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Episode 1,862: Ivor Cummins Answers Forbidden COVID Questions
Guest: Ivor Cummins 

WOODS: Man, have you established a name for yourself in this thing. I mean, I know you're like me in that I would gladly go back to the level of notoriety I had before this if I could just have the world back the way it was, but when I had you on last, the download numbers just went through the roof. People saw your name, and they just flocked to the episode. You've been really doing heroic work this whole time. 
So I wanted to have you back, because there are some things that even I, after all the newsletters and podcast episodes I've done, even I have some questions I'd like to get some clarity on. 

But let me start by running something by you and getting your thoughts on it. Okay, I want to do something on YouTube. I know there are YouTube alternatives, and I should be using those. I agree. But there are a lot of people out there watching on YouTube, and I don't want to miss out on reaching them. The problem is YouTube has a policy that's very vague when it comes to COVID-19 about what you can say. And I've been trying to get clarification from them, and they're saying, well, if you're going to come out against what the CDC is recommending, at the very least, you have to state the CDC's position clearly and identify that you're descending from it. And even then, there's no guarantee you're not going to be in trouble. 

So here's what I want to do. I have looked at a lot of these charts, some of them that you've created, some of that our friend Ian Miller has created. And I like designing quizzes. Like okay, guess which chart shows a place that closed indoor dining and which of the other three didn't. And of course, you have no way of knowing the difference. Or here are the dozen or so American Midwestern states. They're depicted on this chart, but I haven't told you which color is which state. One of them has completely gotten rid of all its restrictions. There are actually several. Go ahead and try and pick that out for me. Of course no one can. They would keep getting zero. I want to design some charts where everyone would get zero. But I would just be very subtle about it. I'd say you know, I'm not drawing any conclusions from this, and I'll remind you that the CDC says lockdowns and masks are effective. I'm just wondering what would you expect the charts to look like if that were really the case. What would you expect them to look like? Do you think I could get away with that kind of video?

CUMMINS: Yeah, no, I do, Tom, and I've already got a strike. And believe it or not, they took down 12 videos. And one of them was Emeritus Professor Beda Stadler, who's the vaccine pope of Switzerland. So he's a big pharma guy, developed vaccines for decades, and he's also known as the Fauci of Europe. So obviously, stellar kind of guessed, and yet he acknowledged and agreed with me on the ineffectiveness of lockdowns, and he said that around 80% or more people were effectively immune when this new virus came along. And that's been proven correct beyond any doubt, etc., etc. But it got taken down. I appealed it, and they just said no, disagrees with the WHO. And the WHO is a private organization, essentially, and Reuters factcheck is another one that's used. LinkedIn suspended me and used Reuters fact check throughout. And Reuters is a private organization, essentially. So now private organizations are the arbiters of truth and science. That's incredible. 

But to your question, I think you could get away with that, because they didn't really take down my videos where I went through mortality days and curves, even though the inferences were stark. It was when I said the evil words, you know, "the lockdown doesn't work effectively." So if you just showed the curves and allowed an inference to be made, I think you'd be fine. And the answer is, to these curves, overwhelmingly, everywhere the curves bear no correlation to lockdown or masks, ever. I mean, this is quite stunning, because even if these were weak interventions in science, and I've spent over ten years and associational studies and analysis — even if there's a weak effect, you'll still get a bit of a correlation. You'll still get something. Usually. When you see no signal, the whole thing is essentially nonsense. That's just the way it is.

WOODS: Now, my follow up to that is the logic behind these alleged mitigation measures seems on the surface to make sense, doesn't it? We stay away from people, and this maybe helps to keep the virus in check, so we don't do X, Y, and Z. But yet, there doesn't seem to be any connection between staying home or not doing X, Y, and Z or not dining out or whatever. All these things we've been warned about, they don't seem to correlate anything, as you just said. And again, with masks, I can kind of get the logic as to why they should work. And in fact, initially, I was not, I wouldn't say pro-mask, but I wasn't particularly anti-mask, because I thought masks might be a way for us out of this, and we'll wear them for a few months. And I was wrong about that. I just looked at the data, and I admitted, okay, that was the wrong way to look at it. But I still don't quite get why. I understand why they think these things should work, but I actually am looking at the charts seeing that they don't. They refuse to look at the charts. They're just stuck in their theory. Why is the theory wrong?

CUMMINS: Yeah, well, on masks, it's wrong because, well, first thing was around 40 years of scientific studies, and there's even randomized control trials. And they found, much to their disappointment, that for influenza-like illnesses, like 20 nanometer — not micro, but nano particles, which are viruses — held in aerosol drops and can go on surfaces, they just found out, to their disappointment, that the masks didn't really do anything. And that was all very well until the middle of 2020, when suddenly a few risible, very weak, almost worthless studies, associational studies came out and said, hey, they look like they might actually do something. And suddenly, we all had prison sentences and fines for not wearing them. So that's clearly political and clearly biased and essentially corrupt. 

But why do they not work? Well, because the vapor, if you take a long suck from a vape device and put on your surgical mask and breathe out normally, a whole cloud of vapor will envelop your head. I mean, it won't be like a little piece will sneak out by your nose. Your whole head will disappear for a few seconds in a cloud of vapor. And that, in a nutshell, is why they don't work.

WOODS: Before we get to the distancing thing and staying home and all that, the response you'll sometimes get is: but look, if masks didn't do anything, then the following two statements would not be true. Number one, doctors wear masks in a medical setting. And number two, some Asian populations have long been known for wearing masks. So are they all just misguided?

CUMMINS: Yeah, in a nutshell. So doctors and surgeons wear masks and dentists to stop flecks of spittle and bacteria and facial hair and skin particles falling down in the open wounds of who they're operating on. And that's fair enough. But there were trials which found out there was no impact from the masks anyway, empirically, in real life. So it feels good, but the reality is those little bits of spittle and that never made much of a difference anyway. Now, when you're talking about viruses, I go back to my earlier point. When you're talking about 20 nanometers viruses, it's even vastly more ridiculous than the surgeon's mask. And the other thing you mentioned was —

WOODS: The Asian populations.

CUMMINS: Asians. Perfect, perfect. Thank you, Tom. So in 2017, all those mask-wearing Japanese got absolutely hammered by flu. In 2019, as well, they had a real nasty run of it, worse than the West. And if you look at mask-wearing versus non-mask-wearing, there's no correlation. If you look at when all the mandatory mask-wearing came in, in Europe as per your graphs, when you bring it in, the R-curve doesn't change in the slightest. 

And then the Eastern European countries, which missed the first wave seasonally, they were due a bit of a drubbing from SARS-CoV-2, and they got it. In the last few months, Eastern European countries that had nothing in April, they hit their summer early enough, they really had massive rates, and they've overtaken the overall death rate of many other countries in Europe. But guess what: they've been up to their neck in mandatory masks and lockdowns right through their huge wave. And they just got the same wave that we got back in April 2020. So everywhere you look, the mask mandates and the lockdowns even simply don't move the needle. They might do something tiny. 

But another killer thing is there's very good, published papers showing that by depriving community immunity, if you do flatten the curve a little in the first season, you'll pay for it with the deaths of elderly and susceptible being higher in the next season when the virus triggers. So the irony is you can't win against nature with these ridiculous interventions. Nature will win. The viruses are here long before us. They ignore our petty little China-originating nonsense science. They just do. 

And for the lockdowns, people still need to go to the store. They still need to mix in our bubbles. There's dormancy involved in these viruses. So when the season triggers and the virus triggers, you've got these people who are dormant who become active, and then they spread it within their bubbles. So you just can't. Unless you lock everyone in a room and you feed food through a dumb waiter, you just don't really move the needle. And Cuomo said it. I mean, he showed astonishment that 66% of New York new cases, weeks after their harsh lockdown, came from people who were isolating at home. And he was there scratching his head, because he doesn't have a clue, obviously. But he didn't realize what he was saying. He was saying lockdowns don't work, in a nutshell.

WOODS: As I say, there's something plausible about this, such that when it was "15 days to flatten the curve," I thought to myself, well, I don't like the state mandating things like this, but I'm wondering, in the absence of state intervention, I bet some people, myself included, probably would have just stayed home because they don't know what's going on, we don't know what the numbers are, I don't know how dangerous this is or how vulnerable I would be to it and all that. Maybe for prudence's sake, I would wait a couple of weeks and see what happens. That's not exactly where we are now. 

Now, in the meantime, we've seen numbers for the flu just almost vanish, or the flu being down 98% in various parts of the world. And we've been getting the explanation that, well, the flu is down because, well, you've been wearing masks and distancing. This is, of course, said by the same people who say we haven't been wearing masks or distancing enough, and that's why the continued spread of COVID is our fault. But at the same time, we have a place like Sweden, which is not heavily masked, which has not had as much mobility reduction, and they're also seeing the flu go away. What do you think could be happening here? 

CUMMINS: Yeah, that's a good one. To clarify. I did a short video on this a while back. So basically, what the orthodoxy are telling us are things that seem intuitive and are simple, and it's very easy to propagandize people with simple things that seem intuitive. Unfortunately, the truth from our side is more complex, as you should expect. So when the new virus comes in that's very dominant — and SARS-CoV-2 has come in all over the world. It's endemic — other viruses can actually deactivate themselves. And there are publications on this. There's a flu strain that was well published that in the ,70s, a new very different strain came in, and the old one disappeared. It had been there every year for the last 50 years, and they never saw it again. So these things happen, but they're complicated. 

So Sweden's a great example. No lockdown, no masks — and I have videos from Sweden, and to be quite honest, they're not even following their basic distancing a lot of the time — and their flu disappeared. So it's not the lockdowns and the masks. And also rhinoviruses, which are very different than the coronavirus, they're summer season, not winter — rhinoviruses in Germany are higher this year with all their mandatory masks and lockdowns than they were in '19. So the viruses that are not connected to the flu/coronavirus family clearly in this proof point have gone ahead as normal and ignored all the distancing and hand washing and masks. Completely ignored it. 

So you've got all these different proof points to say: sorry, guys, it's not the simple answer. It's actually the more complicated answer. And viruses are extremely complex. They release DIPs, which are differential interfering particles. They release a version of themselves that actually inactivates themselves for dormancy. No one was talking about that for the past year. Profound science. Because no one really wants to know the complicated truth. They want to just put out these simple little memes, and then the people, sadly, being non-experts, just believe it all. It's quite sad.

WOODS: Now we've heard an awful lot, obviously about vaccines, but because of that, I think we've heard less about treatments for people who are in the hospital or who really do have a bad case. What can you say about effective treatments right now?

CUMMINS: Yeah, I've kind of steered clear a bit, because it got so political. So hydrochloriquine, I think it's a question. The trials that were done were clearly biased. They gave ten times too high a dose in the UK, and it was actually almost criminal, I would say. And there were also fraudulent papers that were retracted by Lancet in the shortest retraction time ever post publishing, and that's because they got their data from a shady outfit that ceased to exist pretty quickly. So there was an awful lot of anti-HCQ stuff, which makes me very suspect. But I acknowledge the data is not compelling there. 

Ivermectin, though, seems to have very strong data, and even the WHO a few months ago gave us a nod, and in the US, a court allowed treatment. So I don't think they could walk away from the strength of data on Ivermectin. And yet, still, we hear nothing.

One of the reasons — and it's not a conspiracy theory; it's just business reality. For a vaccine get emergency approval, one of the crucial considerations or caveats is there can be no alternative treatment available. And I think that was one of the major drivers for the kind of propaganda campaigns against everything that would have helped, was everyone in the business and influence knew, if there's a credible treatment that comes out, it may actually stop the emergency authorization. And there was so much money and intent built up in the vaccines, including the passports — which were planned since 2017 in the EU. They have a roadmap for vaccine passports for 2021. So these are things that are long wanted by the most influential bodies in the world, and they're not going to see them canceled or stymied by a nuisance effective treatment coming up, you know? It's not going to happen.

WOODS: It's unbelievable what we're living through and the way in which so much of the scientific establishment has completely disgraced itself. It's an amazing, shocking phenomenon to observe. Now, meanwhile, in Florida here, we've been told that there's going to be a big surge from one of the variants, the UK variant, the B117. And now we have seen that show up in Florida, but that has correlated nevertheless with falling case numbers and falling death numbers over the past month when we've started to see that variant come in. But we did get an awful lot of panic propaganda about that, but it doesn't seem to correlate to anything. It's gone along with falling numbers. So what do you think about this? Is the variance thing a last gasp of the panickers, or is there something really to it?

CUMMINS: Well, I wish it was the last gasp, but I suspect they'll find more nonsense as they need to. Scariants is the word that's best applied. So viruses naturally evolve. There's thousands of variants already for SARS-CoV-2 since it came out early last year. And it's a natural probabilistic process, so  the listener can consider that the future variants for any virus are actually encoded into the original virus. It will end up mutating along a certain probability path. 

So for instance, the South African variant, I think it was 12% in Florida within a week or two off when it came up in South Africa, and that wasn't some businessman flying into Florida. That variant was kind of inevitable to start popping up at a certain point in the lifecycle of the virus. So people need to understand that variants and strains 50 years ago, before air travel, they would pop up within days of each other all around the world. They're already kind of encoded in. So yes, they can be moved around, but also they can simply be arising naturally in different areas of the world at a similar time. 

So once you understand that, you realize that the scariants are kind of nonsense, because as Professor Stadler, emeritus professor of immunology, told me the other day in our second interview, he said the variants are a good news story, because they are the natural progress or process towards this becoming a common cold virus, a background virus. It's a good thing. And the data clearly shows, while maybe a little more transmissible because they slightly evade the immune system, just slightly, they don't show any more mortality or virulence. So they're really a nothing burger, essentially, from all the data that's coming in over the past months. 

And I'd say they are a kind of last ditch, reaching out and grabbing anything. Because how does like UK and Ireland and everywhere else, how do they keep doing lockdowns that they clearly desire? How do they keep doing them when the ICS are emptying out, the deaths are gone, and even the cases, they have to do millions of tests to grub around to get cases? What do you do? Okay, just pick some nonsense out of the air that people won't understand and say, Well, this is why we're doing stuff that appears completely illogical. We're doing it because of variants. 

So everything about this has been much more political than scientific. That's not a conspiracy theory. That's a clearly obvious fact from all the data gathered over the last year, including masks in the summer in Europe, right? We have ICUs empty. Clearly, seasonally, it's gone until the following winter. Like, a monkey could work that out. And they bring in mandatory masks in June, July, in high summer. I mean, that could never, ever be based on science. It's impossible. That is pure politics and manipulation. That's all it could ever have been. And it's sad that people don't see these basic facts.

WOODS: I have said all along that this is the area of my life where I have been the most wrong, really. I've been wrong on some things, but I couldn't have been more wrong in expecting more people to realize that what's really happening and stand up against it. Now, you on Twitter — I'm going to urge people to follow you at @TheFatEmperor on Twitter.

CUMMINS: Oh, it's @FatEmperor. 

WOODS: My apologies. 

CUMMINS: Oh, no problem. And it's E-M-P-E-R-O-R. A lot of people get the last couple of letters wrong.

WOODS: Oh, no, they should learn how to spell emperor. Anyway, @FatEmperor is your handle on Twitter, and I'll link to it on the show notes page also. People should be following you on Twitter, so the show notes page is TomWoods.com/1862. 

Anyway, you recently retweeted a video from a woman named Kathryn Huwig, who's my new heroine, who does the data in Ohio. She has been doing analytics on the data in Ohio. She's an ordinary person with some science background, but I mean, she's not part of the, thank heavens, public health establishment. She's just telling the story. And so she put up there an excerpt, just a short couple of minutes, of her appearance at the Ohio statehouse. And what she did there is something that it just thrilled me. She took a chart of ICU usage from March 2020 to the present. And you can see the curve going up and down. But she took the dates off the bottom, so you can estimate where April of 2020 would be, but you don't know precisely. And she said to the people sitting there:

Now, look, if your mitigation measures had such an important effect, then it should be easy even without the dates for you just to look at this chart and pick out where the curfew was put into effect, or where we got the mask mandate, or where the businesses were shut down. Conversely, we were told that we were going to be on bad behavior during Thanksgiving and Christmas, so it should be easy to spot Thanksgiving and Christmas on this chart. Anyone want to have a go of it? Of course, no one can. No one can tell because the chart doesn't tell that story. 

I love that. I personally think that a good strategy from now on is indeed to generate quizzes like this, on which the other side consistently will have to score a zero. Because the results are so random, there's no way someone could pass a quiz like that. Do you particularly have in mind, given that we've tried everything at this point, anything like that, some kind of strategy of communicating the data that you think might actually grab somebody and force them to rethink things?

CUMMINS: Yeah, it's a tough one, Tom, because you're dealing with cognitive dissonance that's just at this stage enormous after 12 months of pure propaganda around the clock. So it's just not a normal situation where you have to convince someone. If it was, it would be easy. I used to use ones like I would show them, the grocery workers in Ireland and in the UK and US even, that the people not locked down with no masks in an epidemic had no higher infection or mortality than the people who were isolating at home, even though the great unwashed were flowing in and out of the indoor buildings with these people, eight hours a day. And it would get through to people back in April, but now it's almost like people are literally brain dead. 

So I agree with you, though, that that is a great ploy. I've used it a few times. I mean, pick out, Sweden, UK and one other country, and the R-curves are all falling exactly together in tandem. But it's like it's not now about the data or logic. It's definitely in the realm of ideology or religion. That's what propaganda does. If you went to the people in late 1930s Germany and tried to explain facts about the nefarious people who are driving the agenda, they just couldn't hear it, because they're caught up in the ideology where country is, we're bouncing back, and these are heroes. They're in the belief system, like they believe in the guru of the cult. And it's a tough one. I mean, I'm trying to do what I can, but it's a tricky.

WOODS: Well, I did just have somebody on Twitter do the following. I put up a chart, and it shows all the Midwestern US states, and I want you to pick out Iowa, because Iowa lifted all its statewide restriction six weeks ago. That's three sets of two weeks, Ivan. That's a long time. And so surely, Iowa must be some crazy outlier. And of course, all the lines are pretty much the same, but it's impossible to pick one out. 

So somebody tried to answer this by saying, Ah, you've got a chart that's not adjusted for population. And it was. It says right there on the chart "per 100k population," right there on the chart. But that was an admission on this guy's part that if the chart were adjusted for population, this would be a problem for his narrative. So he looked at it and thought it wasn't. And so, oh, the reason it looks like this is because the chart is all wrong. But see, now, no, see? You just didn't read it right. It is adjusted for population. So now what do you say? 

So by bothering to point out to me that there was an error in the chart and it turns out there wasn't, you're admitting that that chart makes you uncomfortable. That's why you had to correct it. So now that you see there is no correction necessary, will you admit that this chart is indeed a problem for you? Well, of course, he's gone. There's no response from this guy ever again. It's crickets. You'll never hear from ever again. 

So it's like if you come up with something that makes them think, they just have to run away. I still feel like there must be a sliver of people who, if I just kept throwing quizzes at them and they're scoring 20% on each one of them, it has to make them wonder. It just has to. Or video footage from Florida from some of these open places around the world. It's just got to appeal to somebody. I just feel, in desperation, I have to hold on to this hope.

CUMMINS: Well, no, I agree with the hope, and I'm kind of around the clock, I'm majorly on this, and then I've a small percentage of my time on keeping the income going for the family of five kids. No, I agree with you totally, and this is a long game now. I mean, the guys who brought us this madness, the bad actors who are influencing governments and worldwide bodies, they've been 20 years coming to this point. So you've got to hand it to them. Good long-gamers. But we'll also end up being long-gamers too, and there are countless people who write to me and say, Hey, I converted two in the last week. Pretty hardcore guys, I converted them. So the conversions are happening. The question is, can we convert enough people to make a critical mass before they bring in draconian laws and make it harder and harder to reverse this madness? That's kind of where we are now. 

So there's an element of a race against time, but I agree totally with the mechanisms you're using. That is the way to do it. And worldwide organizations too. I'm involved with South African, Danish, UK, Ireland organizations of doctors and scientists, and they're kind of coming together to try and make an international umbrella group, and that will be really important too, to just keep feeding the basic logic and data and try and cut through the mental fog. But 12 months of propaganda, it makes a very dense pea souper of a mental fog in the population, and we have to be realistic. But yeah, convert one by one. Every person converted has the potential of becoming quite passionate to convert others, like the ex-smoker who now really hate smoking. I mean, that's what we need to work on.

WOODS: All right, now I'm going to give you a bit of an assignment, Ivor Cummins, because on this side of the Atlantic, we have had several books either be published or be announced. And as a matter of fact, I just remembered I'm going to write myself a note, I owe somebody a blurb for one. And I know that Alex Berenson has gotten a book contract with my publisher Regnery, so that's fine. I personally like Alex. I feel like he's not going to be as much of an attack dog quite as I would want, but I'm sure his book will be fine. But over in Europe, because there have been fewer dissident voices, I fear there will be no truth-telling European book. And maybe because you've done so much work on it already, so half the labor is done, maybe that task falls to a certain Mr. Ivor Cummins.

CUMMINS: It could very well do. Now, there is a German book that's translated into English, and there's the Swedish book by Dr. Sebastian — oh, his second name escapes me. I'm doing a pod with him soon — and that's been converted into English also. So there are a few coming out, and on they're very good. 

We're making a movie, Tom, and we collected nearly $200,000 on a Kickstarter a few months ago, which is pretty good, pretty good in three weeks. And it's going to be called we think The COVID Chronicles. And because we got pretty good money, we have a South African production team, a filmmaker, and we're well underway. It may be out as early as May, and it won't really be bannable, because it will be full of professors, full of professors of medicine, virology, immunology. We're not going to touch 5g. We're not going to even get into the vaccine stuff. So we're going to infuriate our opponents. They won't be able to find a piece to ban. But by God, it will give examples like you've referred to.

 And also we've got a company who do movie CGI and animations, and it'll hurt the bank, but we're going to get a whole series of animated sequences, where I'll be in a green room, and they will have 3D like alien movie graphics, graphs, the Diamond Princess ship all around me. And there'll be moments in the movie where you get away from the talking heads, you get away from the media, and you get into the kind of engine room, and I explain immunity, you know, really simply with CGI. I'll explain why 80% or 90% of us were immune. I'll explain some of the graphs you refer to. You know, look at the whole world and look at the correlation of lockdowns and masks to outcomes. So I think it's going to be pretty good, and we will probably do a book off the back of that, and again, tailor it so it's very hard to ban. It will all be facts, published in papers.

WOODS: All right, so two things I want to say about that. Number one, at the end on the screen, have a website. Send them somewhere. Give them a call to action. Don't just have it be: Well, that was a nice documentary. Now I'll go on with my life. Send them somewhere. Maybe you'll collect an email address, or you'll just send them to the PANDA website or something so that they can continue learning. That'd be my first suggestion. 

The second thing is, if I had known you guys were raising money for something I've been calling for for a long time, namely, this kind of documentary film, I would have had you on to promote that. And I know there are people listening right now who would like to contribute to that. And I mean, it sounds like you have all the money you need, but you can never have too much for something like this. I would like to contribute. Is there any way at this late date we can? Or is it all basically done?

CUMMINS: Well, the Kickstarter is over. And thanks so much for that, Tom. And to be quite honest, it's kind of — we're a victim of our own success in a sense. So when we went out with the Kickstarter, I would have been drumming up, connecting with everyone, but I just ended up doing short videos explaining everything, and it just ran away with itself. So I never actually got to do that. But I can send you links for you can still contribute, and in fact, there's even a link where we won't have to pay any percentage to PayPal or anyone, like a direct. And we'll do the same deal that, you know, X, you get the credits in the movie, Y you get the massive repository of all my published papers, videos, and documents, we're going to put it on the server, etc. So I can send you those links for sure, and it means we can enhance the movie even more.

WOODS: Okay, so everybody listening, TomWoods.com/1862 is going to be critically important. When they say we're all in this together, I think of you and I, the kind of people who are making this movie. These people are all in it together. We're all in it together, trying to fight what's going on. And part of being in it together means making sacrifices. Now, we've already made sacrifices for this crazy cause, but now it's about time we make one for a really good cause. So send me that stuff so I can post it on the show notes page. Is there anything further in terms of how people should follow you? They should follow you on Twitter, but is there another way you'd like people to stay in touch and follow what you're doing?

CUMMINS: Yeah, well, actually, you know what? In these days of censorship, I got bumped off LinkedIn. Now I sent them a 15-minute video explaining how all our fact checkers were completely incorrect, and they've put me back on, which is good —

WOODS: That's amazing to me.

CUMMINS: I only got the email this morning. But also I was liked and retweeted in LinkedIn by a senior VP of LinkedIn a few months ago, so I think there's people in all these corporations who know what they're doing is wrong when they take people down. They know it, but they're forced. 

So anyway, back to the question. TheFatEmperor.com, if you go to my website, you can sign up, subscribe to the email. And I think that's crucial going forward, because of the censorship problem. So I'd say that's the main one. But otherwise, if you google Ivor Cummins, you'll see my Twitter, you'll see my YouTube, and you can subscribe there for sure. But the email list on my website is the most future-proofed one, I'd say.

WOODS: Yes, indeed. Now, I want to point out, because I've been telling people to listen to this show till I'm blue in the face the importance of an email list, well, the importance of an email list when you're selling things is obvious. But when you're just trying to survive and get the word out and you're at the mercy of some of these platforms, it's also important. So anyway, definitely sign up for the email list. Of course, I've got an email list that people have been enjoying as well throughout this whole thing, and it's been therapeutic for me because I have to tell this to somebody. And it's been great to build an audience of people who are as concerned about this as you and I are. 

So all the links, everything we've been talking about, check out at TomWoods.com/1862. Thanks, Ivor, for coming on, especially on short notice. I appreciate it.

CUMMINS: No, thanks so much, Tom. And keep fighting the fight, the long game.
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