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Thdi diém ma chung ta dang séng that ky la, mat ngay no, Trung tam Kiém soat va
Phong nguia Dich bénh (CDC) MY cudi cung ciing da tim ra mot L5i “tU té” dé noi vé
mién dich tu nhién: “DPén dau thang 10, nhitng ngugdi séng sét sau khi mac bénh cé

ty l& ldy nhiém thap hon so véi nhiing ngudi chi tiém vac-xin”.

Piéu nay khdng c6 chuit gi goi la bat ngd khi hiéu qua cia mién dich tu nhién vén
da dudc ghi nhan tu thdi Chién tranh Peloponnisos (ndm 431 dén nam 404 trudc
Cong Nguyén). Chi néi riéng vé COVID-19, da c6 gan 150 nghién cifu cong nhan
hiéu qua cia mien dich tu nhién, tuy nhién hau hét cac tai liéu nay déu dugc xuat
ban trudc budi phong van ctia Tién si (TS) Anthony Fauci vao ngay 13/9/2021. Khi

dudc hoi vé van dé mién dich tu nhién trong budi phéng van, ong Fauci tra I8i thé



nay: “Toi thuc sy khdng cé cau tra I8i chac chan cho ban vé diéu dé. P6 la diéu ma
ching ta can phai thao luan, lién quan dén viéc [mién dich tu nhién] dap Ung dudc

trong bao lau”.

Trudc khi hoc Y khoa, TS Fauci tung t6t nghi€p nganh hoc lién quan dén ngon ngif cd
dién, phai chang 6ng dang “chai chit”, phai chang diéu ma 6ng mudn truyén tai la khoa
hoc khong cé du tri thic dé [én tiéng? Trong 2 nam qua, hau hét moi ngudi dudng nhu
lai dong tinh vdi y kién nay, phai chang ho da khong tap trung trong tiét sinh hoc hoi
I8p 9, hodc vi su cubng nhiét danh cho vac-xin d “quét sach” nhiing kién thic cg ban
cta ching ta, cling cé thé [a vi mién dich tu nhién khéng sinh ra déng Igi nhuan nao,

hay la vi mot so ly do chua dudc giai thich nao dé?

Cho du ly do la gi di nifa, vao ndm 2020, ké tU khi cdc dgt phong tda bat dau, dudng
nhu c6 diéu gi dé khdng ding da xay ra. Hau hét cac cd quan y té nha nudc trén khap
thé giGi dot nhién ngling nhac dén chl dé mién dich tu nhién. Cac hd chiéu vac-xin da
danh gia thap hodc bac bd kha nang nay. Té chlc Y té Thé gidi (WHO) da thay déi dinh
nghia vé mién dich cong déng dé loai tru viéc ti€p xUc tu nhién. Hang triéu ngudi da

mat viéc [am vi khong tiém ching du c6 kha nang mién dich tu nhién manh mé.

T4t ca mdi la [am sao! Cac ban dang nam trong tay mot trong nhiing tri thic vé sinh
hoc té bao da dudc thi nghiém va nghién clfu, dudc bao vé, ching minh, ghi chép va
dugc bién dén rong rai. Ngay hém nay hau hét moi ngudi (it nhat la cac thé hé di trudc)
déu thtra nhan no, réi dot nhién vao ngay hom sau rat nhiéu ngudi dudng nhu da quén
hoac khong hé biét gi ca. Néu khong thi lam thé nao WHO/CDC/NIH (Vién Y té Quoc gia

Hoa Ky) c6 thé phu nhan chd dé nay mot cach “ém dep” va ky la dén vay?



T6i da tu hdi chinh minh, c6 |€ kha nang mién dich tu nhién khang lai COVID-19 [a mot
vi du vé cai ma nha kinh té hoc Murray Rothbard goi la “kién thic bi quén lang”. Cum tu
nay chi vé mot su that da dudc tim toi va cong nhan dot nhién lai bién mat khong ro ly
do, va ngudi ta phai di kham pha lai vao mét thai diém sau do va tham chi la vao mot
thé hé khac. B¢ la hién tugng khién 6ng Rothbard v6 cling to mo bdi né lam day lén

nghi ngd vé cai ma ong goi la Ly thuyét Lich st Whig.

Cuon “History of Economic Thought (Tam dich: Lich st tu tudng kinh t€)” tuyét vdi clia
6ng da md ra mot ludng gié chdng lai quan diém thdi Victoria rang bat ké nhu thé nao,
cudc séng van ngay cang tot han. Thi ap dung quan diém nay (quan diém thgi
Victoria) vao thé gidgi ctia nhitng ly tudng, phai chang nhitng ly tudng hién tai cia ching
ta luon tot dep han nhitng ly tudng trong qua khi? Phai chang quy dao cta khoa hoc
khong bao giG cd chuyén bo sét va no chi cé thé tich liy? Quan diém nay loai trif kha
nang tri thic cé thé bi “quén [ang” trong qua trinh phat trién cuda lich su, loai trif kha
nang ¢ nhiing diéu gi d6 ma nhan loai da biét chac chan, sau d6 bién mat mot cach bi

an va chdng ta phai di kham pha lai.

Khai niém vé mién dich tu dat dugc phu hgp véi cach ma tat ca cac xa hoi xuva nay
tiing ap dung dé dai pho véi bénh tat: Hiy bao vé nhiing ngudi dé bi nhiém bénh
trudc, con dé nhitng nhém ngugi c6 nguy cd nhiém bénh thap dat dudc mien dich
tu nhién. Diéu quan trong la phai nam dudc kién thifc ndy néu ban muén bao vé
quyén tu do ciia minh, khong dé bi kiém soat mét cach vé nghia trong su sd hdi va

thiéu hiéu biét.

That ky la la ngay giifa thé ky 21, khi chung ta thiic ddy vao mat ngay dep trdi va
nhiing kién thdc nay dudng nhu déu “bdc hdi”. Nha théng ké va mien dich hoc



Knut Wittkowski da cong bd nhiing kién thic cd ban vé virus vao mua xuian nam
2020, sau do ong dudc cho la da tao ra mot cu sdc va bi vudng phai tai tiéng.
YouTube thim chi da xoa video ctia 6ng ay! Va 7 thang sau, cac giao su hang dau
thé gidi phai lap ra Ban tuyén bd Great Barrington, trong d6 néu rd vé kha nang
mién dich cong dong thong qua tiép xtic; ho con phai thé rang nhan loai vao thé ky

11 da kham pha ra mét diéu “khac biét”.

Tat ca nhitng chuyén nay that la lam d6i vdi toi va ca v8i me toi. Toi da dén tham ba dy
va hai [am thé nao ba dy biét vé viéc hé thong mién dich cé thé tu dat dugc. Ba dy noi
véi toi rang dé la bdi vi me clia ba da day cho ba, va diéu nay dudc truyén qua cac thé
hé. Sau Thé chién Il, tai Hoa Ky, kién thic nghe c6 vé “khac la” nay (kha nang con ngudi
o thé tu dat dudc mién dich) da trd thanh uu tién hang dau vé cha dé sic khoe cong
dong trong cac trudng hoc qua tiing thé hé. Ngudi ta dd day trong trudng rang: Dung
sG hai vé qua trinh ma ching ta phai chién dau dé ton tai, thay vao dé hay tin tudng

vao nhitng gi ma tu nhién da ban tdng dé ching ta d6i pho véi bénh tat.

Tai sao kha nang dat dudc mién dich mot cach tu nhién lai trd thanh chu dé cam ky
trong thé ky 217 C6 |€ day la mét trudng hop vé viéc kién thic bi “quén [ang” nhu
nhiing gi nha kinh té& hoc Rothbardian nhac dén. Tugng tu nhu bénh Scorbut, nhan loai
trudc day da tung cd kién thic vé né nhung sau nay lai khong biét gi nita va phai di
kham pha ti ddu. Bang cach nao dé trong thé ky 21, ban than chlng ta cling rgi vao
tinh huéng ky quai khi phai di tim hiéu lai nhiing kién thdc cg ban vé mién dich hoc ma
moi ngudi déu biét dén rong rai tU nhiing ndm 1920 dén nam 2000; kién thic nay bang

cach nao d6 da bi gat ra ngoai lé va bi chon vui.

Vang, diéu nay that vo cung dang xau hé. Khoa hoc van luén dudc luu gili trong nhitng

cuon sach giao khoa. Va ching van luén con dé dé bat cu ai cling c6 thé tim hiéu. Thd



dudng nhu bi “mat tich” nay la mot kién thic pho thong, da bi thay thé bdi mot ly
thuyét chéng dich thdi can dai, rang phai nhét bo ngudi ta. Té dén ndi ngay ca viéc
canh sat dugc bé tri trén khap ca nudc, cing nhiing dgt phong tda va quan thic tai gia
tan bao cling khong khdi lén dugc mot su phan khang nao tif cong ching & miic do ma
t6i du doan. Cho dén tan by gig, ching ta van “miét mai” deo khau trang, ky thi
nhitng ngudi co triéu chiing dau 6m, ap dung nhiing chién thuat phily va kém hiéu
qua, td ra la minh dang theo dai, truy vét va c6 lap tat ca moi ngudgi véi tham vong tiéu

diét loai bo nay (virus corona) vinh vién.

Cé vé nhu moi ngudi dan dan trd nén thié€u hiéu biét vé toan bo chd dé nay va do do ho
bi mat canh giac khi cac chinh tri gia tuyén bo ching ta phai gat bd nhan quyén dé

chong lai mot loai virus mdi.

C6 mdt ddc diém la [Am khac: ngudi ta c6 thé cho rang kién thiic sé it bi “quén [dng”
haon trong thdi dai cong nghé thong tin nay, ndi ma chldng ta c6 thé mang theo bén
minh kha nang truy cap tat ca cac loai thong tin trén thé gidi. Chlng ta c6 thé tiép can
chlng chi bang vai cl nhap chudt. Lam thé nao ma diéu nay lai khong bao vé ching ta
khoi viéc trd thanh “con méi” cia mét ly thuyét quan ly bénh tat kiéu thai trung c6?
Lam thé nao ma nhiing noi sg hai va su phu thudc vao cong nghé may tinh lai dé dang
thay thé tri tué dudc ké thua tu qua khif ctia chldng ta? Tai sao loai virus nay lai kich
hoat dudc cac cudc tan cong tan bao vao quyén con ngudi du chua ting c6 diéu nao

nhu vay xay ra khi cac loai virus mdi xuat hién trong thé ky trudc?

Quan doi ciia George Washington da cao lay vay cta nhitng ngudi chét vi bénh dau
mua dé tu cay cho ho vi dng dy da phat hién ra kha nang tu mién dich cia chinh
minh théng qua tiép xuc vao thgi thd au. Con chung ta thi thu minh trong nha vi

nhifng noi sd hai va san sang tuan tha cac quy dinh khi loai virus méi nay xuat



hién. Ngay ca nhiing ngugi ban cua téi, nhitng ngudi bi nhiém virus tif sém va da
phat trién kha nang tu mién dich ciing bi d6i xif nhu thé bi mac bénh hui trong
nhiéu thang sau do. Chi khi ty lé cac ca tif vong da on dinh trong suét thdi gian qua
thi gidi truyén thong mdi bat dau to mo vé kha nang va mdic dé nghiém trong clia
viéc tdi nhiém. By gid cudi cung chiing ta ciing bat dau noi vé chi dé nay - sau 2

b

nam!

T6i chi co thé noi thé nay. Ngay bay gid, nha kinh té Murray Rothbard, ngudi da
danh ca ddi dé cong hién cho ty do, chac han sé rat kinh ngac vé cich ma su thiéu
hiéu biét vé y hoc, cac loai khoa hoc gia mao va ham mudn quyén luc, tat ca da két
hdp lai mat cach dot ngot d€ tao ra cudc khiing hoang toan cau l6n nhat trong lich

su hién dai.

* k%

Tdac gia bai viét trén la 6ng Jeffrey A. Tucker, ngudi sang lap va hiéu trudng hoc vién
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Another day in our strange times: the CDC has finally found a kind word to say about

natural immunity. You_have to dig for it but it is there: “By early October, persons who

survived a previous infection had lower case rates than persons who were vaccinated

alone.”

It’s not even slightly surprising or should not be, since the effectiveness of natural
immunity has been documented since the Peloponnesian War. On Covid alone, there

are nearly 150 studies documenting the power of natural immunity, most of which

came before the interview with Anthony Fauci on Sept 13, 2021. At that interview he
was asked about natural immunity. He said this: “l don’t have a really firm answer for
you on that. That’s something that we’re going to have to discuss regarding the

durability of the response.”

Classic Fauci: what he meant to convey is that The Science doesn’t know enough to
say. And most people for two years would seem to agree, either because they didn’t
pay attention in 9th-grade biology class, or because our adoration of shots has

swamped our common sense, or because there’s no profit in it, or because of some

other reason that is not yet explained,
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Regardless, it does seem as if something went wrong in 2020 as lockdowns began.
Suddenly most public health agencies in the world stopped speaking of the subject of
natural immunity. Vaccine passports have typically ruled out natural immunity or

severely deprecated it. The WHO changed its definition of herd immunity to exclude

natural exposure. Millions have lost their jobs for not getting vaccinated but have

strong natural immunity.

How strange it all is! Here you have one of the most established, proven, documented,
experienced, studied, known, and defended scientific truths about cell biology. One
day (was it generations ago?) most people understood it. Then another day, it seemed
almost as if vast numbers of people forgot or never knew at all. Otherwise, how could

the WHO/CDC/NIH been able to get away with its strange denialism on this topic?

Perhaps, I’ve wondered, the case of natural immunity against Covid is an example of
what Murray Rothbard called “lost knowledge.” He meant by that phrase a discovered
and known truth that suddenly goes missing for no apparent reason and then has to
be rediscovered at a later time and even in a different generation. It’s a phenomenon
that made him enormously curious because it raises doubts about what he called the

Whig Theory of History.

His wonderful History of Economic Thought opens with a blast against this

Victorian-era idea that life is always getting better and better, no matter what. Apply it
to the world of ideas, and the impression is that our current ideas are always better
than ideas of the past. The trajectory of science is never forgetful; it’s only cumulative.

It rules out the possibility that there is lost knowledge in history, peculiar incidences
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when humanity knew something for sure and then that knowledge mysteriously went

away and we had to discover it again.

The idea of acquired immunity is consistent with how all societies have come to
manage diseases. Protect the vulnerable while groups at no or low risk acquire the
immunities. It is especially important to understand this if you want to preserve

freedom rather than pointlessly impose a police state out of fear and ignorance.

It’s extremely odd that we woke up one day in the 21st century when such knowledge
seemed almost to evaporate. When statistician and immunologist Knut Wittkowski
went public with the basics of viruses in the Spring of 2020, he created shock and
scandal. YouTube even deleted his videos! Seven months later, the Great Barrington
Declaration made plain and once-obvious points about herd immunity via exposure

and you would swear the world of the 11th century had discovered heretics.

All of this was strange to me and also to my mother. | visited with her and asked her
how she came to know about the immune system is trained. She told me it’s because
her mother taught this to her, and hers before her. It was a major public-health priority
after World War Il in the United States to school each generation in this
counterintuitive truth. It was taught in the schools: do not fear what we have evolved

to fight but rather strengthen what nature has given you to deal with disease..

Why was naturally acquired immunity a taboo topic in the 21st century? Perhaps this is

a case of Rothbardian-style lost knowledge, similar to how humanity once understood

scurvy and then didn’t and then had to come to understand it again. Somehow in the

21st century, we find ourselves in the awkward position of having to relearn the basics
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of immunology that everyone from 1920 to 2000 or so seemed to understand before

that knowledge somehow came to be marginalized and buried.

Yes, this is hugely embarrassing. The science never left the textbooks. It’s right there
for anyone to discover. What seems to have gone missing is popular understanding,
replaced with a premodern run-and-hide theory of disease avoidance. It’s so bad that
even the imposition of police states around the country, including brutal shutdowns
and house arrest, did not inspire anywhere near the level of public resistance that |
would have expected. To this day, we are still masking, stigmatizing the sick, and using
unworkable and preposterous tactics to pretend to track, trace, and isolate all with the

wild ambition permanently to stamp out the damn bug.

It’s like everyone gradually became ignorant on the whole topic and so they were
caught off guard when politicians announced we had to get rid of human rights to fight

a novel virus.

Here is Rothbard on this problem of lost knowledge and the Whig theory that such
things do not happen:

The Whig theory, subscribed to by almost all historians of science, including
economics, is that scientific thought progresses patiently, one year after another
developing, sifting, and testing theories, so that science marches onward and upward,
each year, decade or generation learning more and possessing ever more correct

scientific theories.

On analogy with the Whig theory of history, coined in mid-nineteenth century England,
which maintained that things are always getting (and therefore must get) better and

better, the Whig historian of science, seemingly on firmer grounds than the regular



Whig historian, implicitly or explicitly asserts that ‘later is always better’ in any

particular scientific discipline.

The Whig historian (whether of science or of history proper) really maintains that, for
any point of historical time, ‘whatever was, was right’, or at least better than ‘whatever
was earlier’. The inevitable result is a complacent and infuriating Panglossian
optimism. In the historiography of economic thought, the consequence is the firm if
implicit position that every individual economist, or at least every school of
economists, contributed their important mite to the inexorable upward march. There
can, then, be no such thing as gross systemic error that deeply flawed, or even
invalidated, an entire school of economic thought, much less sent the world of

economics permanently astray.”

Rothbard’s entire book is an exercise in discovering lost knowledge. He was fascinated
with how A.R.J. Turgot could have written with such clarity about value theory but the
later writings of Adam Smith were murky on the topic. He was intrigued that the
classical economists were lucid on the status of economic theory but later economists
in the 20th century became so confused about it. You could observe the same about
free trade: once it was understood almost universally such that everyone seemed to
agree it had to be a priority to build peace and prosperity, and then, poof, that

knowledge seems to have vanished in recent years.

On a personal note, | recall how passionate Murray felt about the issue of lost
knowledge. He was also urging his students to find cases, document them, and explain
how it happens. He always suspected that there were more cases that needed to be
discovered and investigated. His writings on the history of ideas are a major effort to

document as many cases as he could find.



Another intriguing feature: one might suppose that knowledge would be less likely to
be lost in the information age in which we all carry in our pockets access to nearly all
the world’s information. We can access it with just a few clicks. How did this not
protect us against falling prey to a medieval-style theory of disease management? How
did our fears and reliance of computer modeling so easily displace inherited wisdom of
the past? Why did this new virus trigger brutal attacks on rights whereas nothing like

this has happened in the previous century of new viruses?

George Washington’s troops scrapped off the scabs of the smallpox dead to inoculate
themselves, while he personally recognized his own immunity via childhood exposure,
but we cowered in our homes in fear and obedience for this virus. Even friends of mine
who caught the virus early and developed immunities were treated like lepers for
months later. Only once the Zoom class came to be entirely swamped with infection
(the case fatality rate has been stable this entire time) did the media start to get
curious about the likelihood and severity of reinfection. Now we are finally starting to

talk about the subject - two years later!

| can only say this. Murray Rothbard right now would be astonished at how medical
ignorance, fake science, and the lust for power all combined so suddenly to create the
greatest global crisis in modern history for the cause of liberty to which he devoted his
life. If anything has demonstrated that Rothbard was correct about the fallacy of the
Whig theory, and the capacity of humanity suddenly to act and total ignorance of what

was once widely known, it is these last two years of folly.
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