

20200325 'J.C. ON A BIKE'  

This 21min:52sec video can still be browsed,  at https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zIW3TQpVJYs as of 2022-06-24.  
At https://victoriantimes.com.au/coronavirus-special-report-j-c-on-a-bike-harvard-to-the-bighouse/ is "my third CORONAVIRUS video" "This one is going to be the best, most thorough, and most distinct of them all …" "I am following just one blog, since I am afraid that Dan got it completely right from the beginning. It is the same blog that inspired my original video: I'm just updating this [third] video"…to try and make sure that I get all the details right….If you're going to watch one CORONAVIRUS video, it should probably be this one."

 The Chain of Emails where Fred first called it to the WCSS's attention
Frederick N. Chase <fchase@gmail.com>  Nov 23, 2021, 9:11 AM
 Reply
to Rusty, Carl
 
	Rusty, if you had spent any time with the May 1, 2021 at 12:41 PM email I sent you would know and believe, that the gain-of-function that the not-easily-bamboozled fraction of 1% are so worried about was performed by the Big Pharma international Deep State as incisively described by
 Whistleblower Jay Couey in a gripping 22 minute video which is still available.  Couey explains, and makes you believe, that "Experimental adaptation" of an "influenza H5 HA "confers respiratory droplet transmission" to essentially the same virus Ferret to Ferret. So the H5N1 avian Flu virus's self-propagation to new subjects function was lab-generated through 4 or more evolutionary iterations in Ferrets (whose bodies and respiratory systems are particularly humanlike). This as clear as it gets a gain-of-function done deliberately and in the open. Couey describes in detail how biodefense and flu expert Michael T. Osterholm, director of the Center for Infectious Disease Research and Policy at the University of Minnesota, Twin Cities. Spoke deceptively to a talk show host, Joe Rogan, about the possibility that COVID-19 could possibly have been man-made.
 
So now, Rusty, 6 months after I called your attention to this, I hope you will at least spend 22 minutes listening to Couey's 22 minute coverage of a Gain-of-Function experiment that got out of a lab somewhere to disastrous effect.
  -Fred
		Frederick N. Chase <fchase@gmail.com>
to Russell, Carl




	


Pfizer-BioNTech's mRNA vaccine BNT162b2, is now called Comirnaty.
 
 
 
 
 
On Sat, May 1, 2021 at 12:41 PM Frederick N. Chase <fchase@gmail.com> wrote:
 
 
On Fri, Apr 30, 2021 at 7:54 PM Russell Sage <russosago@gmail.com> wrote:
You didn’t answer the question.  Which step or steps is it that causes the gain-of-function that you are so worried about?
 
 
Any gain-of-function research (without which Pfizer-BioNTech's mRNA vaccine BNT162b2 would not exist) happened before step 1.   
Expect Pfizer to regard any such thing as a trade secret that will make them millions (trillions?).  
Any patent will have to describe it but it will be buried in so many layers of jargon that neither you nor I will ever find it.
[But see 20210728 Spiky Questions Around Patenting of Spike Proteins ++.htm to learn the patent trail starting in 1999.
The NYT article says, at step 1, "Each plasmid contains a coronavirus gene...." that would be a piece of a SARS-COVID-2 virus (modified or not modified).    
And note that they don't say exactly what else it contains, or where they got it.

This NYT article has you all dazzled by so many pictures.   This is just a production run that they dazzle you with.
I hope to hell they aren't doing Gain-of-Function research via CRISPR-gene-editing for each production run!!! .




Now listen.  Here is what I want you to do.   If you do this, it will (at least may) pull the scales off your eyes about what is going on, here.
Click this file   20200323 COVID-19 pandemic and serial passage gain-of-function research+++.htm   right now and drag that page's URL into a folder for serious COVID-19 learning.
Note the date, March 23, 2020, before which this was all done.   Very early.   But already there's decades of history, you will learn!
 
About 6 lines down from the top is this line:
[bookmark: m_-3792906720891649214__ednref1]An accessible YouTube summary of much of the report below by a Professor of Neurobiology[i] at the University of Pittsburgh’s School of Medicine Research Faculty   is available here. (J. J. (Jay) Couey (Lectures us while biking home!+++++))
 
Now, go get yourself a nice cup of coffee, go to the bathroom if you need to, and sit down for a full half hour's mental workout after you click  is available here..   I guarantee you will enjoy and learn from it.
Afterwards, get me on Discord [or other] to discuss what you learned.
 
Your next session after that is to reopen   20200323 COVID-19 pandemic and serial passage gain-of-function research+++.htm   and carefully and respectfully begin to read its entire contents.
And discuss it with us.
 
   -Fred
Additional Detail Pulled from J. J. (Jay) Couey (Lectures us while biking home! (Version 1 Probably)+++++)
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zIW3TQpVJYs     19min:07Sec  "OK. So, real quick, Michael Osterholm probably deceived Joe Rogan on his podcast.  Specifically he said that there's no way we could have selected this sequence that would have made this virus. It's just not predictable by our computer models and wouldn't have been predicted by any gene jockey that would select the sequence and try to build the novel spike protein by him or her self.  The trick with this statement is that that's not even required and that Michael Osterholm knows that that that's not required.  So by him making that statement, he is trying to deceive us - through Joe Rogan.  Because if he was to state freely what he knows, and freely what he thinks then what he would say is that '…we have used populations of Ferrets to 'enrich' H5N1 and that resulted in a very big gain of function where 5 separate features of the H5N1 on different viruses were brought together on one single virus in that paper and it was only done by using this population of Ferrets in about 10 successive generations of the virus.
So that's pretty spectacular because what we have here --  there's a red tailed hawk above – what we have here is an expert who gets paid by the NIH (the NIH funded all of this research, both at the University of Wisconsin in Madison 2011 and also at Erasmus University in Rotterdam where I actually used to work, between 2012 and 2016.  I was familiar with the intense amount of research that occurred there – and they had a reputation for the 10th floor being the virus floor.  So, interestingly enough, about a year and a half before I started working at that University was when this paper –these 2 papers were published.  And they were published under a lot of duress, because a lot of the field was saying that this research is not only not necessary and didn't really give us much new information, but really created a gigantic risk.
And so, again, this guy Michael Osterholm, went on Joe Rogan's and, knowing all this stuff, having commented in Science Magazine about the usefulness and powerness of this this research  and didn't mention a word of it to Joe Rogan – and specifically said we couldn't have come up with the sequence:  nature is much better at us for designing this. But he didn't mention that we know how to use Nature to design things. He didn't mention that we've already perfected the techniques to harness Nature to design viruses!
And that's where he deceived Joe Rogan.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=d-2uaLpRRQg 
Finally, see the well-reasoned summary of Ron Unz dated June 12, 2022
20220612 An Independent Inquiry Into the American Origins of Covid+++++.htm
" As most are surely aware, for more than two years I have been pointing to the strong perhaps even overwhelming evidence that the Covid outbreak that devastated our own country and the world was very likely the result of an exceptionally reckless American biowarfare attack against China (and Iran)."
