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“In this conversation, Jerneja Tomsic PhD, Jordan Grant MD, and Dawn Lester discuss 
the problems with ‘science’ to find the answer to the question: Where did it all go 
wrong?

Topics covered include:

- The meaning of science, pseudoscience & scientism
- The preponderance of logical fallacies
- Medical research
- Peer review & trust in experts
- Research funding/grants

And more….."

⸺-
Takeaways

- Definitions matter  

-People have forgotten how to reason.

-How stories are created in the lab.

-We think that we are thinking or they convinced us that we are thinking.

-Models are not reality. An accurate model comes after reality, we do not make them 
before and then you interpret reality based on your models.

-Interpretations in the lab , is up to what you  are told what you are doing and what 
those results mean . ( around min 35.)



- What greater tyranny other than virology is genomics

-Virology is now  morphing into genomics. 

-If something is statistically significant it does not mean it is clinically
 significant.

-People cannot get in their heads that just because the effects are  real  , the ability to 
manipulate and utilise things   is technology . That is great , in some ways ,  but it has 
nothing to do with the story you are telling to get you there.

- People need to validate their claims, the burden of proof is not on the person who 
questions the model.

- No man is so confirmed in falsehoods as he who has been educated into it.
( the indoctrination system via schooling, we learn and repeat stories  and we think 
that is understanding and knowledge and we are not allowed to ask questions)

- it is a business model that has become so ridiculous and also quite dangerous

- People think because science is actually hard , it justifies them making up stories. It 
is not sound thinking.

- Scientism walks hand in hand with authoritarianism . Statism  and scientism are two 
sides of the same coin. 
Believe in foe authority, to trust  what someone is telling you just because they are 
“authority”. And then you do not question.
You see this in pro government people , they worship the government . 
In USA they worship the constitution which is not what you think it is.
You need to go back even further, the principles of true liberty. Those are your 
principles and foundations. You have to have a standard so that you can measure it 
against your standard when it comes politics,  ethics and morals, what is truly right  or 
wrong. 

-In ‘scientism land ‘ if you start questioning these people they just say ,  it is in the 
book or the experts say that or people smarter have figured it out so it must be true.



Which experts did you use to teach you which experts to trust? Which expert told you 
that? Experts disagree with each other so what standard are you using to evaluate 
which expert may or may not be right ? 

-When it comes to  these esoteric micro/ nano world that nobody knows they can say 
whatever they want until you hold their feet to the fire and just say , how do you know 
that?  If you make claims you better proove it. It seems in academia it is not seen that 
way but it is basically a consensus reality .That becomes the truth of the  time even 
though it change over time  which refutes that it was true to begin with.
It is the same in politics and the way people are in the world and how they view their 
lives.

-It is a kind of postmodern and moral relativism mixed in but it also blends with the 
ancient , everything is about expert worship.
Plato and Aristotle , they loved authority and the State. 
Francis Bacon was even worst, is supposed to be the father of the scientific method, 
writes his own fictional novel of a world run by technocracy. 
This is all been boiling for ever and has sort became codified once the Royal Society 
was formed and that trickled on into the Rockefeller medicine world. 

-It is important to understand the roots of this type of thinking that  most of it goes 
back to  appealing to an “authority”. 
Whatever  model they come up with people just agree with  and that is how we are 
going to interpret life wether  it is Darwinian or Louis Pasteur ( germ theory lens )

- Problem with interpretation. Interpretation relies on having accurate premises. But if 
you do not know , you are just making it up. There is so much we do not know.

- the education system- it is a joke to call it an education system, we call it 
comprehensive learning. You are just comprehending what you are being told and 
repeating it to pass a test. And all these other  psychopathic structures inside 
schooling that are basically teaching you not to question , to grow up and be a good 
worker.
And we all do it. That is what people in the lab do and doctors do.



-It takes a lot of intellectual honesty as all these professors have a great life .
It is a power  and money ego.

-Hereditary is not the same as genetics.

- People say things all the time but they have no idea what they are talking about

-People  want simple answers. In some ways it is very simple.
But science has become so complicated and complex and that serve their  purpose as 
it keeps the general public from starting to  look  into it.

-What they are doing in the lab is nonsensical, they reverse engineer it all. 
A lot of people cannot even see it.

-The consensus is , this is what the majority believes,  these people are smarter than 
you, who are you to question.

-We all know what happens to whistle blowers, it is the nature of the system.

-Most people want to identify with the tribe and they just go along with it. 

-You need more people to start asking questions and call out the nonsense.
How do you know what you know?
Eventually things may turn around.

-Where did it all go wrong?
It started with when we where persuaded not to ask questions. Ie people outsourced 
basic fundamental thinking.

-To reverse it is to start asking questions.
There is nothing wrong with saying ‘ I do not know ‘ then to create a story  that you do 
not know if it is true.

-It is back to the indoctrination system, you are told something and you have to 
repeated back. It is the suppression of  natural curiosity.



-Natural science / philosophy started with a curiosity about the world.

-Even natural philosophers made up story..
This is not new as people like to make up stories, sometimes it does not matter.
But when it matters , when it affects other people  and can bring about true harm .

-It you want to have models of  atoms, electrons and all this nonsense go for it.
But when you are claiming that is reality not just a model and those determine my life I 
need to know a little more.

-Problem is when those stories are called science instead of scientism or 
pseudoscience or just stories.

We all do it, tell stories because it is better to have something to latch on, it is human 
nature but when they lead to total authoritarian control over people and  mass tyranny 
like vaccine.
If there are no viruses why are you forcing me to take this, same with the genetic stuff.

A lot of people go  “Why does it matter?”
Truth matters , at least for some . It matters because of the implications. 
All worldviews have implications especially when governments control everything and 
you have state funded ‘scientists’ and they go hand in hand.

-Policy is driven by  what researchers say and scientists believe that viruses kill people 
, we need to roll out jabs for the  greater good.
Like the book, Ideas  have consequences.

Why does it matter if there is a virus or not?
Are you still so lost that  you do not  see?
All the vaccines go with it, they do not want to see . Some are still just fighting against 
the covid vaccines but the rest is fine.

-We need to keep questioning.
Most are stuck in their little stories, they do not want to see the big picture , where this 
is going.
They know the agenda but there are a lot of fake awake people out there.



It is insane how people come up with stories to keep the narrative not to start 
questioning  the nature of reality.


