Anthony
Fauci:
The
Consummate
Unelected,
Unaccountable, Technocrat
Wesley Smith correctly points out that freedom at the hands of
Technocrats is an oxymoron. Science should properly advise political
leaders, but it has no ability to determine or create public policy and
should not be allowed to dominate it. ⁃ TN Editor
In recent months, as a vicious pandemic spread out of China, an
emerging technocracy—rule by experts—threatened to seize control of
much of our public life.
When National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases Director
Dr. Anthony Fauci and other infectious disease specialists instructed us
to self-isolate, President Donald Trump “shut it [the economy] down.”
Governors issued executive orders shuttering restaurants and hair
salons. Mayors banned private gatherings. Funerals—even at the
graveside—became grieving ceremonies that most were forbidden to

attend. As for beaches and public parks, they became ghost zones.
The policy purpose behind our national quasi-home arrest was to “flatten
the curve” of new COVID-19 cases to keep hospitals from being
overwhelmed—as happened terrifyingly in Northern Italy. Whether or
not our insipidly termed “alone together” national isolation was
effective—I think it probably was—we can all give thanks that hospitals
did not collapse, and draconian triage measures such as Italy imposed
were never required.
But that laudable success came at a terrible toll. Tens of millions were
thrown out of work. Despite concerted government efforts to shore up
the economy, the small-business sector imploded—some shops and
restaurants never to reopen. Uber and taxi drivers lost countless fares.
Parking lot attendants and airport shop workers became unemployed.
Major corporations faced bankruptcy.

Greater Control
One would have thought that the legal lockdowns were sufficiently
restrictive. But once power has been tasted, the human tendency is to
grab for ever greater control.
Soon, media pundits and politicians began to refer ominously to a less
vibrant, prosperous, and free “new normal.” Flattening the curve quickly
metamorphosed from a temporary measure to save hospitals into a
permanent effort to prevent anyone from getting sick.
“Experts,” such as the bioethicist Ezekiel Emanuel—a prime architect of
the Affordable Care Act—told us with presumed authority, that we could
not return to the way things were until a vaccine was developed, a time
Emanuel estimated to be potentially as long as 18 months.
Justifying seizing greater control under the mantra, “if it saves just one
life,” some of our most influential experts began pounding the drum to
make a future COVID-19 vaccine mandatory for everyone. A committee
of the New York Bar Association urged the organization to support
legislation toward that end.

Harvard law professor emeritus Alan Dershowitz went so far as to tell an
interviewer that “the state has the power to literally take you to a
doctor’s office and plunge a needle into your arm.”

Mask Confusion
Then, there was the less-intrusive question of masks. Initially,
Fauci opined that masks did little good and should mainly be worn by
health care providers. But soon, the CDC changed its guidelines urging
that we all wear cloth coverings in public places. Most of us went along.
Better safe than sorry, after all. We wanted to do our part.
But voluntary submission wasn’t enough for our would-be overlords.
Many urged the passage of legal mandates. In a co-authored New York
Times op-ed, Emanuel—sniffing that “face mask compliance this side of
the Pacific has been uneven”—urged that wearing masks be made
mandatory.
To avoid a popular “backlash,” Emanuel implored our neo-patrician
entertainment celebrities, sports stars, and politicians to model maskwearing as a means of normalizing it among us plebeians. Some
governors promptly saluted and issued mandatory “wear masks” orders.
Are these mask mandates medically necessary? According to the latest
“science,” for most of us, it would seem not, most of the time. For
example, a report recently published by the New England Journal of
Medicine discussing masking in the health care facility context, also
contained illuminating information about our general circumstances:
“We know that wearing a mask outside health care facilities offers little,
if any, protection from infection. Public health authorities define a
significant exposure to COVID-19 as face-to-face contact within 6 feet
with a patient with symptomatic COVID-19 that is sustained for at least a
few minutes (and some say more than 10 minutes or even 30
minutes). The chance of catching Covid-19 from a passing interaction in
a public space is therefore minimal.”
Oops. Then, what might be the point of wearing masks when it is not an
effective prophylactic? “Expanded masking protocols’ greatest

contribution,” the scientist wrote, “may be to reduce the transmission of
anxiety.”
The World Health Organization appeared to strike another blow against
the necessity of imposing technocratic mandates when a WHO scientist
stated that transmission by asymptomatic patients “is very rare.” That
would mean that the number of potential transmitters of the virus at any
given time is far lower than originally thought, which has great public
policy implications.
Apparently, the technocratic class understood that potential, too. The
next day, after much establishment screaming, the scientist took
back her “very rare” characterization, now saying that about 16 percent
of infected people are asymptomatic and “able to transmit the virus.”
(WHO’s confusion—another WHO “expert” said, “There is much that is
not known”—doesn’t change the point of this essay, but it does raise the
question of whether we can trust “the experts,” considering the part
played by political pressure in such pronouncements. But that is a
question that will have to wait for another essay.)

Technocracy Temptation
These shifts in—and befuddled utterances about—our scientific
understanding should staunch the drive for technocratic mandates. Our
leaders don’t rule. They govern. Other than in circumstances of close
personal contact over extended time in health care facilities and other
risky places, legally requiring masks—when it provides scant
prophylactic benefit—would be merely to harness the power of
symbolism as an outward manifestation of obedience to the technocratic
order. That isn’t a proper purpose of public policy.
Read full story here…

House
Passes
$1.5T
Infrastructure Bill Packed
With Green New Deal’s WishList
When the Great Panic of 2020 started, TN said to watch for stimulus
money to be spent on Green New Deal programs to snap the world into
Sustainable Development, aka Technocracy. Thus far, global stimul
us spending exceeds $25 trillion. ⁃ TN Editor
On Wednesday, the House of Representatives passed a massive $1.5
trillion infrastructure bill packed with Democrats’ climate wish-list
items. Democrats passed the bill 233-188 on a mostly party-line vote.
Much of the funding tied to actual transportation measures — $500
billion — is tied to green measures requiring states to set targets for
reducing greenhouse gas emissions and preparing for mitigation as if an
unspecified climate catastrophe were on the immediate horizon.

President Donald Trump slammed the bill, H.R. 2, as “full of wasteful
‘Green New Deal’ initiatives.”
“Naturally this nonsense is not going anywhere in the Senate,” Senate
Majority Leader Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.) insisted.
“Predictably, this is what follows the federal government’s decision to
forcibly shut down large sections of the economy and then spend
massive, unprecedented amounts of money for compensation. The
concept of fiscal responsibility no longer exists in Washington, D.C.,
even to a small degree,” James Taylor, president of the Heartland
Institute, said in a statement on the bill.
“This partisan Democratic wish list of leftist priorities treats the
American economy as if it runs on Monopoly money. Not only is this bill
partisan and divisive, but it would dramatically and needlessly
accelerate the financial ruin of this country,” Taylor added.
Myron Ebell, director of the Center for Energy and Environment at the
Competitive Enterprise Institute (CEI) compared H.R. 2 to a “Green
ATM” for the “climate industrial complex.”
“Included in H. R. 2’s hundreds of billions of dollars of wasteful spending
is what amounts to a Green ATM, which would use taxpayer dollars to
provide full funding for every aspect of the climate industrial complex.
The Green ATM would provide more handouts for wind and solar energy,
which have already received handouts for decades; for purchasing
electric vehicles, whose buyers are at the top end of the income scale;
and on and on,” Ebell said. “The Green ATM even has grants for
university environmental justice programs. None of this spending will do
anything to speed up economic recovery.”
House Speaker Nancy Pelosi’s (D-Calif.) decision to stuff an
infrastructure bill full of Green New Deal climate wish-list items should
not surprise Americans, given her recent attempts to take advantage of
the coronavirus crisis. Her coronavirus stimulus bills were chock-full
of her own far-left agenda items on vote-by-mail, LGBT financial literacy,
collective bargaining for unions, a $15/hour minimum wage, and — of

course — mandates for airlines to report the exact amount of carbon
emissions on every flight beforehand.
Presumptive Democratic nominee Joe Biden hailed the coronavirus
crisis as a “wake up call” for climate change and an “opportunity” for
institutional change.
Read full story here…

UN: May See ‘New Normal’ On
Other Side Of 5-Year Global
Depression
The Secretary-General of the UN lays out two possibilities to get through
the pandemic: either accept UN leadership today or go through a fiveyear global depression and then accept their leadership as the “new
normal”. Either way, it’s the same outcome. ⁃ TN Editor
From COVID-19 to climate disruption, from racial injustice to rising
inequalities, we are a world in turmoil.

At the same time, we are an international community with an enduring
vision – embodied in the United Nations Charter, which marks its 75th
anniversary this year. That vision of a better future — based on the
values of equality, mutual respect and international cooperation — has
helped us to avoid a Third World War that would have had catastrophic
consequences for life on our planet.
Our shared challenge is to channel that collective spirit and rise to this
moment of trial and test.
The pandemic has laid bare severe and systemic inequalities both within
and between countries and communities. More broadly, it has
underscored the world’s fragilities – not just in the face of another health
emergency, but in our faltering response to the climate crisis,
lawlessness in cyberspace, and the risks of nuclear proliferation. People
everywhere are losing trust in political establishments and institutions.
The emergency is compounded by many other profound humanitarian
crises: conflicts that are continuing or even intensifying; record numbers
of people forced to flee their homes; swarms of locusts in Africa and
South Asia; looming droughts in southern Africa and Central America; all
amid a context of rising geopolitical tensions.
In the face of these fragilities, world leaders need to be humble and
recognize the vital importance of unity and solidarity.
No one can predict what comes next, but I see two possible scenarios.
First, the “optimistic” possibility.
In this case, the world would muddle through. Countries in the global
North would engineer a successful exit strategy. Developing countries
would receive enough support and their demographic characteristics –
namely, the youth of their people – would help contain the impact.
And then perhaps a vaccine would appear in the next nine months or so,
and would be distributed as a global public good, a “people’s vaccine”
available and accessible to all.
If this happens, and if the economy starts up progressively, we might

move towards some kind of normality in two or three years.
But there is also a second, bleaker scenario in which countries fail to
coordinate their actions. New waves of the virus keep occurring. The
situation in the developing world explodes. Work on the vaccine lags —
or even if there is a vaccine relatively soon — it becomes the subject of
fierce competition and countries with greater economic power gain
access to it first, leaving others behind.
In this scenario, we could also see greater movement toward
fragmentation, populism and xenophobia. Each country could go it alone
or in so-called coalitions of the willing to address some specific
challenges. In the end, the world would fail to mobilize the kind of
governance needed to address our shared challenges.
The result may well be a global depression that could last at least five or
seven years before a new normal emerges, the nature of which is
impossible to predict.
It is very difficult to know if we are moving in one direction or the other.
We must work for the best and prepare for the worst.
The pandemic, as horrible as it is, must be a wake-up call that prompts
all political leaders to understand that our assumptions and approaches
have to change, and that division is a danger to everyone.
This understanding could lead people to recognize that the only way to
address global fragilities is through much more robust mechanisms of
global governance with international cooperation.
After all, we cannot simply return to the systems that gave rise to the
current crisis. We need to build back better with more sustainable,
inclusive, gender-equal societies and economies.
In doing so, we must reimagine the way nations cooperate. Today’s
multilateralism lacks scale, ambition and teeth — and some of the
instruments that do have teeth show little or no appetite to bite, as we
have seen in the difficulties faced by the Security Council.
We need a networked multilateralism, in which the United Nations and

its agencies, the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund,
regional organizations such as the African Union and European Union,
trade organizations and others work together more closely and
effectively.
We also need a more inclusive multilateralism. Governments today are
far from the only players in terms of politics and power. Civil society,
the business community, local authorities, cities and regional
governments are assuming more and more leadership roles in today’s
world.
This, in turn, will help lead to an effective multilateralism with the
mechanisms it needs to make global governance work where it is
needed.
A new, networked, inclusive, effective multilateralism, based on the
enduring values of the United Nations Charter, could snap us out of our
sleepwalking state and stop the slide towards ever greater danger.
Political leaders around the world need to heed this wake-up call and
come together to address the world’s fragilities, strengthen our capacity
for global governance, give teeth to multilateral institutions, and draw
from the power of unity and solidarity to overcome the biggest test of
our times.
Read full story here…

