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Almost three years have passed since COVID-19 lockdowns and mandates upended our
world. At first, the virus seemed to be an obscure, distant problem, posing little threat.
Today, it’s hard to think of a world event more significant, talked about, and politically
controversial than the response to COVID.

Earlier this month, the peer-reviewed journal Minerva: A Review of Science, Learning, and
Policy published an important article on COVID-related censorship and heterodoxy. Founded
in 1962, Minerva is a well-established academic journal from Springer, one of the world’s top
publishers of science journals. The article is an indication of just how mainstream concerns
about censorship during the COVID era have become.

The authors are five researchers from universities and colleges in Israel and Australia. They
interviewed a sample of leading medical professionals, doctors, and scientists who
questioned the prevailing COVID orthodoxy and were heavily reprimanded, censored, or
otherwise harassed and suppressed for their views.

The authors state in their abstract:

The emergence of COVID-19 has led to numerous controversies over COVID-related
knowledge and policy. To counter the perceived threat from doctors and scientists who
challenge the official position of governmental and intergovernmental health
authorities, some supporters of this orthodoxy have moved to censor those who
promote dissenting views.

Early Pandemic Controversies

The researchers began by reviewing some of the early pandemic controversies. As they
discovered, and as you may find unsurprising, there was no obvious consensus about how to
“handle” COVID. While governments around the world argued for nationwide lockdowns and
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limited social gatherings, many scientists and other leaders questioned the ethics and
efficacy of such mandates. As they authors note, Anthony Fauci, director of the National
Institute of Allergic and Infectious Diseases, objected to wearing masks in March 2020, only
to backtrack a month later.

Meanwhile, social media networks including Facebook, Twitter, and LinkedIn, with the
government’s help, censored scientists, doctors, and others for expressing dissent or even
questioning the prevailing pandemic dogma. This still goes on. The researchers paid special
attention to the way tech companies suppressed COVID heterodoxy under the guise of “fact-
checking” and countering “misinformation.” As the pandemic progressed, it became harder
and harder for medical professionals to openly express their views.

Defining Orthodoxy on COVID

However, if the doctors and scientists they surveyed are “heterodox,” what is COVID
orthodoxy? The researchers give a helpful definition:

Liester (2022) provides a list comparing what he refers to as the dominant versus
dissenting views with respect to COVID-19, which includes the origin of SARS CoV-2
(zoonotic vs. laboratory), mask mandates (will prevent spread vs. will not prevent
spread), early treatment with drugs such as hydroxychloroquine and ivermectin
(ineffective and dangerous vs. effective and safe), the usefulness of lockdown measures
and other restrictions (effective and beneficial vs. ineffective and harmful), COVID-19
vaccines (safe and effective vs. unsafe and dangerous), and COVID-19 vaccine
mandates and passports (necessary and ethical vs. harmful and unethical). While it may
be true that none of these dominant positions have been universally adopted by all
governments worldwide to the same degree or down to every last detail, nevertheless a
dominant or orthodox position on all of these issues can be identified on a country-by-
country basis with strong similarities across national borders.

They also recognize that orthodoxy is prone to change, and that some formerly forbidden
viewpoints have gained legitimacy. Just last month, The Atlantic ran a piece by economist
Emily Oster asking, “Let’s Declare a Pandemic Amnesty.” She wrote this in regard to
masking and social distancing:

These precautions were totally misguided. In April 2020, no one got the coronavirus
from passing someone else hiking. Outdoor transmission was vanishingly rare. Our cloth
masks made out of old bandanas wouldn’t have done anything, anyway. But the thing
is: We didn’t know.

What Amnesty Means

While Oster makes a fair point about the lack of knowledge, this study is asking why
governmental and other powers acted so adamantly as if they did know, and others didn't.
Why weren’t they more permissive of dissent and open to other views? “Amnesty” in other
contexts implies an admission of fault in return for forgiveness. Yet the government, social
media platforms, and a range of media pundits have yet to acknowledge the ways they
demonized and intimidated doctors, scientists, and others for making common-sense
observations about COVID-19, and perhaps even more so, about the vaccine. According to
the researchers, much of the pandemic orthodoxy was formed, not out of scientific
conviction, but from economic and political interests.


https://www.theatlantic.com/ideas/archive/2022/10/covid-response-forgiveness/671879/

In another article, | will look at how the researchers conducted their survey and the specific
ways their sample group experienced censorship and suppression.

*

Note to readers: Please click the share buttons above. Follow us on Instagram and Twitter
and subscribe to our Telegram Channel. Feel free to repost and share widely Global
Research articles.

Peter Biles graduated from Wheaton College in lllinois in 2019 and went on to receive a
Master of Fine Arts in Creative Writing from Seattle Pacific University. He is the author of
Hillbilly Hymn (Resource Publications, 2022) and Keep and Other Stories (Resource
Publications, 2022). He has also written for a variety of publications, including Plough,
Dappled Things, The Gospel Coalition, Salvo, andBreaking Ground. Born and raised in Ada,
Oklahoma, he currently serves as Content & Communications Fellow for the Chesterton
House, a Christian Study Center at Cornell University.

Featured image is from Dig Within

The original source of this article is Evolution News
Copyright © Peter Biles, Evolution News, 2022

Comment on Global Research Articles on our Facebook page

Become a Member of Global Research

Articles by: Peter Biles

Disclaimer: The contents of this article are of sole responsibility of the author(s). The Centre for Research on Globalization will
not be responsible for any inaccurate or incorrect statement in this article. The Centre of Research on Globalization grants
permission to cross-post Global Research articles on community internet sites as long the source and copyright are
acknowledged together with a hyperlink to the original Global Research article. For publication of Global Research articles in
print or other forms including commercial internet sites, contact: publications@globalresearch.ca

www.globalresearch.ca contains copyrighted material the use of which has not always been specifically authorized by the
copyright owner. We are making such material available to our readers under the provisions of "fair use" in an effort to advance
a better understanding of political, economic and social issues. The material on this site is distributed without profit to those
who have expressed a prior interest in receiving it for research and educational purposes. If you wish to use copyrighted
material for purposes other than "fair use" you must request permission from the copyright owner.

For media inquiries: publications@globalresearch.ca


https://evolutionnews.org/2022/11/science-journal-recognizes-the-reality-of-covid-censorship/
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/peter-biles
https://evolutionnews.org/2022/11/science-journal-recognizes-the-reality-of-covid-censorship/
https://www.facebook.com/GlobalResearchCRG
https://store.globalresearch.ca/member/
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/peter-biles
mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca
https://www.globalresearch.ca
mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca

