don 't  th ink so . . .



• V irus  not  s hown to  ex is t  in  nature .

• A ssum e v i rus  i s  i n  the  f lu ids .

• A ssum e v i rus  has  an  effect .

• C el l  cu l ture  conta ins  too  m any  confounding  v ar iab les .

• A ssum e confoundi ng  var iab les  don ' t  have  an  im pact  on  
the  cu l ture .

• The cu l tur ing  proces s  i ts e l f  i s  unnatura l .

• No proper  contro l  exper i m ents .

• V iro log y  does  not  adhere  to  the  s c ient i f ic  m ethod .  

PROBLEMS WITH OUR EXAMPLE: VIROLOGY



CAN WE DO A SCIENTIFIC 
EXPERIMENT ON SANTA CLAUS?

WHY? WHY NOT?



1 .  “The v i rus  is  too weak to  iso late/pur i fy  
d i rect ly  f rom the f lu ids . ”  

2 .  “There ’s  not  enough v i rus  present  in  the 
f lu ids  to  iso late/pur i fy  i t . ”  

3 .  “A  v i rus  needs a  host  in  order  to  
repl icate ,  so  that ’s  why we use the cel l  
cu l ture . ”  

4 .  “You ’ re  not  a  v i ro logist ,  you don ’ t  get  to  
determine what  iso lat ion is . ”  

WHY “VIRUSES” CANNOT BE ISOLATED ACCORDING TO THE EXPERTS



OTHER COMPONENTS OF CULTURE MEDIA 
AMPHOTERICIN B
• Anti fungal  drug .  Mechanism is  the format ion of  aqueous pores .  
• Acute renal  fa i lure  is  the most  ser ious  compl icat ion .
• Used to  prevent  fungal  growth in  cel l  cultures .  

PENICILLIN/STREPTOMYCIN
• Combinat ion ant ib iot ic  drug .  Used to  prevent  bacter ia l  growth .  

GENTAMICIN
• Broad spectrum ant ib iot ic .  
• Used to  prevent  bacter ia l  growth .  
• Can cause k idney damage .

HEPES
• Zwitter ionic  sul fonic  acid buffer ing agent .  
• Used to  buffer  the media  and control  pH .  Toxic  to  cel ls .  

L-GLUTAMINE 
• Crit ica l  amino acid for  cel l  culture .  Rapidly  degrades producing tox ic  

compounds .  
TRYPSIN-EDTA 
• Protease from porcine pancreas .  
• Used to  detach adherent  cel ls  f rom a  f lask .  
• One study c la imed treatment  with trypsin  was required to  get  “spikes” .  



AMPHOTERICIN B

"O u r  r e s u l ts  in d ic a te  th a t  
th e  u s e  o f  A m B  m a y  

fa c i l i ta te  in f lu e n z a  v i r u s  
is o la t io n  a n d  p r o d u c t io n  

in  V e r o  c e l ls . "

In other  words ,  Am B is  
very  tox ic  and increases  

cel lu lar  breakdown



GENTAMICIN
"O u r  d a ta  r e v e a l  th a t  

G E N T  h a s  a  s ig n i f ic a n t  
c y to to x ic  a n d  a d v e r s e  

e ffe c t  o n  th e  c e l l  
v ia b i l i ty . "

In other  words ,  GENT is  
very  tox ic  and increases  

cel lu lar  breakdown



LIMITATIONS OF ELECTRON MICROSCOPY



APPEARANCES CAN BE DECEIVING...

“we have observed morphologica l ly  
indist inguishable inclus ions with in  
podocytes  and tubular  epithel ia l  
ce l ls  both in  pat ients  negat ive for  
coronavirus  d isease 2019 (COVID-
19)  as  wel l  as  in  renal  b iopsies  
f rom the pre– COVID-19 era . ”  

Source: (Appearances  Can Be Deceiv ing -Vira l- l ike  Inc lus ions  in  
COVID-19 Negat ive  Rena l  B iops ies  by  E lectron  Microscopy .  
K idney3 60.  https : / / k idney3 60.as n journa ls .org/ content/ 1 / 8/ 824)  



APPEARANCES CAN BE DECEIVING...
“The ev idence prov ided in  the  art ic le  by  Farkas h  et  a l .8  in  

JASN l ikewise  does  not  conf i rm the  presence of  SARS -CoV-2 in  
k idney  t issue .

In  the  art ic le  by  Farkas h et  a l . ,  the  e lectron  micros copic  
images  in  the i r  F igure  3 ,  A–C do not  demonstrate  
coronaviruses .  Rather ,  the  structures  descr ibed as  v i rus  are  
c lathr in-coated ves ic les  (CCVs) ,  normal  subcel lu lar  organel les  
involved in  intracel lu lar  t ransport .  

Addit iona l ly ,  Farkash et  a l .  document  the i r  f ind ings  by  referr ing  
to  an  art ic le  by  Su  et  a l .  that  purports  to  have ident i f ied  
coronavirus  in  k idney .  L ikewise ,  that  art ic le  shows on ly  normal  
ce l l  s t ructures  that ,  to  the  non - e lectron  micros copis t  
v i ro log ist ,  may res emble  coronavirus .  Their  interpretat ion  has  
been refuted in  Letters  to  the  Editor  of  K idney Internat iona l .  

Ident i f icat ion  of  v i rus es  is  not  a lways  s tra ightforward .  
Cons iderat ion  should  be  g iven to  the  mechanism of  v i rus  
product ion ,  inc luding  the  locat ion  ins ide  of  ce l ls ,  as  wel l  as  the  
appearance (s iz e ,  s hape ,  interna l  pattern  of  the  nucleocaps id ,  
and surface s p ikes ) .  Care  should  be  taken to  prevent  mis tak ing  
ce l l  organel les  for  v i ra l  part ic les . ”  

Source: (Caut ion  in  Ident i fy ing  Coronaviruses  by  E lectron  
Micros copy |  A mer ican Society  of  Nephrology .  as n journa ls .org)



APPEARANCES CAN BE DECEIVING...
“Recent  publ icat ions  in  K idney 

Internat iona l  used e lectron microscopy 
(EM)  to  detect  the  v i rus  in  autopsy  or  
b iopsy  specimens  of  the  k idney .  Most  of  the  
publ ished images  depict ing  the suspected 
v i rus  are  very  s imi lar ,  i f  not  ident ica l ,  to  
mult ives icu lar  bodies  (MVBs) .  MVBs have 
been wel l -known s ince the  1960s and the i r  
appearance and occurrence is  deta i led  in  
the  c lass ic  monograph of  Feroze Ghadia l ly ;  
however ,  the i r  exact  s ign i f icance and 
funct ion  is  unclear .  We suspect  that  the  EM 
images  of  SARS-CoV-2 publ ished to  date  
are  in  fact  MVBs . ”  

Source:  (Mult ives icu lar  bodies  mimick ing  SA RS -CoV-2 in  pat ients  
without  COVID-19 - Kidney Internat iona l .  k idney- internat iona l .org)  



APPEARANCES CAN BE DECEIVING...
“We read with  interest  the  Correspondence by  
Zsuzsanna Varga and co l leagues on  the poss ib le  
infect ion  of  endothel ia l  ce l ls  by  SARS-CoV-2 
us ing  e lectron  microscopic  (EM)  images as  
ev idence .  However ,  we bel ieve the EM images in  
the  Correspondence do not  show coronav i rus  
part ic les  but  instead show cross-sect ions  of  the  
rough endoplasmic  ret icu lum (RER) .

Just  recent ly ,  there  have been two addit iona l  
reports ,  in  which  structures  that  can  normal ly  be  
found in  the  cytoplasm of  a  ce l l  have been 
mis interpreted as  v i ra l  part ic les . EM can be a  
powerfu l  too l  to  show ev idence of  infect ion  by  a  
v i rus ,  but  care  must  be taken when interpret ing  
cytoplasmic  structures  to  correct ly  ident i fy  
v i rus  part ic les . ”  

Source: (E lectron  micros copy of  SA RS-CoV-2 :  
a  cha l leng ing  tas k  - The Lancet)  



APPEARANCES CAN BE DECEIVING...
“The report  of  v i rus- l ike  inc lus ions  in  syncyt iotrophoblast  is  intr igu ing and thought-
provoking .  However ,  I  respectfu l ly  offer  an  a l ternat ive  interpretat ion  of  the  data .  The 
structures  ident i f ied as  SARS-CoV-2 v i r ions  look exact ly  l ike  c lathr in-coated p i ts  or  
ves ic les . C lathr in-coated ves ic les  are  spher ica l  structures  employed by  trophoblasts  
and other  ce l l  types  to  interna l ize  cargos from the  extracel lu lar  space .  Coated 
ves ic les  and coated p i ts  der ive  the i r  name from the  externa l  scaffo ld  coat  composed 
of  c lathr in  t r iske l ions  that  decorate  the  surface of  the  structure .  In  t ransmiss ion  
e lectron micrographs in  which t issue-th in  sect ions  are  sta ined with  urany l  acetate  

Source:  (A lternat ive  interpretat ion  to  the  f ind ings  reported in  
v is ua l iz at ion  of  s evere  acute  respiratory  syndrome coronavirus  2  
invading  the  human p lacenta  us ing  e lectron  microscopy - Amer ican  
Journa l  of  Obstetr ics  &  Gynecology .  a jog .org)  

and lead c i t rate ,  coated ves ic les  have an  e lectron-dense 
studded surface that  appears  ident ica l  to  the  “corona”  
compr is ing  the  spike  prote in  that  decorates  a l l  
coronavi ruses ,  inc luding SARS-CoV-2 v i r ions .  It  i s  th is  
studded surface or  corona that  g ives  the  genus 
Betacoronavi r idae  i ts  character ist ic  morphology and name.  



APPEARANCES CAN BE DECEIVING...



FORMAL SCIENCE
the  stud y  of  form al  s y s tem s ,  such 

as  those  und er  the  b ranches  of  
lo g ic and  m athem at ics ,  w hich  use  

an  a  p r ior i ,  a s  o p p o s e d  t o  
e m p i r i c a l ,  m e t h o d o l o g y .  



WHAT ISN'T LOGIC?:
LOGICAL FALLACIES 101



WHAT IS A LOGICAL FALLACY?
(1) A FAILURE IN REASONING WHICH 

RENDERS AN ARGUMENT INVALID

(2) FLAWED, DECEPTIVE, OR FALSE 
ARGUMENTS THAT CAN BE PROVEN 

WRONG WITH REASONING.



APPEAL TO AUTHORITY
Examples :  

• " I f  you want  to  be  hea lthy ,  get  the  vaccine .  
Dr .  Fauci  says  so . "

• "Robert  Malone is  a  vaccino logist ,  and he  says  
the  v i rus  has  been iso lated ,  so  you ' re  wrong . "

In an appeal  to authority ,  the arguer  cla ims a  
perceived authority  f igure ’s  posit ion to e ither  support  

a  c la im,  or  to support  the entirety of  the argument .



BANDWAGON FALLACY

Example :  

• "The  overwhelming major i ty  of  experts  
be l ieve  the  v i rus  has  been iso lated . "

(this  is  a  two for  one- what  other  fa l lacy is  used here?)

A bandwagon fal lacy is  one in  which the arguer  
attempts to val idate their  posit ion by referr ing to 

the major ity 's  stance on the posit ion



BURDEN OF PROOF REVERSAL FALLACY

Example :  

"Wel l  where 's  your  proof  that  v i ruses  don ' t  ex ist?"

A burden of  proof  reversa l  fa l lacy  occurs  when the  arguer  
makes a  c la im  that  needs just i f icat ion ,  then demands that  

the  opponent  just i f ies  the  opposite  of  the  c la im.



1. Viruses are present in 
the patient

2. Viruses cause CPE

Patient sputum added to 
foreign cell culture w/ 

cytotoxic 
antibiotics/antimycotics, 

DMEM, FBS, trypsin

1. CPE was caused by 
viruses (2) that were 

present in the patient (1)

BEGGING THE QUESTION/CIRCULAR REASONING 
A begging the quest ion fa l lacy  occurs  when the 

arguer 's  conclus ion is  assumed in  one of  the  premises .

CPE Observed

GRAPHIC:  CREDIT TO DR.  ANDY KAUFMAN



AFFIRMING THE CONSEQUENT

Example :  

• "V i ruses  make people  s ick .  
I  am s ick ,  so  i t  must 've  been a  v i rus . "

An aff i rm ing the  consequent  fa l lacy  occurs  when an  
arguer  c la ims the  antecedent  is  sa id  to  be  true  because 

the  consequent  is  t rue .

Essent ia l ly ,  " i f  X ,  then Y .  Y ,  therefore  X .



REIFICATION FALLACY

Example :  

• Assign ing any  character ist ics  or  att r ibutes  to  v i ruses

W hen an abstract ion  (abstract  be l ief  or  hypothet ica l  
construct)  is  t reated as  i f  i t  were  a  concrete ,  rea l  event  

or  physica l  ent i ty .



SO IF NOT A VIRUS, WHAT'S MAKING US SICK?
perpetual  fear
poor  nutr i t ion
herb ic ides  and pest ic ides  
stress
overuse  of  pharmaceut ica ls
poor  s leep
poor  gut  hea l th
heavy  meta ls
tox ic  sk in  products
EMF exposure
denta l  procedures
tox ic  a i r  f resheners
tox ic  c lean ing products
lack of  community
overuse  of  ant ib iot ics
overconsumpt ion of  sugar
pasteur ized ,  inorganic  da i ry  

fast  food
processed foods
ref ined gra ins
lack of  t ime in  nature
lack of  exerc ise
poor  detox  pathways 
unhealed  t rauma
seed o i ls
tox ic  tap  water
lack of  minera ls
soda
overconsumpt ion of  a lcohol  
smoking
poor  ora l  hygiene
chemtra i ls
vaccines
and so many other  th ings!  



• exper iments  conducted by  the  Publ ic  Hea l th  Serv ice  and the  U .S .  Navy at  
quarant ine  stat ions  in  Boston Harbor  and Angel  Is land in  San Franc isco 

• 100 volunteers  f rom the  Navy who had no h istory  of  inf luenza  
⚬ A port ion  of  vo lunteers  rece ived f i rst  one  stra in  and then severa l  stra ins  of  

Pfe i f fer  bac i l lus  by  spray  with  atomizer  and swab into  the i r  noses  and throats  
and then into  the i r  eyes .  

⚬ Others  were  inoculated with  mixtures  made f rom mucous secret ions  taken 
f rom the  mouth ,  nose ,  throat  and bronchi  of  inf luenza  pat ients  

⚬ Next ,  some volunteers  rece ived in ject ions  of  b lood f rom inf luenza  pat ients .  

⚬ 13 of  the  vo lunteers  were  taken into  an  inf luenza  ward  and exposed to  10 
inf luenza  pat ients  each .  Each vo lunteer  was to  shake hands with  each pat ient  
and get  as  c lose  as  poss ib le ,  to  ta lk  with  the  pat ient  at  c lose  range for  5  
minutes ,  and to  permit  the  pat ient  to  breathe  and cough d i rect ly  into  h is  face  
whi le  he  breathed in .  Th is  process  was repeated 5  t imes with  each of  the  10 
pat ients .  

WHAT ABOUT CONTAGION VIA FLUIDS FROM A SICK PERSON?
THE ROSENAU EXPERIMENTS, 1918-1919



“We entered the  outbreak with  a  not ion  that  we knew 
the  cause  of  the  d isease ,  and were  qu i te  sure  we knew 
how i t  was transmitted  f rom person to  person .  Perhaps ,  
i f  we have  learned anyth ing ,  i t  i s  that  we are  not  qu i te  
sure  what  we know about  the  d isease . ”  -Mi l ton  Rosenau 

WHAT ABOUT CONTAGION VIA FLUIDS FROM A SICK PERSON?
THE ROSENAU EXPERIMENTS, 1918-1919

NONE OF THE VOLUNTEERS IN THESE 
EXPERIMENTS DEVELOPED INFLUENZA.



A set  of  8  exper iments  were  conducted in  December  of  1919 by  
McCoy et  a l .  in  50 men to  t ry  and prove  contagion .

Once aga in ,  a l l  8  exper iments  fa i led  to  prove  people  with  inf luenza ,  
or  the i r  bodi ly  f lu ids  cause  i l lness .
0/50 men became sick .

WHAT ABOUT CONTAGION VIA FLUIDS FROM A SICK PERSON?
MORE EXAMPLES:

In  1919 ,  Wahl  et  a l .  conducted 3  separate  exper iments  to  infect  6  
hea l thy  men with  inf luenza  by  exposing them to  mucous secret ions  
and lung t issue  f rom s ick  people .
0/6 men contracted inf luenza in  any of  the 3 studies .  

Source:  
(https : / / www. js tor .org/stable/30082102?seq=1#metadata_ info_ta
b_contents )  



In  1920,  Schmidt  et  a l  conducted two contro l led  exper iments ,  exposing 
hea l thy  people  to  the  bodi ly  f lu ids  of  s ick  people .

• Of 196 people  exposed to  the  mucous secret ions  of  s ick  people :
⚬ 21 (10 .7%)  deve loped colds  and three  deve loped gr ippe (1 .5%) .  

• In  the  second group ,  of  the  84 hea l thy  people  exposed to  mucous 
secret ions  of  s ick  people :  
⚬ f ive  developed gr ippe (5 .9%)  and four  co lds  (4 .7%) .

• Of 43 contro ls  who had been inoculated with  ster i le   phys io log ica l  sa l t  
so lut ions :  
⚬ eight  (18 .6%)  deve loped colds .  
⚬ A higher  percentage of  people  got  s ick after  being exposed to  

sal ine  compared to  those being exposed to  the “v irus” .  

WHAT ABOUT CONTAGION VIA FLUIDS FROM A SICK PERSON?
MORE EXAMPLES:

Source :  (https : / /pubmed.ncbi .n lm .n ih .gov/19869857/)  



In  1921 ,  Wi l l iams et  a l .  t r ied  to  exper imenta l ly  infect  45 hea l thy  men with  the  
common cold  and inf luenza ,  by  exposing them to  mucous secret ions  f rom s ick  
people .  0/45 became i l l .  

In  1924 ,  Robertson & Groves exposed 100 hea l thy  ind iv idua ls  to  the  bodi ly  
secret ions  f rom 16 d i f ferent  people  suffer ing  f rom inf luenza .  The authors  
concluded that  0/100 became s ick as  a  result  of  being exposed to  the 
bodi ly  secret ions .  

In  1937 Burnet  & Lush conducted an  exper iment  exposing 200 hea l thy  people  
to  bodi ly  secret ions  f rom people  infected with  inf luenza .  
0/200 became sick .  

WHAT ABOUT CONTAGION VIA FLUIDS FROM A SICK PERSON?
MORE EXAMPLES:

Source:  (https : / /www.ncbi .n lm .n ih .gov/ pmc/art ic les/PMC2065253/)  

Source:  (https : / /academic .oup .com/ j id/ art ic le-
abs tract/ 3 4/ 4/ 400/ 83 293 6?redirectedFrom=fu l l text)  

Source:  (https : / /pubmed.ncbi .n lm .n ih .gov/ 19869857/)  



THE APPEARANCE OF CONTAGION
First  and foremost ,  the  burden of  proof  l ies  on  those  making the  
c la ims .  Fals if icat ion does not  require  a  replacement .  

Most  L ikely
• Exposure  to  s imi lar  tox ins  
• Simi lar  eat ing habits  
• Shared emot iona l  t rauma 
• FEAR/BELIEF
• Shared exposure  to  non-nat ive  EMFs

Other  possibi l i t ies  
• Mirror  Neurons  
• Pheromones 
• Bio-resonance 



My good fr iend Veda Aust in  studies  the impact  of  
wr itten words ,  music ,  p ictures ,  thoughts ,  feel ings ,  

f requencies ,  dreams,  etc .  on water  and other  
natura l ,  water-dense l iquids .  

She is  showing ,  conclus ively ,  that  water  holds 
memory ,  ref lects  our  real i ty  back to us ,  has i ts  own 

symbol-based language ,  and that  water  
communicates with us  and through us .

VEDA AUSTIN’S WORK WITH WATER 



VEDA AUSTIN’S WORK WITH WATER 

www.vedaaust in .com



VEDA AUSTIN’S WORK WITH WATER 

www.vedaaust in .com



VEDA'S WORK, 
BIORESONANCE



VEDA'S WORK, 
BIORESONANCE

Top left :  f ree range egg

From left  to r ight :  caged 
eggs in  order  of  c losest  
to furthest  in  proximity 

to free range egg

Bottom r ight :  caged egg 



Human beings are made up of  near ly  2/3 water  in  weight ,  
and over  9/10 molecules in  our  body are water .  L ike the 

egg,  is  i t  possible  that  when someone is  exper iencing 
symptoms,  the water  in  their  body communicates with 

the waters  of  others  who are in  need of  detoxif icat ion?

Nature seeks balance ,  harmony,  and what  is  natura l .  One 
free range egg impacted 9 caged eggs ,  not  the other  
way around.  Why would humans be any different? 

We aren't .  Our condit ioned bel iefs get in the way.

VEDA AUSTIN’S WORK WITH WATER 



Are symptoms bad?

Are they something to fear?

Is our  body s imply doing what  i t  was designed to do? 

SYMPTOMS OF ILLNESS AND OUR BELIEFS



Truth is  important .  Real i ty  is  important .

The lockdowns,  the socia l  d istancing,  the masking,  the exper imental  vaccines ,  
the mandates ,  the business c losures ,  the job loss ,  the severe depression ,  the 
economic impact ,  the censorship ,  the central izat ion of  power ,  the increased 
government control ,  the segregat ion ,  the discr iminat ion ,  the harmful  hospita l  
protocols ,  the unnecessary death ,  and every other  piece of  the off ic ia l  
COVID-19 narrat ive rests  on the shoulders of  the completely unproven 
concept of  pathogenic disease causing part icles that  are passed from 
person-to-person.

Our condit ioned bel iefs  are making the effects of  th is  unproven bel ief  real .  
We need to work to dissolve this  condit ioned bel ief .

Symptoms are not something to fear .  
Your body is  doing what it ’s  supposed to do .
We fear  and/or  try to manipulate or  suppress our  body 's  innate intel l igence 
and we only perpetuate our  own suffer ing .

“SO WHAT? WHY IS THIS IMPORTANT?”



D an ie l  A le x an d e r  Z e c k  w as  b o rn  o n  
J u l y  1 5 ,  1 9 9 2  i n  Law re n c e ,  K S .
H e  re c e iv e d  h is  B .S .  in  S y s te m s  
E n g i n e e r i n g  f ro m  th e  U n i te d  S tate s  
M i l i tary  A c ad e m y  at  W e st  P o in t .  H e  is  
a  s p e ak e r ,  w r i te r ,  p o d c as te r ,  an d  
f o rm e r  A rm y  C ap ta in .  H e  is  th e  f o rm e r  
E x e c u t i v e  D i re c to r  an d  F o u n d e r  o f  
H e a l th  F re e d o m  f o r  H u m an ity  an d  is  
th e  f o u n d e r  o f  T h e  W ay  F o rw ard .  H e  i s  
a  h u s b an d  to  K y l e e ,  an d  a  f ath e r  to  
tw o  b e au t i f u l  c h i l d re n ,  G ray s o n  (5 )  
an d  C h ar l o tte  (2 ) .

THE PRESENTER: ALEC ZECK

More on Alec :  thewayfwrd.com


