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Introduction
From the broad perspective, life on planet Earth (certainly “western” societies) has been guided 

by one predominant factor – profit!  There are many exemptions to this claim.  They come from folks 
who reside predominantly with integrity, morality & an ethical foundation.  And it is by these 
intentions that things are not way worse than they are.  The content of this paper and attached AMA 
report is counter to the profit motive, as it brings forth a decisive and clear proposal against one of the 
biggest (false-based) profit motives to ever inhabit Earth.  There are many journals, books & 
documents to fully support this introduction.  It is up to the reader to either accept, confirm or ignore it.

Perception & context is most everything; 
content is secondary -

Page 311 to top 312 – Experiments at Gallops Island -

It is duly noted here that the experiment itself was an aggressive attempt to provide all the elements of 
what was suspected to be “infectious contagion” – with, of course, “...but none of them took sick”.

Page 312, paragraph 9/ -

“... the virus was perhaps very frail...”  This 4 hour delay that possibly destroys the virus is both a) 
revealing of the lack of evidential knowledge of this invented particle that has been permeating human 
consciousness for 6 centuries, at this point, and b) if the so-called virus is indeed so weak as to travel 4 
hours in a protected cocoon, how much devastation can it provide in a so-called pandemic situation?

Paragraph 10/ -

Again placing guesswork on this decades old microorganism – that it is susceptible to salt reveals the 
lack of characterization of this microscopic particle, after these many decades.  Ruling out possibilities 
is part of scientific study, but the preceding statement still stands.

“... to eliminate... all other outside influences...”  So they have a mixture of materials taken from a sick 
patient and transfer it to a healthy patient.  It must be stated that this “multi-location obtained” sample, 
that was transferred, did not produce sickness.  But if it had, where would the proof be located to 
suggest, that in the myriad of particulate ingredients transferred, a) there was a virus located, and b) 
that it was specifically responsible for producing the sickness in another person.  Noted here also, is the
irrefutable fact that there was no optical equipment available to confirm identity of this supposed 
pathogenic particle (unless they were using the Nachet Compound Inverted Monocular Microscope that
Bechamp used, across the ocean, to discover the opposite of what was purported to cause disease – the 
virus.)

Paragraph 12/ -

Drawing blood from sick people, mixing all the samples and injecting this into healthy volunteers??

1. this isn’t even close to simulating transmission (therefore worthless), and



2. with blood typing taken into consideration, what kind of danger is presented in this experiment?

“Mandler filters” – noted here is that Milton Rosenau is of the same attitude as Edward C. Rosenau (& 
Arthur Kendall) in that they are “filtrationists” – “While these filters will hold back the bacteria of 
ordinary size, they will allow “ultramicroscopic” organisms to pass.”  It is noted here that the 
filtrationist agenda is 180 degrees counter to the narrative of the allopathic AMA rhetoric.

Page 312-13, Paragraphs 13-18

“The next experiment was designed to imitate the natural way in which influenza spreads,...”  This 
statement, of course, is incredibly presumptuous, given the results of this 3 page document’s results!

Again, this experiment is a very aggressive attempt to illustrate the “natural way that influenza 
spreads”, so if there were any validity to the notion of germs in the air, then one would suggest close to 
10/10 would have contracted this disease condition, when in fact 0/10 was the result.  Stark.

Page 313, Paragraph 21/ -

“... the epidemic was on the wane...”  Presumptuous/speculative.  Presumptions occurring while 
elaborating on several experiments that disprove the very word epidemic.  Irony [I guess]!

“In about 36 hours, half of the number we exposed came down with fever and sore throat,...”  As usual, 
germ theory cannot explain things whereas the confirmed presence of microzymas and their conduct 
can:

a) why only half, if thorough transfer of material, repeatedly, took place?

b) without isolation, how does one know that hemolytic streptococci is the culprit? - “... and doubtless 
as the causal agent.”

Paragraph 22/ -

Four presumptions.

Paragraph 23/ -

“Our volunteers may not have been susceptible.”  Once one understands the activity of the microzyma 
and the basics of its operation, this statement becomes correct.

“They may have been immune.”  Again, presumption.  Microbe = virus = immune = theory = 
presumption.

Paragraph 24/ -

“Perhaps there are factors, or a factor, in the transmission of influenza that we do not know.”  This 
statement refers to the fact that they could not prove contagion by this report.   Again, this makes the 
transmission of influenza a presumption.

Paragraph 25/ -

This paragraph actually admits defeat.  “Perhaps, if we have learned anything, it is that we are not quite
sure what we know about the disease.”  The truth is that they did not know anything about the so-called
disease for the preceding 53 years, when the whole program was debunked.  That lack of knowing 
continues for the next 105 years, bringing us to today.







 




