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OPINION THE WEEKEND INTERVIEW

The Man Who Fought Fauci—and Won
Karmic justice strikes as Jay Bhattacharya, a dissenting physician who was
made a pariah during Covid, is nominated as director of the National
Institutes of Health.
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JAY BHATTACHARYA

Jayanta “Jay” Bhattacharya’s Bengali first name means “one who is
victorious in the end.” That fits the past 4½ years of his life, in which Dr.
Bhattacharya has gone from a pariah in the medical and scientific
establishment to President-elect Trump’s nominee to direct the
National Institutes of Health.

Dr. Bhattacharya’s tale begins on these pages with a March 25, 2020, op-
ed titled “ Is the Coronavirus as Deadly as They Say?” Co-authored by
Eran Bendavid, a fellow professor of medicine at Stanford, the article
argued that many asymptomatic cases of Covid were likely going
undetected, making the disease far less dangerous than authorities
were claiming.

“That is when the attacks started,” Dr. Bhattacharya, 56, says in a Zoom
interview from his office in Palo Alto, Calif. In April 2020 he and several
colleagues published a study that confirmed his hypothesis. The
prevalence of Covid antibodies in Santa Clara County, where Stanford is
located, was 50 times the recorded infection rate. That, he says,
“implied a lower infection mortality rate than public-health authorities
were pushing at a time when they and the media thought it was a virtue
to panic the population.” His university opened a “fact finding”
investigation into him after BuzzFeed made baseless charges of conflict
of interest. “This was the most anxiety-inducing event of my
professional life,” he says.

Shaken but steadfast, Dr. Bhattacharya, who is an economist as well as a
physician, continued to oppose lockdowns, on Oct. 4, 2020, with the
Great Barrington Declaration, of which he was one of three principal co-
authors. (The others were Sunetra Gupta, a theoretical epidemiologist
at the University of Oxford, and Martin Kulldorff, a statistician who has
since been fired from Harvard for refusing a Covid vaccine.) The
declaration dissented from the Anglo-American scientific
establishment and argued for focused, age-based protection from Covid
instead of universal and indiscriminate lockdowns.

Dr. Bhattacharya’s life was “completely overturned” in the months
leading up to, and just after, Great Barrington. “I couldn’t eat or sleep
for months,” he says. Not a big man, he lost 30 pounds. He received
death threats. “There were some very, very nasty attacks.” Once-
friendly colleagues stopped talking to him: “They crossed the street to
avoid me.”

He also put in “a couple of NIH proposals that didn’t get funded during
the pandemic”—though he stops short of attributing the rejection to his
views on the pandemic. “It’s hard to tell,” he says chivalrously. “I mean,
it’s hard to get NIH funding.” But it’s also true that Francis Collins, then
NIH director, called Dr. Bhattacharya and his colleagues “fringe
epidemiologists” in an October 2020 email to Anthony Fauci, in which
Dr. Collins called for “a quick and devastating published take down” of
the declaration. (Dr. Collins has since acknowledged that his own view
of Covid was “ very narrow.”)

There’s no denying the karmic justice in Dr. Bhattacharya’s nomination.
Does he feel vindicated? A self-effacing man, he demurs at first, then
confesses he is “actually amazed” by the turn of events. “There’s
certainly some sense of the universe laughing,” he says. “If I had
written my story five years ago, you would’ve thought of me as
ridiculous and said, ‘Things like this don’t happen in real life!’ I had the
head of the NIH . . . try to destroy me, and now I have the opportunity to
lead this organization.” (Dr. Bhattacharya’s appointment requires
Senate confirmation.) “I think the main thing is that I know what abuse
of power in this position looks like, having been exposed to it, and I will
never do that.”

To the limited extent that the NIH is a household name, it is sullied
because of the pandemic. Dr. Bhattacharya wants Americans to
understand what it does. “It is the single most important funder of
biomedical research in the world,” he says, dispensing grants of nearly
$50 billion a year. “It has a track record of funding some of the most
important biomedical projects in history,” including the human genome
project, and it is “the gold standard for institutional support for
biomedical scientific research.”

That said, Dr. Bhattacharya has seen the NIH become somewhat
sclerotic in recent decades, and he promises change. “I wrote a piece
before the pandemic on how the NIH had grown very conservative over
the years, more conservative in its support of the newest ideas.
Measurably so. We’re spending all this money, but we’re not getting the
kind of innovation one would expect from this kind of investment.”

He offers some telling data on the problem. “In the 1980s, the median
age of the researchers when they won their first large grant was in the
mid-30s. Now it’s in the mid-40s.” A large grant means that “you can
make your own lab, essentially launch your career. But now it’s become
more of an old man’s club.” He pauses, then recasts the point: “That’s
not the right phrase. The NIH has not given support for the ideas of
younger people that it once did.”

That has implications for the advancement of science: “It’s younger
people who have and test the newer ideas. So when you have an
institution that’s having less support for them, you’re going to get
fewer new revolutionary ideas in science.” Not only have NIH grantees
become longer in the tooth; so have the ideas. Dr. Bhattacharya says the
typical NIH-supported researchers in the 2010s were “publishing ideas
that were about eight years old. Whereas typically, 20 or 30 years ago,
they were two years old. So it’s just gotten much more conservative in
the ideas that it’s supported.”

The NIH, in other words, has been playing it safe. “Its key philosophy,”
says Dr. Bhattacharya, “is that new ideas are risky. There’s
understandably some pressure to show results in terms of
breakthroughs that improve health. And it’s much easier to say, ‘Look,
we’ve taken these safer risks.’ But if you invest, the right approach is a
portfolio, some safe bets and some riskier things, where you expect
some failure but also some tremendous breakthroughs.”

Dr. Bhattacharya says he will “rebalance the portfolio of the NIH so that
it emphasizes newer ideas that have the potential for huge
breakthroughs.” He will also favor studying “the real health risks that
Americans face, like heart and cardiovascular disease and cancer.”
Those diseases aren’t funded “nearly in the proportions they need,
relative to infectious disease. We spend $8 billion to $10 billion a year
on infectious disease when we should be spending proportionally more
on chronic diseases that kill Americans at higher rates.”

Another issue Dr. Bhattacharya intends to address is “the major
problem of scientific fraud.” We’ve had “scandal after scandal of
biomedical scientists publishing papers where they Photoshopped key
scientific data.” Major scientists had to retract papers. Science depends
on being able to trust results, so that fraud can produce “a whole tower
of ideas built on a foundation of sand. And the ultimate consequence of
that is that clinical advances that we think we have ended up not
working to actually help people.”

In response, Dr. Bhattacharya
wants to “make replication one
of the key pillars of science
again.” To be certain that a
result is sound, it needs to be
demonstrated over and over.
But that’s seen as drudge work.
“We need to make replication
of scientific data and scientific
hypotheses a centerpiece of

what the NIH does. Make that into an honorable track so that people can
make their careers doing that. A lot of times this work isn’t seen as
particularly original, but it’s actually central to scientific progress.”

Dr. Bhattacharya says a major task he faces is to help restore the trust
that the American people have lost in health experts and the scientific
establishment, “primarily because they utterly failed during Covid.”
Scientists embraced ideas that “failed to actually protect Americans,
led to countless people losing their jobs, and of course the harm to
children from school closures.”

He enumerates the wrongs the scientific elite committed: “Denial of
basic scientific facts like immunity. Denial of basic human rights—the
rights to bodily autonomy, to informed consent, to free speech.” All of
these violations, he says, were “embraced by scientists as necessary to
control the pandemic, and they weren’t.” Neither were they sufficient—
these draconian measures failed to prevent hundreds of thousands of
deaths. Americans came to see “the scientific establishment as
essentially an authoritarian power sitting over them, rather than as a
force for good.”

Scientists set themselves up as “the most important arbiters of how
people should live their lives during the pandemic. And they’re not very
good at that.” The goal of science, Mr. Bhattacharya says, “isn’t to tell
you how to live your life, it’s to discover truths about nature so that we
can develop, in biomedical sciences, better ways to care for human
health.”

What made America’s scientists decide to play God in this manner? Dr.
Bhattacharya—himself a victim of their divine wrath—believes that it
was the result of “a relatively small group of scientists during the
pandemic deciding that any dissent against their ideas was so
dangerous that they weren’t going to permit it.” This led to a
“groupthink that is anathema to science. It’s also anathema to civil
society.”

Dr. Bhattacharya is particularly critical of the “hubris” of Dr. Fauci, who
“decided that if you contradicted him, you weren’t just contradicting
Fauci, you were contradicting science itself.” That sounds like an
exaggeration, but it isn’t. Dr. Fauci said of his critics in November 2021
that “they’re really criticizing science because I represent science.”

Instead of giving Dr. Bhattacharya’s ideas a hearing, the establishment
scorned him as a crank. “They questioned my integrity, my values.” His
university hounded him. What kept him going, he says—in addition to
the cast-iron conviction that he wasn’t wrong about the science—was
his religious faith. “I’m a Christian,” he says. “That definitely played a
role in giving me strength.” He was raised Hindu but became a
Presbyterian as an 18-year-old senior at Claremont High School in
Southern California.

He used to believe that “what made someone important, what gave
them moral worth, almost, was how smart they were.” When he
converted, he came to understand “how evil that idea was.” He
understood that “hubris around your accomplishments, your
intelligence, is immoral. Sinful even.” That understanding helped him
withstand the deprecation and the belittling he had to endure decades
later during the pandemic. “I had all these people essentially saying I
was not very smart. But they were attacking a version of me that had
already died when I was 18.”

Dr. Bhattacharya believes “very strongly that I have a purpose in life,
and I’m supposed to use my gifts for this purpose.” As a health
economist and epidemiologist, his avowed purpose is “to use my
knowledge so that I can make discoveries and suggest policies that
would improve the health and well-being of the poor, the vulnerable,
and the working-class.” It wasn’t only the scientist in him but also the
Christian that rose up in revolt during the pandemic when he “saw the
widespread adoption of policies that were not grounded in science, that
were harming the welfare of the vulnerable, particularly children.” He
felt he “had an obligation to speak. Because what’s the purpose of my
career otherwise?”

Any reform of America’s scientific institutions, Dr. Bhattacharya says,
must ensure that they “work for the people again.” Instead of “this
haughty relationship, where the scientists sit above the public and say,
‘Look, you can’t think that,’ or ‘You’ll be censored if you say that,’ they
need to remember that they are servants of the American people. The
people are the ones paying the bills. They’re the ones giving the $50
billion a year. We scientists serve the people, not the other way around.”

Mr. Varadarajan, a Journal contributor, is a fellow at the American
Enterprise Institute and at New York University Law School’s Classical
Liberal Institute.
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What do you think?

BN Brian Nordahl
2 minutes ago

Perhaps this gentleman will be asked to weigh in on gain of function research and 
previous NIH policies of providing grant funding to study it to governments that are 
hostile to us.  Perhaps all the scientists who embarrassingly signed the letter 
supporting bats as the source of the Covid-19 virus as opposed to a leak from a 
foreign lab studying GoF research will have THEIR grant funding reviewed.  Let's face 
it, that's why they all quickly signed on to the idea that a world wide pandemic started 
in a wet market in China:  blame it on that so you don't examine MY funding.  These 
scientists really believe that their intelligence places them above the average 
American and gives them the right to tell us how to live.  They were categorically 
wrong in all cases.  This gentleman sounds like an excellent pick to provide the NIH 
world with the disinfectant it needs: sunlight.

Reply ···· ···· Share

TT T I Thorne
3 minutes ago

Religion negates science and until you can reconcile beliefs that are spiritual with 
those that are intellectual I question your true intelligence. So keep your faith and 
believes to yourself and first do no harm. With regards to Fauci, I felt Fauci was 
anything but a scientist but a careerist who used the resources and talents of others 
to maintain a position of influence. I disagreed with him from long ago and despite 
that I can still respect his skills and knowledge regarding science. It is like all fields 
imperfect and always striving to do better and know more. Covid overall was badly 
handled and mismanaged by many and we all suffered as a result

(Edited)

Reply ···· ···· Share

UD Uma Dandapani
5 minutes ago

This issue about one scientist's ( Dr. Jay) views on lock downs and mandatory 
vaccinations is more political than a public health matter. The fact is, in the initial 
weeks of the spread of Covid, the lay person could see the alarming mortality rates 
among populations, worldwide. 
 
Even here in the U.S., the elderly, particularly those in nursing homes, had the highest 
mortality rates. Morgues were full and bodies were being stored in air-conditioned 
trucks, awaiting burial/cremation, etc! 
 
Overseas, in countries like India, the initial death rate from the pandemic, made 
headline news in the international media. Fortunately, the Modi government in India, 
took immediate steps in terms of developing a vaccine and getting the entire 
population vaccinated, including an initial lock-down.
 
 In China too, mortality rates from the Covid pandemic were high and even claimed 
the life of the whistle-blower. 
Whether one agrees with their other policies or not, the Biden administration did the 
right thing in its lock-downs and mandatory vaccinations. Better to be safe than 
sorry. 

Reply ···· ···· Share

BP Boris Popov
10 minutes ago

This story reminds me a bit of another branch of science that thinks it is completely 
and utterly infallible and anyone who disagrees is a threat to humanity. Namely, 
climate science...

Reply ···· ···· Share

RS Robert Shipman
11 minutes ago

Looking forward to having someone like Dr. Bhattacharya in government

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

JB James Bathgate
23 minutes ago

This fellow will bring a breath of fresh air to the NIH.  The current dictatorial approach 
to health ("My way or the highway") and other sciences (Climate Change dictators) 
shows that Richard Feynman was right when he said "Science is the belief in the 
ignorance of the experts."  We need more humility from scientists who often think 
they know better than anybody else, but then are found out to be totally wrong.  
Nobody has all the answers, and the hubris of "experts" who try to shut out dissent is 
maddening.  

Reply ···· 2 ···· Share

PK Prapti Kanani
25 minutes ago

The classic battle of the "insane" vs the "insufferables"

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

JH John Hanzel
33 minutes ago

And the stats from he entire world are useless?

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

DR Dawn Richardson
34 minutes ago

Truth wins out!!!!

Reply ···· ···· Share

TM Ted Maksymowicz
51 minutes ago

Gov. Cuomo has nothing to worry about.

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

FW F S WOOD
47 minutes ago

There’s another Prime Example of Stupid Is as Stupid Does: 
You’re attempting to safeguard those most at risk 
So you house those with the disease with them 
Beyond stupid to even the most simple of people 

Reply ···· 2 ···· Share

FW F S WOOD
52 minutes ago

Bottom line - NIH should be based on SCIENCE!
 
The similarities of the deny Herd Immunity group that led at NIH during COVID is the 
same as those who wish to claim gender is a thought process. 

Reply ···· 5 ···· Share

JH John Hanzel
30 minutes ago

Most of those loudest anti-whatever related to COVID don't seem to care much 
about science.
 
And in most cases, doing the research and analysis of things like viruses can 
take a long, long time.
 
So we shouldn't have dome anything?
 
20/20 hindsight doesn't count here.

Reply ···· ···· Share

MW Mike W
12 minutes ago

Bhattacharya had 20/20 foresight and was abruptly shut down by the 
sclerosis crowd. 

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

FW F S WOOD
18 minutes ago

The problem is John that since influenza herd immunity has been well 
established as a successful approach to battling a virus. The elderly and 
very young are ALWAYS the most at risk.
 
“Although Sweden was hit hard by the first wave, its total excess deaths 
during the first two years of the pandemic were actually among the lowest 
in Europe.”
 
Coupled with the damage of lockdowns it should have been our response 

Reply ···· ···· Share

TM Ted Maksymowicz
53 minutes ago

hind sight produces genius

Reply ···· 2 ···· Share

JB Jim Becker
35 minutes ago

Yes, even liberals eventually come around. Defund the police?  Really?  Collin’s 
eventually admitted a lot of mistakes. But Fauci still fights to the end. 

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

JH James Hirt
55 minutes ago

Eventually, the truth is will come out.  Thank you, Dr. B. for have the moral courage to 
stand up and tell the truth, as you saw it, for the rest of us. 

Reply ···· 6 ···· Share

JH John Hanzel
32 minutes ago

Define your truth.

Reply ···· ···· Share

MW Mike W
11 minutes ago

Truth is what the Dems define it as. 

Reply ···· ···· Share

SZ Scott Zentner
1 hour ago

It is dangerous to be right in matters on which the established authorities are wrong...
Voltaire

Reply ···· 12 ···· Share

DG David Gates
1 hour ago

The demonization of Fauci is depressing. Arm-chair quarterbacking is a hobby, 
running the CDC is a job. It will be fun to watch the arm-chair quarterback negotiate 
actual politics in America. Odds are he'll fumble on the opening drive.

Reply ···· 2 ···· Share

JB Jim Becker
28 minutes ago

Fauci really has no one to blame but himself. He was the one who said masks are 
ineffective and even dangerous before saying they were absolutely necessary. 
He also admitted recently the 6 ft distancing had no scientific basis. And he still 
maintains the COVID outbreak happened naturally when almost no one believes 
that any more.  There are lots of other examples, some of which are in the 
editorial. 

Reply ···· ···· Share

RM Ray Moss
33 minutes ago

He may well fumble but on the opening drive. But if he doesn't throw four 
interceptions, fumble twice, and lose the game 10-55 while claiming to be the 
greatest ever, it will be an improvement.

(Edited)

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

JS Julie Sanders
47 minutes ago

Fauci is a demon

Reply ···· 3 ···· Share

DG David Gates
46 minutes ago

Thanks for affirming my point.

Reply ···· ···· Share

MB mike burke
51 minutes ago

"Odds are he'll fumble on the opening drive".  True.  But he kept fumbling and 
refused to change the play meanwhile blaming the 'fans' for not understanding 
the game.  Turns out the 'fans' were correct.

Reply ···· 4 ···· Share

FW F S WOOD
1 hour ago

It truly doesn’t bother you that NIH refused to “follow the science?” To me, it’s 
criminal.

Reply ···· 4 ···· Share

1 reply

DG David Gates
1 hour ago

You should have run the ball.

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

CS Chris Scholz
1 hour ago

Great article.  I especially like how he mentions that some people think moral worth is 
measured by how smart you are.  I see this over and over again where elites won’t 
listen to any other views because they feel they know better because of their 
intelligence-their college education.   
 
Perhaps this is the biggest reason people have become frustrated with the elite 
establishment and voted for Trump.  

Reply ···· 6 ···· Share

TM Tom Maertens
24 minutes ago

Yeah, you are right, nobody is going to believe anything about Trump being 
smart or moral.  

Reply ···· ···· Share

SC SCOT C
1 hour ago

Have you read the comments section here?  Liberal posters are typically awed 
by the degrees piled behind their hero’s name.  That their views are unsupported 
by logic, totally lacking in common sense, or just flat wrong is of little concern. 

Reply ···· ···· Share

FW F S WOOD
1 hour ago

“It is the single most important funder of biomedical research in the world,”
 
DON’T FUND Gain of Function Research!! The hubris of thinking that you will be able 
to secure the virus - 100% probability it’ll escape 

Reply ···· 3 ···· Share
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FJ Fred Jeske
1 hour ago

If Covid was so harmless, why did 7,000,000 people worldwide die from it?

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

JB Jim Becker
25 minutes ago

Nobody said it was harmless.  I wonder how many of those 7 million were in the 
high risk category that Dr. Bhattacharya said should be protected. 

Reply ···· ···· Share

DH Dan Houpt
28 minutes ago

It was about power, money and control. Baylor Hospital fire Peter McCullough 
who treated over 1000 patients whom did not die from Covid. Ivette Lozano 
treated over 600 patients whom did not die from Covid. Read the book “ The 
Courage to Fight Covid 19”. I fired my internist of 25 years because he believed 
this lie. I was in the hospital during the pandemic on the 3rd floor at Methodist. I 
was the only patient on the whole floor.  This hospital was no where near full of 
covid patients. People died of comorbidities. This was a lie perpetrated on the 
American people for power, money and control. Children were not at risk and we 
locked them out of an education that they may never recover from. How awful.  
Dr Fauci and his group of liars, along with the hospitals and businesses that 
defrauded the American population should return all the ill gotten gains. This 
kind of crap is why we elected President Trump.

Reply ···· ···· Share

MB mike burke
42 minutes ago

why did we shut down school for two plus years when statistics showed those 
50 and under comprised less than 5% of the deaths?  We did more harm to our 
children than COVID could have.

Reply ···· 5 ···· Share

1 reply

SC steve cohen
37 minutes ago

The total number of school aged kids who died of Covid ( who knows what 
other conditions they may have had) was around 1000.. An infinitesimal 
number compared to 26 million in that cohort. Yet our foolish leaders  and 
teachers unions kept schools closed for two years doing incredible harm to 
so many kids.

(Edited)

Reply ···· ···· Share

MR Marc Russell
1 hour ago

Because the cause of death was determined COVID-related for anyone who 
died for any reason whatsoever (such as a gunshot) if their corpse tested 
positive for COVID.  The reason for that was hospitals got extra funding from 
the government if the cause of death was COVID-related.

Reply ···· 6 ···· Share

FJ Fred Jeske
14 minutes ago

All untrue internet conspiracies.

Reply ···· ···· Share

Show 1 more reply

FW F S WOOD
1 hour ago

1st that # is HIGHLY SUSPECT. In the US COVID as a cause of death was slapped 
on any elderly corpse 

Reply ···· 2 ···· Share

1 reply

DG David Gates
1 hour ago

People that deny facts are the reason our democracy is failing. Covid 
caused life expectancy in the US to drop by 2 years. The first such drop 
since the data has been taken reliably.

(Edited)

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

TD Thomas Doyle
1 hour ago

I understand that hospitals received government grants for each COVID 
death. What an incentive to identify ambiguous deaths as COVID.

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

JD Jay Dan
1 hour ago

If you bothered to read the article you wouldn't have asked the question

Reply ···· 3 ···· Share

FJ Fred Jeske
1 hour ago

Read it twice.  I am glad to explain it to you.  

Reply ···· ···· Share

KK Kent Kraus
1 hour ago

The whole Covid thing has turned into another political football.  Here is what I 
believe.  Covid was a real world-wide epidemic, not a fake. .  Millions of people died in 
every age group.  Every country in the world, rightly or wrongly and not just the U.S., 
and Fauci, imposed isolation.as a defense while looking for solution.  With time, the 
virus morphed, partly as a result of natural immunity and partly with vaccines 
developed with new technology. As the emergency withered, the finger pointing 
started and is now a political football. Darn I despise political zealots of both parties,

Reply ···· ···· Share

SB Snerdly Biel
1 hour ago

“It is the single most important funder of biomedical research in the world,” he says, 
dispensing grants of nearly $50 billion a year.
 
Why does this US gov't and taxpayer funded organization provide money 
internationally?  I understand that there are good ideas all over the world, but do 
other countries provide funding to American researchers, or is funding all one-way?  I 
also suspect that funding is provided internationally to skirt American laws.  The 
sand-flea testing on beagles in Tunisia comes to mind. 

Reply ···· ···· Share

PW Paul Wagner
1 hour ago

A thousand people a day were dying of covid in the nyc metro area before we/medical 
community had a grip on what was actually going on and how dangerous the disease 
was to many (not necessarily all).  So it's easy to believe you're a genius when your 
bother or mother didn't die of covid.  I guess he's lucky he didn't concern himself with 
the death of loved ones and friends and deal with the daily carnage.   
 
The lockdowns and vaccines were a "Denial of basic human rights—the The lockdowns and vaccines were a "Denial of basic human rights—the The lockdowns and vaccines were a "Denial of basic human rights—the The lockdowns and vaccines were a "Denial of basic human rights—the 
rights to bodily autonomy, to informed consent, to free speech.”rights to bodily autonomy, to informed consent, to free speech.”rights to bodily autonomy, to informed consent, to free speech.”rights to bodily autonomy, to informed consent, to free speech.”   So 
according to the Dr., the draconian measures failed to save hundreds of thousands of 
deaths.  That's a completely unsubstantiated claim.  No one can know how many 
more people would have contracted covid and died.  It's a nonsensical baseless 
argument.  Pure logic would say that more people with covid the more that would 
have died.  Simple math.  
 
What made America’s scientists decide to play God in this manner?What made America’s scientists decide to play God in this manner?What made America’s scientists decide to play God in this manner?What made America’s scientists decide to play God in this manner?  So my 
question here is what makes him suited to play God?  How does he know the effects 
of diseases for every person in America / world?  He doesn't.  
 
I think the good doctor and Bobby Jr. will have fun together.  

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

GS G Allen SONNTAG
17 minutes ago

If you would look at the factual basis the government had for diagnosing Covid, 
you might think differently.  Any person who died, from whatever cause that 
also carried a Covid diagnosis, was counted as a Covid death.  Example, 
motorcycle accident, no helmet, brains on pavement, cause of death:  Covid.  Oh, 
so wrong.  And so it went.

Reply ···· ···· Share

FK Frank Kelker
1 hour ago

Please look at Sweden's results. You may want to reconsider your observations.

Reply ···· 11 ···· Share

FW F S WOOD
1 hour ago

He won’t - there’s some psychological disease which make these types 
hold that herd immunity which has held from the dawn of time is no longer 
applicable 

Reply ···· 6 ···· Share

EH EC Henley
1 hour ago

With all due respect, you missed the point of protecting the vulnerable. I suspect 
most of the NYC deaths were among the vulnerable groups, elderly, obese, those 
with diabetes or other chronic diseases. 

Reply ···· 6 ···· Share

1 reply

TD Thomas Doyle
1 hour ago

So how exactly do you protect such vulnerable people who might have died 
if they got the flu?

Reply ···· ···· Share

SC SCOT C
1 hour ago

You didn’t learn a thing over the last 4 years.  What an angry, sad, factually 
incorrect post.

Reply ···· 4 ···· Share

RW Rick Weston
2 hours ago

I think this is great and he retains the courage of his convictions, and his scientific 
integrity, while others in the community trashed him and his Great Barrington 
colleagues. 
Hopefully, not only will younger ideas get elevated so will the use of the advanced 
computing technology we now have. He is right about solving health problems 
related to cardiovascular disease versus infectious diseases in proportion. 

Reply ···· 7 ···· Share

TM Tom Maertens
22 minutes ago

Dr Michael Head, Senior Research Fellow in Global Health, Dr Michael Head, Senior Research Fellow in Global Health, Dr Michael Head, Senior Research Fellow in Global Health, Dr Michael Head, Senior Research Fellow in Global Health, 
University of Southampton, said:University of Southampton, said:University of Southampton, said:University of Southampton, said:
“The Barrington Declaration is based upon a false premise – that governments 
and the scientific community wish for extensive lockdowns to continue until a 
vaccine is available.  Lockdowns are only ever used when transmission is high, 
and now that we have some knowledge about how best to handle new 
outbreaks, most national and subnational interventions are much ‘lighter’ than 
the full suppressions we have seen for example in the UK across the spring of 
2020.
“Those behind the Barrington Declaration are advocates of herd immunity 
within a population.  They state that “Those who are not vulnerable should 
immediately be allowed to resume life as normal”, with the idea being that 
somehow the vulnerable of society will be protected from ensuing transmission 
of a dangerous virus.  It is a very bad idea.  We saw that even with intensive 
lockdowns in place, there was a huge excess death toll, with the elderly bearing 
the brunt of that, and 20-30% of the UK population would be classed as 
vulnerable to a severe COVID-19 infection.  Around 8% of the UK population has 
some level of immunity to this novel coronavirus, and that immunity will likely 
wane over time and be insufficient to prevent a second infection.  A strategy for 
herd immunity would also promote further inequalities across society, for 
example across the Black, Asian and minority ethnic communities.  

Reply ···· ···· Share

TD Thomas Doyle
1 hour ago

Amen. And cull the NIH of the naysayers and bureaucratic deadwood.

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

JW Jeffrey Wells
2 hours ago

Dr. Bhattacharya could stay true to his values and speak his mind because tenure 
protected his job.

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

JR Joseph Reese
1 hour ago

yes. Not all academics use tenure for its intended purposes though. However, 
even with tenure, as the article points out, there are other repercussions for 
bucking group think. 

Reply ···· ···· Share

TM Tom Maertens
2 hours ago

Just what you expect from the EB:  a lawyer from the AEI is their medical "expert."
 
Fauci was investigating a moving target and did the best he could.  This guy is a 
Monday morning quarterback and still can't get it right. 
 
That's par for the Trump cult 
 
Trump thinks windmills cause cancer, praised how George Washington’s Continental 
Army “took over airports” during the Revolutionary War, thinks stealth aircraft are 
invisible. He had people drinking bleach, inserting anal lights, ingesting pig dewormer, 
taking hydroxychloroquine, and consuming their own urine, to treat covid. He wanted 
to nuke hurricanes, shoot missiles into Mexico, and expressed support for hanging his 
VP during a Capitol insurrection that he provoked. He even ordered 29 million doses 
of hydroxychloroquine. Trump provided a platform for a pillow salesman who 
promoted oleandrin, which was rejected by the FDA and can be fatal. He also tried to 
change the course of a hurricane with a sharpie, and tweeted out about his meeting 
with “the Prince of Whales.” He promised to build a border wall in Colorado and urged 
Putin to attack NATO. He also "fell in love" with KJU, demonstrating that he is a total 
nut case.

Reply ···· ···· Share

JR Joseph Reese
1 hour ago

I was an admirer of Fauci. Knew of his leadership at NIAID. I even looked the 
other way when he played fast and loose in the early days- Masks don't help 
(there is data that comes to this conclusion for respiratory viruses, others that 
say they do), but then they do. The old, noble lie excuse. But, the line in the sand 
for me is when he lied to congress about funding the Wuhan lab. He did not 
technically commit perjury. He was slimy with his language. He knew the NIH 
was sending money to Wuhan through a technicality called a subcontract. The 
NIH and study section gives extra scrutiny to grant that have "a foreign 
component". It was approved and monitored each year by the NIH. also, He and 
others misled the public about the vaccines inability to stop the spread. It was 
known it would not prevent replication in the respiratory tract (RT). 
immunizations of that type (intramuscular) don't elicit the production of 
antibody subtypes that occupy the RT. They deliberately misled to increase 
immunizations. You could say it was a nobel lie, but REAL scientists should not 
engage in this behavior. He was an arrogant jerk that got high on his celebrity 
status. As Bill parcels once said the worst thing for a team is a celebrity 
quarterback.
Don't even get me started about his attempts to silence and then smear 
scientists with alternative views.

(Edited)

Reply ···· 2 ···· Share

TD Thomas Doyle
1 hour ago

Wow, I don't think we read the same article. He wasn't Monday morning 
quarterback. He voiced his contrary opinions at the time that COVID policy was 
being formulated, and was ridiculed. They were wrong; he was right. Good for 
him. Glad he will lead NIH.

Reply ···· 4 ···· Share

DS Don Sadler
1 hour ago

Monday morning QB? Everything he said about Covid in March and April 2020 
turned out to be right. That’s hardly Monday morning. 

Reply ···· 2 ···· Share

CM Craig Muetterties
1 hour ago

I take it you did not vote for the President-elect

Reply ···· 6 ···· Share

LL LEE LEFFINGWELL
2 hours ago

In retrospect, it seems clearly evident that a great travesty was inflicted on the public 
worldwide (don't forget the WHO) by arrogant bureaucrats who refused to allow 
dissent.  Fauci has become the focal point for this horrific abuse of government 
power, but he is not the only one.

Reply ···· 10 ···· Share

MO Michael Olafson
2 hours ago

Fauci saved people's lives. Trump caused thousands of deaths. Did you inject bleach 
or stick a light bulb up your bum?  Trump has to be the stupidest person ever elected 
as president. And, here we have him again thanks to millions of stupid Americans 
who voted for him or sat on their butts and didn't bother to vote against him. 

Reply ···· 3 ···· Share

EH EC Henley
1 hour ago

Uh, Michael, many scientists were/are researching mouthwashes and nasal 
sprays with  antiviral potential, including hydrogen peroxide, alcohol, and other 
compounds, etc.  And many hospitals that could afford it were/are using UV 
light to sterilize ORs and patient rooms. Perhaps some day surgical incisions will 
be exposed to light or sprays to prevent post surgical infections.  It’s important 
to keep an open mind. Before shooting down an idea, a scientist would ask, how 
might something like this work? 

Reply ···· 4 ···· Share

LS Linda Sterritt
1 hour ago

Fauci didn't save lives - he destroyed lives.  He funded the lab that created a 
deadly virus and then lied to cover it up.  He lied about the efficacy of the 
vaccine.  He lied about the protection level that masks and distancing had.  He 
warped statistics by allowing people who died From other factors who had 
positive virus tests to be labeled as dying from the virus.  The fact that he was 
revered by the MSM and was immune from any challenges from other scientists 
was a travesty.  

Reply ···· 10 ···· Share

TM Tom Maertens
14 minutes ago

Hogwash; we don't know if the virus started in the Wuhan wet market or 
elsewhere.  
 
The idea that a malicious gov't would develop it without having an 
antidote or vaccine -- which China did not have -- is bizarre.

Reply ···· ···· Share

AM Amanda Morin
2 hours ago

Oh dear, Michael, you need some help if you think Fauci was anything but 
criminal.

Reply ···· 6 ···· Share

MO Michael Olafson
2 hours ago

The doctor will see you next. You need your head examined.

Reply ···· ···· Share

JK James Kiser
2 hours ago

Then we have stupid people who keep repeating falsehoods about comments 
made up by the lamestream media.

Reply ···· 5 ···· Share

1 reply

MO Michael Olafson
2 hours ago

Do you still have the light bulb up your bum?

Reply ···· ···· Share

TM Tom Maertens
2 hours ago

The Great Barrington Declaration is fringe theology.  Typical of AEI, though.
 
Dr Michael Head, Senior Research Fellow in Global Health, University of Dr Michael Head, Senior Research Fellow in Global Health, University of Dr Michael Head, Senior Research Fellow in Global Health, University of Dr Michael Head, Senior Research Fellow in Global Health, University of 
Southampton, said:Southampton, said:Southampton, said:Southampton, said:
“The Barrington Declaration is based upon a false premise – that governments and 
the scientific community wish for extensive lockdowns to continue until a vaccine is 
available.  Lockdowns are only ever used when transmission is high, and now that we 
have some knowledge about how best to handle new outbreaks, most national and 
subnational interventions are much ‘lighter’ than the full suppressions we have seen 
for example in the UK across the spring of 2020.
“Those behind the Barrington Declaration are advocates of herd immunity within a 
population.  They state that “Those who are not vulnerable should immediately be 
allowed to resume life as normal”, with the idea being that somehow the vulnerable 
of society will be protected from ensuing transmission of a dangerous virus.  It is a 
very bad idea.  We saw that even with intensive lockdowns in place, there was a huge 
excess death toll, with the elderly bearing the brunt of that, and 20-30% of the UK 
population would be classed as vulnerable to a severe COVID-19 infection.  Around 8% 
of the UK population has some level of immunity to this novel coronavirus, and that 
immunity will likely wane over time and be insufficient to prevent a second infection.  
 
 
https://www.queensu.ca/gazette/stories/5-failings-great-barrington-declaration

5 failings of the Great Barrington Declaration | Queen's
Gazette

queensu.ca

Reply ···· ···· Share

EJ Eugene Jacobi
2 hours ago

I don't get the strong desire by many apparent Trump supporters (since this desire 
seems to originate with him) for retribution.  A little less of this would make him more 
palatable to some who wonder if he always the country's rather than his own best 
interests as the priority.
 
This appointment seems like a solid one.  I am sure Fauci made mistakes but why not 
just learn from them in the form of post mortem so that going forward we are better 
prepared for the next health crisis rather than wasting time seeking to tar and 
feather him?  
 
To me it is silly to think Fauci and Collins got it all right.  Should they have been more 
opinion to other points of view.? Absolutely.  Should they like Collins has, admit that 
their thinking may have been more narrow than it should have been in order to learn 
important lesson going forward?  Sure.
 
But lets move on in a productive fashion rather than looking for scalps of public 
servants who some deem unworthy.  A candid Fauci who does not fear retribution 
could be more helpful in preparing us to be better prepared going forward than one 
who has been totally dismissed.

Reply ···· ···· Share

SC SCOT C
1 hour ago

I’m not sure I want retribution either, but Fauci and Collins went far beyond 
getting some things “wrong”. They lied that there was science behind many of 
their destructive policies when there was not, they exaggerated the benefits 
and played down risks from the vaccines, they denied the likely origin of the 
virus , and they helped censor others who got it right. I could go on. That needs 
to be exposed.

(Edited)

Reply ···· 5 ···· Share

DT D Travis
2 hours ago

If only all of our politicians had these values and perspectives.

Reply ···· 3 ···· Share

SJ Scott Jokerst
2 hours ago

I applaud Jay Bhattacharya, and have for years. As a true scientist, I also signed the 
Barrington Declaration, knowing that doing so publicly might risk me being identified 
for censure.
 
That's how strongly I felt about how Covid was being handled and exploited by people 
who should have known better.
 
The negative impacts have been extreme, and long lasting. While we are healing from 
them, we have a long way to go.
 
Fear and panic were used to control populations of people who didn't understand the 
actual science of what was going on, and the corrupt used their fraud for both control, 
dominance, and wealth.
 
OK, now we move ever so certainly forward. Within the NIH, Bhattacharya has his 
work cut out for him and those with him to bring back good discovery science, 
responsible application of true science, and elimination of widespread fraud.
 
A good start? Fauci and Collins are frauds. I'll stop there for now.

Reply ···· 15 ···· Share

JS John Scully
2 hours ago

Often forgotten in the justified excoriation of these NIH officials is that, first and 
foremost, they failed utterly in their primary mission: to protect us from exactly what 
happened during the pandemic. 
 
On every issue, anyone’s guess was as good as Anthony Fauci’s, and probably better.

Reply ···· 2 ···· Share

TM Tom Maertens
12 minutes ago

Or as good as Trump's I suppose:
 
Trump thinks windmills cause cancer, praised how George Washington’s 
Continental Army “took over airports” during the Revolutionary War, thinks 
stealth aircraft are invisible. He had people drinking bleach, inserting anal lights, 
ingesting pig dewormer, taking hydroxychloroquine, and consuming their own 
urine, to treat covid. He wanted to nuke hurricanes, shoot missiles into Mexico, 
and expressed support for hanging his VP during a Capitol insurrection that he 
provoked. He even ordered 29 million doses of hydroxychloroquine. Trump 
provided a platform for a pillow salesman who promoted oleandrin, which was 
rejected by the FDA and can be fatal. He also tried to change the course of a 
hurricane with a sharpie, and tweeted out about his meeting with “the Prince of 
Whales.” He promised to build a border wall in Colorado and urged Putin to 
attack NATO. He also "fell in love" with KJU, demonstrating that he is a total nut 
case.

Reply ···· ···· Share

AM Amanda Morin
2 hours ago

Some guess WERE better than others. And all were better than Fauci’s

Reply ···· ···· Share

LL lynn longfield
2 hours ago

As a member of the public whose trust in the NIH was shattered during COVID, I 
applaud the nomination of Dr. B to head this institution.
However, my faith in the NIH will be restored only when every current employee has 
been replaced. Every. Single. One.
Mr.

Reply ···· 4 ···· Share

TM Tom Maertens
10 minutes ago

What??  
 
For what?  
 
You have no idea what most of them do.  

Reply ···· ···· Share

FE Frederick Ernst
3 hours ago

Very interesting article.  Dr. Bhattacharya is spot on. 
Fauci should be investigated by Congress.  I think
Senator Rand Paul of Kentucky would be the perfect
person to chair it.

Reply ···· 10 ···· Share

TM Tom Maertens
2 hours ago

Rand Paul is a nutjob.
 
Fauci is way beyond him.  

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

AM Amanda Morin
2 hours ago

Beyond him in perpetuating evil, that is.

Reply ···· ···· Share

CW Chris W
3 hours ago

Dr. Bhattacharya - I want to thank you for being an expert voice that stood up to the 
insanity in real time.  Please work with Rand Paul to absolutely find out where C19 
originated and then reverse engineer an antidote if possible to save my wife and the 
thousands around the world that have been adversely impacted by the jab before all 
of the evidence dies off and is buried.  My prayers for truth and moral clarity are for 
you to be successful in whatever way is best for the American people so there is 
never ever again the 'pandemic of the unvaccinated' campaign lodged against any 
peoples and especially the American people.  How much less impact had there been 
on the world if the last 2 wag the dog 'crisis', C19 and Mortgage meltdown, had not 
occurred at all?  Perhaps with your help, America can avoid the constitutional war 
crisis that the DNC continues to wage illegally in violation of that very constitution.

Reply ···· 4 ···· Share

RP Richard Poore
3 hours ago

Fauci should be in jail.

Reply ···· 2 ···· Share

DW Doug Wilson
3 hours ago

Wow.  What steel in this guy's spine.  Compare Dr. Bhattacharya's principled, 
courageous and lonely journey to the self-aggrandizing pomposity of Anthony Fauci 
and it makes you want to find the nearest Fauci photo, spit on it and grind it under 
your heel.

Reply ···· 6 ···· Share

TM Tom Maertens
1 hour ago

That's one possibility.
 
Here's another:  Maybe he's a trump cultist....
 
Trump thinks windmills cause cancer, praised how George Washington’s 
Continental Army “took over airports” during the Revolutionary War, thinks 
stealth aircraft are invisible. He had people drinking bleach, inserting anal lights, 
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stealth aircraft are invisible. He had people drinking bleach, inserting anal lights, 
ingesting pig dewormer, taking hydroxychloroquine, and consuming their own 
urine, to treat covid. He wanted to nuke hurricanes, shoot missiles into Mexico, 
and expressed support for hanging his VP during a Capitol insurrection that he 
provoked. He even ordered 29 million doses of hydroxychloroquine. Trump 
provided a platform for a pillow salesman who promoted oleandrin, which was 
rejected by the FDA and can be fatal. He also tried to change the course of a 
hurricane with a sharpie, and tweeted out about his meeting with “the Prince of 
Whales.” He promised to build a border wall in Colorado and urged Putin to 
attack NATO. He also "fell in love" with KJU, demonstrating that he is a total nut 
case.

Reply ···· ···· Share

JS James Slown
3 hours ago

Sounds like a very special person to me!

Reply ···· 3 ···· Share

Robert McGovern
3 hours ago

Thank you for the excellent article.

Reply ···· 2 ···· Share

MS Michael Smith
3 hours ago

What a great narrative. I almost forgot that the reason for the lockdown wasn't to 
prevent most people from getting sick. Everyone knew most people would be sick for 
a couple of weeks and then go about their lives. The reason for the lockdown was so 
that the vulnerable people wouldn't get infected at such a high rate that the hospitals 
became overwhelmed with critically ill people. Cut away to New York City emergency 
rooms at the start of the pandemic. Dead bodies stored in refrigerated trailers. Cut 
away to emergency rooms in Alabama later in the pandemic turning away people 
having heart attacks because they were already full of critically ill Covid patients.  Cut 
away to burned out doctors and nurses who provided care of all of those dying Covid 
patients. As a scientist,  Dr. Bhattacharya was right on. As an economist, he was on 
solid ground. As a manager of the healthcare system, he was out to lunch. 

Reply ···· 4 ···· Share

1 reply

HS H Star
2 hours ago

The way for vulnerable people to not get infected did not require locking down 
the entire society, but enable those people - if they wished - to be isolated and 
not get sick until we could find treatments and possibly a vaccination. I was in 
cancer treatment and thus vulnerable during 2020 - I didn't get sick with COVID 
(or anything else) because I stayed away from everybody, including family. I had 
the resources to do this; many did not - the effort should have been to support 
those vulnerable people without resources, such as through food and 
medication deliveries

Reply ···· 3 ···· Share

1 reply

JS Jonathan Smith
3 hours ago

"Everyone knew most people would be sick for a couple of weeks" is not what I 
recall. Everyone was in a panic to not get sick.
 
Yes, the healthcare system needed to not be flooded. But that's not the 
message that was widely promoted and certainly not the reason schools 
remained virtual in many places well into the 2020-21 school year. I'm glad I was 
living in South Carolina through the pandemic where personal freedom was 
better respected and normalcy resumed ASAP!

(Edited)

Reply ···· 2 ···· Share

BR BRANDON RASK
4 hours ago

Great interview. Loved the things he had to say.

Reply ···· 5 ···· Share

SD Son Des
4 hours ago

Brilliant, brilliant appointment

Reply ···· 9 ···· Share

NM Nicki McDonald
5 hours ago

"Dr. Fauci said of his critics in November 2021 that “they’re really criticizing science 
because I represent science.”
Whether members of Congress or NIH scientists, too much time in government and 
too little time in the real world, creates kingdoms.

Reply ···· 13 ···· Share

AZ Alexandra Zaporozec
6 hours ago

Sanity...at last.

Reply ···· 7 ···· Share

MO MARY ONDREJKA
6 hours ago

". . .public-health authorities were pushing at a time when they and the media thought 
it was a virtue to panic the population.”"
 
Surely all the public that was duped by this will never listen ro the 'cry wolf' tactics of 
the the public-health authorities ever again. In my life, I never have listened to their 
scare tactics in the past and do my own research and trust what I know about my 
body to ever fall for any fear spit out by the people in charge of our health within our 
government.  As my mother use to say, "Do not believe everything you read and hear."  
Too bad the frightened public did.  People like Dr. Bhattacharya tried to tell the public 
that their fears were unfounded, but the government propaganda and Big Pharma 
machine had other ideas.  Fear by control.  Money by control.

Reply ···· 4 ···· Share

TM Tom Maertens
7 minutes ago

One mor0-nic post after another. 

Reply ···· ···· Share

ZY Zhou Y
7 hours ago

Herman Cain really won by being dead of COVID. 

Reply ···· 2 ···· Share

1 reply

CW Cynthia W
7 hours ago

Actually Herman Cain died of cancer. He was suffering from cancer before Covid 
and although he may have died with Covid, he died from cancer.

Reply ···· 6 ···· Share

LS Laurence Svirchev
7 hours ago

The Great Barrington Declaration was not so Great. 
"Herd Immunity" never happened in four years. The pandemic emergency lasted four 
years, and the SARS-CoV-2 virus is still developing new variants.
Which makes Bhattacharya's Declaration of 2020  ludicrous.
The next President is appointing Sad Sacks in key positions. Two of them (Kennedy 
and Bhattacharya) have zero standing in serious scientific circles, domestically and 
internationally.
This writer, Tunku Varadarajan, is spouting nonsense as much nonsense as 
Bhattacharya and Kennedy.

(Edited)

Reply ···· 6 ···· Share

1 reply

MO MARY ONDREJKA
4 hours ago

I feel sorry for you that you do not understand Kennedy and Bhattacharya.  They 
have so much to give to help us.  They are so much on the right track.  If they are 
both confirmed, you will see the wonders they will do to try and correct the 
horror of our current institutions regarding health and medicine.

Reply ···· 4 ···· Share

NM Noman Morgan
8 hours ago

“Denial of basic scientific facts like immunity. Denial of basic human rights—the rights 
to bodily autonomy, to informed consent, to free speech.”  All of these violations, he 
says, were “embraced by scientists as necessary to control the pandemic, and they 
weren’t.”
 
Free speech ...  Are we reading that right?  How was "denial of free speech"  embraced 
by scientists to control the pandemic?" 

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

MO MARY ONDREJKA
6 hours ago

Norman, you were denied free speech, when one objected to the scientists' and 
governments conclusions about the virus. I and many others were denied our 
free speech to object and social media sites were censured and articles and 
doctors who objected to the lockdowns and panic were censored and vilified. 
Anyone who spoke out against the vaccine was shunned, shut down, and some 
lost their jobs, credibility and were viewed as pariahs. If one spoke out in 
difference to what they had concluded, (It is my way, or the highway idea.), then 
your freedom of speech was not allowed. I too was shunned by society within 
my own town. I was not allowed to talk against the vaccine but only with people 
of like mind. I lost my freedom of speech as I had to self-censor myself to avoid 
more verbal attacks and isolation upon myself.
 
Maybe if they had listened to all doctors and all other viewpoints, the pandemic 
damage could have been lessoned???  Just a thought.
 
Do you understand now???

(Edited)

Reply ···· 5 ···· Share

MO MARY ONDREJKA
8 hours ago

I love this man!  I truly do.  This is a man who has stood by his convictions despite 
being shunned and shut down, ridiculed and yet he has prevailed by being given the 
chance to correct things by his appointment. 
 
These lines from the article/interview are worth their weight in gold:
 
""Scientists set themselves up as “the most important arbiters of how people should 
live their lives during the pandemic. And they’re not very good at that.” The goal of 
science, Mr. Bhattacharya says, “isn’t to tell you how to live your life, it’s to discover 
truths about nature so that we can develop, in biomedical sciences, better ways to 
care for human health.”"
 
"What made America’s scientists decide to play God in this manner? Dr. 
Bhattacharya—himself a victim of their divine wrath—believes that it was the result 
of “a relatively small group of scientists during the pandemic deciding that any 
dissent against their ideas was so dangerous that they weren’t going to permit it.” 
This led to a “groupthink that is anathema to science. It’s also anathema to civil 
society.”" 
 
Yes!!!  Who made America's scientists God?????  Thank God, he was chosen to try 
and undue the damage, in my opinion, that Fauci has caused in our world.

Reply ···· 10 ···· Share

DK Donald Kamp
5 hours ago

Me too!  ‘Admire those who seek genuine truth.  Double admire those who give 
honor to Rudyard Kipling’s Poem “If”:  “If you can keep your head, when all those 
about you, are losing their’s and blaming it on you…”. ‘Bout time for good news 
(NIH) for a change.

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

AT Ajay Tyagi
9 hours ago

This is when one has to admit that God exists. Truth wins in the end.
 
So proud of Dr Bhattacharya and Stanford (I have a family connection and I live 
nearby) for taking risks with its staff during the most difficult year of the country 
since maybe the Civil War or the Pearl Harbor. Stanford luckily did not get hijacked by 
woknesses like Harvard or the the other Ivys.

(Edited)
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1 reply

JK Judy Kettenhofen
8 hours ago

I am a person of faith, but I hardly think of this as proof that God exists. Rather, I 
think that is something that occurs uniquely in each individual; within 
Christianity, that has to do with the Holy Spirit.  Stanford has a whole slew of 
Libertarian and conservatives ensconced in the Hoover Institute, of which 
Bhattacharya is associated.

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share
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MC Mark Caesar
10 hours ago

I dare say when (not if) there is another outbreak that hopefully we would learn from 
the other countries who weathered the Covid storm better than most. Countries that 
had better outcomes in terms of fewer deaths per capita include New Zealand, New Zealand, New Zealand, New Zealand, 
Taiwan, and South KoreaTaiwan, and South KoreaTaiwan, and South KoreaTaiwan, and South Korea.  
These nations implemented early and strict measures, including comprehensive 
testing, contact tracing, mandatory quarantines, and clear public health messaging. 
For example:
• New ZealandNew ZealandNew ZealandNew Zealand imposed one of the world’s strictest lockdowns early in the 
pandemic, effectively curbing the spread of the virus.
• TaiwanTaiwanTaiwanTaiwan leveraged its experience with SARS in 2003 to act quickly, instituting 
widespread mask use and proactive travel restrictions.
• South KoreaSouth KoreaSouth KoreaSouth Korea relied on advanced testing capabilities and technology to monitor 
and manage cases without widespread lockdowns.
 
These  approaches highlight the importance of early action, transparent 
communication, and public compliance in managing pandemics .
The NIH (who ever leads them) should be coordinating with them if they haven’t  
already. 
The strict enforcements would be a hard sell here in the US.

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

2 replies

MC Marius Clore
2 hours ago

Actually, when one looks over the entirety of the pandemic period and examines 
number of excess deaths normalized for population, the 1st world country that 
did the best by far was Sweden. And the reasonable procedures instituted by 
Anders Tegnell in Sweden actually form the basis of the Great Barrington 
Declaration of Bhattacharya, Gupta and Kuhldorf. new Zealand, Taiwan and 
South Korea did well initially but very poorly in the end when the Omicron strain 
came along. I suspect that this was because these eastern countries had already 
been exposed to SARS-Cov1 in the early 2000s and therefore had some 
population immunity.,

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

2 replies

MO MARY ONDREJKA
8 hours ago

By the way, the countries you named would not be my idea of great places to 
live.   They are too controlling and do not respect human rights as much as 
America does.  I do know Australia (which is near New Zealand,)  actually 
imprisoned, in makeshift camps, people who refused the vaccine.  Look it up.  I 
watched videos of people who recorded their enforced confinement who were in 
those places.  It was unbelievable and shocking.  One young woman who did not 
have Covid and was 'arrested' to stay in this little house-like structure for two 
weeks  lost her job, just because their government was tracking down people 
that might have been in contact with someone who had tested positive for 
Covid-19!!!.  Horrible.  Just horrible.    

Reply ···· 6 ···· Share

DW DJ Williams
10 hours ago

The role of the NIH and public health should be to issue the most conservative 
guidance that protects human life. Elected politicians—especially the president—
should weigh that information, along with that of other advisors and experts in the 
crafting of public policy. 

Reply ···· 4 ···· Share

DT Don Taylor
10 hours ago

Go get em.  Be successful, it is the ultimate revenge.

Reply ···· 5 ···· Share

JC Jean-Pierre Cloutier
10 hours ago

Dr. Bhattacharya wants to “make replication one of the key pillars of science again.” 
To be certain that a result is sound, it needs to be demonstrated over and over. But 
that’s seen as drudge work. “We need to make replication of scientific data and 
scientific hypotheses a centerpiece of what the NIH does. Make that into an 
honorable track so that people can make their careers doing that. A lot of times this 
work isn’t seen as particularly original, but it’s actually central to scientific progress.”
In other words “back to basics”. A very interesting article.
All the best for this new challenge Dr. Bhattacharya.

Reply ···· 9 ···· Share

JM Jim McMenamin
11 hours ago

Good luck to you and your nomination, Dr. Bhattacharya.  While you're at it, find some 
other good nominees for other important posts and tell your boss. Maybe he'll listen.

Reply ···· 1 ···· Share

DG david gnass
11 hours ago

Retribution is sweet. 

Reply ···· ···· Share

TM Tom Maertens
2 hours ago

Another Trump cultist.  

Reply ···· ···· Share

jeff ihnen
12 hours ago

We must get to the bottom of the covid scam so that it never happens again. We 
must prove the she pull were fooled. It's easier to fool someone than it is to convince 
them they've been fooled. - Mark Twain.
 
 That is the challenge. 

Reply ···· 8 ···· Share

TM Tom Maertens
1 hour ago

You are obviously one of the people who was fooled.
 
https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2021/feb/10/us-coronavirus-response-
donald-trump-health-policy

US could have averted 40% of Covid deaths, says panel
examining Trump's policies

theguardian.com
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BM Barbara McKnight
12 hours ago

It’s amazing how we’ve all forgotten that the beginning of 2020 was terrifying. I recall 
that when Covid first hit, we had hundreds of medical professionals doing their best 
to help understand the virus and convey to the public their best assessments of what 
was happening and based on their professional training and experience, what would 
be our way out of the pandemic.  I certainly don’t recall federal, state, and county 
health officials smugly enjoying their power over us. 
I do recall in early 2021 going to one of the mass vaccination sites to get my first shot 
along with hundreds of people, some of whom wept with joy and relief because they 
could see that the end was in sight and back to normal life was around the corner.   
Now five years later, we are hearing that it was all a hoax, that Dr. Fauci didn’t know 
what he was doing, that hundreds of others in the public health sector all knew so 
much better then but their opinions were stifled, and  now will come to our salvation 
when they are appointed by Trump to be in control of public health.  Having bungled 
the response to Covid during his first time, he at least owes us the best public health 
services possible during  his second term.  
Dr. Fauci does not deserve to be demonized, Dr. Bhattacharya deserves a chance and 
we can hope that he does not face anything like Covid or the hostility associated with 
it.
I’m finally left with the thought that the confirmation hearings are going to be brutal.

Reply ···· 7 ···· Share

AM Amanda Morin
1 hour ago

You’re right!  Fauci shouldn’t be demonized. He should be imprisoned!

Reply ···· ···· Share

HS H Star
2 hours ago

Fauci does not deserve to be demonized? Are you kidding? First, he funded the 
type of research which led to development of the COVID virus and escaping, 
outsourcing it to China because that research is illegal here. Then, with what we 
now know is no scientific basis, he dictated social distancing rules and masking, 
and made no effort to discredit state governors issuing wild edicts, such as no 
boating by yourself on a big open lake or walking by yourself on an empty beach. 
Fauci promulgated the obvious lie that the vaccination would prevent 
transmission - from the get go, vaccinated people were getting sick - possibly 
more mildly so, we'll never really know - and giving it to others - everybody was 
experiencing this, yet they kept lying to us. Millions of non-vulnerable people 
were needlessly vaccinated based on the false non-transmission claim, with 
many suffering myocarditis and liver problems. Then there was Fauci's 
suppression of input from doctors on the frontline who were treating and saving 
(although also sadly losing) sick, vulnerable people. These doctors and their 
remedies were dismissed as quacks and with Fauci's approval, censored and 
silenced. No, there is a special place in you know where for Fauci.

(Edited)
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GT Glenn Tyranski
12 hours ago

A great choice and one who stood tall against all the noise.

Reply ···· 12 ···· Share

TF Tore Fossum
12 hours ago

Dr. Battacharya is the right doctor for the job!!!  I applaud his appointment.  

Reply ···· 12 ···· Share

MM michael moore
12 hours ago

Dr. Fauci retired after 40yrs. He took care of patients with HIV/AIDS in the early days 
when the illness was a death sentence. He took care of patients with Ebola. Dr. 
Bhattacharya didn't graduate from a Residency; hasn't taken care of patients outside 
of a medical school clerkship; how exactly did he beat Dr. Fauci?

Reply ···· 8 ···· Share
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NJ Nancy Jimeno
11 hours ago

He looked to the data, not to the government. That is how he beat Fauci. 

Reply ···· 4 ···· Share
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