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Episode 1,866: The Anthony Fauci Phenomenon
Guest: Steve Deace

WOODS: I couldn't be happier to have you on, because even though, my gosh, do I talk about this subject a lot — I can't stop talking about it, everybody. That's just the way it is. It's the most important issue of our time. And Steve has just a great new book I just told you about that's out now. And I just love that title, Faucian Bargain. I mean, come on. That's just beautiful. That's the kind of title we need. By the way, I'll just say very quickly, there's another person, his book is not out yet, who I think has a not very good title for his book that will come out next year or later this year or whatever. And what I recommended was something like "Two Weeks to Flatten the Curve and Other Myths From the Public Health Establishment," or something like that, you know, something like that. He had a very, very — I think the title needs to be very in-your-face.

But all right, you've been covering this because you're over at The Blaze, so you are the sort of person like me who is following this day after day, following the details very closely. What was going through your mind back in March 2020?

DEACE: Tom, this really started for me on March 16, and that was the day "15 days to flatten the curve" was launched. And it was the day the Imperial College survey, that really sent the West into lockdowns, was released to the public. And I had just listened to a lot of Michael Osterholm with Joe Rogan, talking about this just a few weeks prior, just done a lot of my own research into SARS 1, because you'd figure that would be the closest approximate to what we were up against here with essentially SARS-CoV-2. And I’ve read a lot from a guy named John Ioannidis, who was really the head of the public health department at Stanford University, a top-five med school in the country. And I mean, I just could not understand the panic. 

And I listened to some people that are respected voices in the conservative media sphere saying, hey, you really need to read this model. Okay, so I went and read the Imperial College model, and my heart just sunk. I was sitting in my amazing blue man cave, where I'm sitting with you as we tape this right now. My kids are upstairs, and I'm just thinking, wow, we're going to be The Walking Dead. And I heard this still small voice in the back of my head, saying, you need to Google Imperial College and global warming. And so I just decided after I read through this model, I just decided just to go ahead and do this. 

And a name, Jeremy Grantham, came up, Tom. And Jeremy Grantham is essentially the Miss Havisham, if you know the literary reference, for Imperial College. He is a benevolent benefactor. An entire wing of the university is named after him. He's also a multi-billionaire that's donated about 80% of his wealth to ending what he calls the 250-year bubble caused by fossil fuels, that he really believes they're going to be the end of us. And then I started looking at what all their solutions were to this. All their solutions were basically a proto-version of the hotly debated Green New Deal at the time. And you start looking at a lot of the alarmist language, and you start seeing ties as well to a lot of the global warming and climate change fanaticism. 

And when I looked at that, then I went through and I read the model again. And it says right in the model that they're unsure of how SARS-CoV-2 is transmitted, which would seem to be an important detail for determining how it's going to be transmitted and how much. And when you study models, there's two ways to study them, Tom. You can be a great mathematician and understand the algorithm itself, or you can study them philosophically, because that's really what they are. Models are philosophical manifestations. The math is just the process by which someone got there, meaning that a human being programmed this thing from the beginning. They don't just happen organically. And it was very clear that this was part of an overall message. 

And then what surprised me — that's the second part of it, Tom — was, and this is a main point that I've raised in the book, is from that point forward, I kind of thought this would be sort of the Blaze/Breitbart/Freedomworks versus the scientists on global warming, proxy fight. What really surprised me is, when I did more and more research on this, and found how many experts across the world, who also probably believe in 57 genders and a lot of the new science that we mock these days and global warming, thought this was bunk. 

For example, the day after the Imperial College, Sunetra Gupta, who's a renowned epidemiologist at Oxford, the number-one rated university on the planet, called this entire Imperial College model BS. And that's really what set me off on this kind of trailblazing path with a few others, where, frankly, I risked my integrity, reputation, career. I mean, if you're wrong about the worst pandemic in a century, you're done. Ad you should be, if you're going to be wrong about something like that. What really blew me away is how many counter experts there were from a lot of the same halls of academia. To this day, several scientists at Oxford and Stanford are calling BS on all of this. And so that's what really gave me the confidence that maybe we were on to something, that the pandemic is one thing, but the public policy is another.

WOODS: Now, of course, the central figure in your book is Dr. Anthony Fauci himself, who has been around a long time, and he's been a confidant of numerous presidents. Now, to some people, that means he's eminently qualified; to others, that makes him a little suspect [laughing].

DEACE: Right. 

WOODS: So I know a little bit about his involvement in AIDS, and I don't want to necessarily spend too much time on that. But all of a sudden, most Americans had never heard of this guy, and suddenly, he is front and center. His opinion matters more than anybody's. He is the expert. He is the science. In effect, they've equated the science with him. Can you just comment on that?

DEACE: It's the perfect storm of the fact he's from New York, where a lot of the media is, that he is a lifelong bureaucrat so he'd built up a lot of media connections. You mentioned his claim to fame with HIV. He started off getting panned for his lack of resolve and ingenuity and, I guess we would say, emphasis on AIDS at first, and then has ended up becoming a champion of those fighting that virus and is considered a hero in those circles. So I mean, this is a guy that has a lot of connections. 

You go in, you have a president who comes from the outside, it's his native New York, probably ran in some of the same cocktail circuit, you know, banquet circuits with an Anthony Fauci. Probably viewed him as a fellow New Yorker, native son, somebody that he could trust. And essentially, Donald Trump — and it wasn't so much the "15 days to flatten the curve." I think, even though I thought that decision in and of itself was dumb, you could excuse people for looking at what we were up against, knowing you could trust really nothing from China, and thinking, hey, let's just sit out for a couple of weeks and see what we're dealing with and try to get our arms around this and take a break. Like a timeout in an NCAA tournament game this time of year when the other team's making a run, you try to stall the momentum. It really was, you know, today's the one year anniversary of "30 days to slow the spread." 

That was really the decision that made Fauci ascendant, that handed Trump's presidency to Anthony Fauci for at least the next three to four months, and to a lesser degree, Debbie Birx. Handed the country over, allowed these blue state and all too often even some red state governors, like Doug Ducey in Arizona and some others, to really truly get their authoritarian on, because they now had clearance from the White House. And once that was done and once that political cover was provided, we're still trying to dig out from that decision. I thought it was the dumbest management decision in all of human history, and I think you've seen Anthony Fauci take full advantage of it. 

The thing with Fauci that our book really centers on — and I mentioned there's really two central points. I mean, our book tackles masks. It tackles the Wuhan lab. Every issue from that, right up to right now in the battle over vaccine passports. All right, so our book is going to print before that battle is taking center stage. So everything that we have fought over over the last year, our book tackles.

But there's really two things that we think a 9/11-style tribunal — and I've got friends of mine who served in Congress, a couple of them endorsed this book, and I'm already privately lobbying. We need a 9/11-style tribunal. We need the answers to two questions. Number one, something you and I already just touched on: how come only experts that had one particular narrative bent were consulted and permitted in audience, but people that places like Stanford, Oxford, Carnegie Mellon, Rockefeller University — these are some of the finest universities in the country in the world — they were completely shunned and acted as if they didn't exist? We need to know why that was the case. 

And then the second thing we need to know is, on February 28th of last year, Tom, Anthony Fauci wrote a piece for the New England Journal of Medicine on COVID-19. And in this piece, he estimated that the IFR for COVID-19 would be roughly about what we would see in the end when he counted the asymptomatic transmission, what we would see for a pandemic flu. If you want to know where Trump got the talking point last year that it's just a really bad flu, he got it from Anthony Fauci. He wrote this in the February 28th New England Journal of Medicine. And if you look at what the current IFR estimates are around the world, which is 0.15, it turns out that what Anthony Fauci estimated a year ago is exactly correct. 

But then, Tom, 11 days later, on March 11th, Anthony Fauci went to Congress, testified under oath this was going to be ten times worse than the flu, basically made it look like Captain Trips. That's what sent the country into lockdown later that week. Sporting events started getting cancelled that night, college basketball, the NBA. 

And what we need to know and no one has asked and we've gotten no answer for is: what changed Anthony Fauci's mind from what he wrote on February 28th in the New England Journal of Medicine, which has largely proven to be true to, what caused him to send the country into a panic boom just 11 days later? What transpired those 11 days? Because that would be just the first of numerous 180s he's done: on masks, on immunity, natural versus vaccination, how long immunity lasts. Now he wants to claim we have asymptomatic spread driving the new variants, when he said himself last January there's never, ever been a respiratory contagion ever driven by asymptomatic spread and there never will be. And he's right about that. So that was the first of his many flip flops, but the most dangerous one because it provided the impetus for lockdowns.

WOODS: Our friend Martin Kulldorff from Harvard Medical School, one of the Great Barrington declaration authors, said maybe two weeks ago — on Twitter he tweeted an article in which Fauci was quoted as saying that maybe we could, in fact, lift the COVID restrictions before reaching herd immunity. And Kulldorff said something like this: if there's one thing Fauci is good at, it's reading the political winds.

DEACE: Right.

WOODS: And he can see where the politics are going. So suddenly, it's, well, maybe we could — and I find, listening to him, it's like, whoever the last person he talked to was, that's where he currently is. I saw him before Congress, and it was a — doggone it, I can't remember his name. But it was a Democratic congress. Might have been from Oregon. A Democratic congressman said to him: all right, Dr. Fauci, how long does it take for the typical vaccine to be developed? And without missing a beat, Fauci said seven years. He said, okay, so surely it is wrong for people to be sitting around thinking they should absolutely put their lives on hold until a vaccine comes through? And Fauci said, I absolutely agree with you. But yet that doesn't sound like what Fauci's been saying. It kind of does sound like he's been saying — he certainly hasn't gone on television and said, Listen, I see on Twitter, all these horrible, horrible stories of isolation, of people who have literally stayed in their houses for a year. Look, I never said that. Go out and take a walk. He hasn't said that to anybody. So it's like, from one day to the next, I don't know — again, it depends on what the polls are saying. It's very odd, this guy

DEACE: Odd is a kind word. That's about the best euphemism you could come up with for whatever his act has been for the last year. I thought what was fascinating, the back and forth that he and Rand Paul had last week in the Senate. 

WOODS: Yeah. 

DEACE: And Rand is really trying to pin him down. And Rand gave our book a gracious endorsement, by the way. But Rand is really trying to pin him down on the fact that he's peddling — I mean, he might as well be doing rain dances. This is flat earth voodoo. And I'm immunized, but I still need to wear a mask. I've had it before, but I could still get it again. This stuff just goes against natural science. And so Rand is just hammering him, pelting him with a series of statements that just basically harken back to the established precedents of virology, immunology, virology. 

And if you listen to Fauci's response, I thought the very key answer, that I don't think a lot of people picked up on, Tom, he kept citing these new variants, which is another word for a mutation. And essentially, his premise is, that he was asserting with Rand, by saying that that's the basis for him not wanting to acknowledge scientific precedent, is he's saying that with every single one of these new variants, we essentially have to go back to March 16th of last year all over again. The observation process has to begin all over again.

Now, the data, the stuff we're getting now, we've had all this data since last June. It's just being extra confirmed. We've known all this stuff for almost a year. So why we've continued with all these mitigation efforts and lockdowns, well, all the answers to that question are all bad. But why do we have to reset the board every time there's a new mutation? There's a couple of possible answers for that. 

One is it's just complete and total BS. This guy's a malevolent bureaucrat, who just doesn't want to give up the ghost of this narcissistic ego trip of being essentially the Mother Superior of America. The other is something he probably doesn't want to delve into, but his former compadre that he was close friends with, Robert Redfield, the former head of CDC, he broached this subject on Friday when he said that he believed that the Chinese were messing with this virus in a lab and it got out. If indeed the virus has been synthesized, either by origin or it's a natural phenomenon that was then altered, engineered, dabbled with synthetically by the Chinese, then that would be an argument for something that exists outside of the natural laws of nature and that's why we have to observe it more clearly. 

The problem with going down that road, if you're Anthony Fauci, if you're worried, hey, is that the card that Anthony Fauci is going to play as his — you know, all Branch COVIDians voted for Biden last year, but not all Biden voters are Branch COVIDians. There's a lot of Democrats that want to go watch Opening Day on Friday. There's a lot of Democrats tired of watching their favorite Marvel movies getting delayed that want to go back to the theater. They were promised they'd get their lives back if they voted for Joe, and you can see that that patience even on the other side is beginning to wear out. Even some of the questions the media is now asking Fauci, these people are tired of staying at home too. 

And so the problem with Fauci sort of springing this new narrative of, All right, Redfield was right. We hid it from you. the Chinese engineered or are manipulating this natural virus, and that's why we're freaked out, because we're not sure if it actually adheres to the established laws of nature, precedents of virology, immunology, etc. The problem with going there is Fauci has his own problems and ties to the Wuhan Institute of Virology, taxpayer money that's been given to it. Judicial Watch has hundreds and hundreds of emails between Fauci's bureaucracy and the Chinese government through a recent FOIA lawsuit. That's probably not a rabbit trail or a path that Anthony Fauci wants to go down. So he's a little politically trapped at the moment, Tom.

WOODS: This is all really fascinating. I mean, I follow this pretty closely, but even I hadn't caught that last part about, okay, well, now let me be frank with you — I actually hadn't caught that wrinkle in it. Okay, so that confrontation between Rand and Fauci, that was not the first confrontation they'd had.

DEACE: [laughing] No.

WOODS: And I think Rand, is there anybody — I'm not asking this rhetorically. You might follow the political side better than I do. But is there anybody who's been better against all this than Rand in public life? 

DEACE: No —

WOODS: Other than DeSantis, but he's a governor.

DEACE: Right. What DeSantis has done has been — I mean, he's essentially a dissident government now, basically. I mean, and I love that about him. He has launched essentially — he is now a dissident state, launching a full-scale assault on COVIDstan as a regime. I mean, he has his own independent media arm, his own independent — a lot of the scientists you mentioned, Martin Kulldorff and others, he has an alternative stream of data and information to confront this. People like me and others spent a good deal of time last year with our contacts within the Trump White House, trying to get them to do this. And they just never did. They were just paralyzed by fear of the virus. They were in this no-man's land, where they knew they couldn't win if they continued on this lockdown hysteria, but their pollsters kept telling them that if you don't continue the lockdown hysteria, all voters will desert you, because they think you're leaving them to die. So they tried to sort of ride this fence. And Confucius said, Tom, the man who rides the fence for too long eventually gets his nether regions caught in it. 

And it really wasn't until Trump went into the hospital and COVID and came out that he actually had the message he needed to have from probably about the Fourth of July on; it's just by that point in time, we're into October now, and the die was cast. From the beginning, Rand when he contracted the virus, when he came back and he wasn't wearing a mask — why do I need to wear a mask? I've recovered — from the very beginning, he has been pushing on these narratives, and I think that comes from, one, his own medical background. But this is where his medical expertise winds up with his ideology. He's going have a natural suspicion of anything that smells or sniffs with an authoritarian lean. And now that he's got the medical background, he can also disembowel and disintegrate their arguments in ways that may be a lot of people amongst his peers, who maybe share his ideological leanings, don't feel like they're qualified to tackle. 

WOODS: I'll get right back to your book in a second, because there's a chapter I want to jump ahead to, but I will say with regard to this COVID passport thing, that of course DeSantis is once again out in front on that. He came out and said, by executive action, he's going to make sure that at least as far as Florida is concerned, there ain't going to be no vaccine passport. And I feel absolutely certain that Rand will be leading the charge. And Rand, by the way, is of course an outsider. He's an eye doctor. And yet this outsider, who was only elected to the Senate 11 years ago, he's putting everybody to shame. Why is that guy, the junior guy, basically, why is he the one doing, frankly, everything? I mean, whether it was — he was great on Russiagate, and half of them went in for Russiagate, and he didn't. I was critical of him early on. I thought he wasn't aggressive enough. Now it's like, whoa, okay. I'm pretty happy. But yeah, he's leading on that, and DeSantis is leading on that. 

Now, I want to skip all the way ahead, if we might, to chapter 10 of your book, because you have been using this term "Branch Covidian." You use the word cult in that chapter, and that drew my eye, because I had a video late last year called "The COVID Cult," where I describe the characteristics that I saw in this phenomenon that did seem indeed to resemble a cult. And I was not being facetious about that.

DEACE: Neither am I.

WOODS: You know, like, oh, I'm just going to make fun of people I don't like and I'm going to say that they're in a cult. I feel like it really is kind of like a cult. And in your chapter, you actually go through and list some of the actual recognized qualities of cults and then show how they apply. I mean, walk us through a few of those.

DEACE: That cults seek to separate you from the true church, or when our churches closed last year. Cults seek to disassociate you, estrange you from your close, connected family members. Didn't we see that in the last year? Cults favor group think above your own individual notions or search for objective truth or objective reason. Haven't we seen that? We're now defined by whether you wear a mask everywhere you go. Do you wear a mask to have sex with your wife? Do you wear a mask at the gym? Do you put your kids in a mask outside? So the mask is basically an idol, like the Pan in the New Testament which they worshipped at Caesarea Philippi, or the Asherah poles like in the Old Testament. 

This is absolutely for a group of people, this has become a reason for being. It has determined their reason for being. It's given them meaning. And not just, you know, there's the panic porn peddlers like this Eric Feigl-Ding, who's a new Harvard non-paid nutritionist, who somehow became like this renowned social media expert and demanding that the schools be closed — he's a Democratic operative, actually — demanding that the schools be closed all year long because they're not safe. Meanwhile, he just moved him and his family to Austria, where his wife is from, so they could go back to school. I mean, that's just politics, grifting, carpetbagging. I mean, that's prostitution, brother. That's the oldest profession in the world. But this is different. This is a religious zeal. The Karen in the cul-de-sac. She previously got her meaning in life from pestering you at every volunteer function at your kids school, and it was never good enough, and she wanted to know about your pieces of flair. This is different now. This is existential. This has a life-and-death meaning to it. And that's one aspect of a spirit of the age here that you're up against. 

WOODS: Why do you think, given that Fauci has been either back and forth on things or just flat out wrong — like he's been wrong on schools, he seems to be wrong about how many people are susceptible to the virus, he was wrong in Florida — everybody was wrong in Florida. Florida is going to be a house on fire. Florida, according to Fauci, is asking for trouble. Obviously, there are people who are MDs and who are specialists who know he's full of it on this stuff, and it is shocking to me how few of them are speaking out. Now, there are more than appear to be speaking out, because they just don't get covered, as you say. Trust the experts, but which experts? They don't get the coverage/ I get that. But what the heck are you afraid of? I mean, are you that afraid of the disapproval of your peers, that you're going to let society be destroyed and sit back and say nothing? What do you think's going on here?

DEACE: Unfortunately, Tom, we have examples in history of the answer that question being yes. And I don't know if you remember Ben Stein's movie Expelled about almost 20 years. 

WOODS: Oh, yeah. Yeah, I do remember that.

DEACE: And essentially, the gist of that documentary, it's a fantastic film, and he corners the great atheist thinker and author Richard Dawkins by just asking him the question why? over and over and over again. I mean, what's the point of human life? Why did we get here? Where do we come from? But the gist of the of the movie is that the grip of this sort of atheistic view, Darwinian view, has such a strong role in academia, that to even mentioned things like a Cambrian explosion — forget going full ten ham — to talk about anything like a privileged planet, that there could be some form of design, your instantly a pox on your home, you're burn the witch, you're cast out, you're scarlet lettered.

 And this is just another manifestation of this within academia, is this idea that you are there to promote a narrative. On my show, we talk about the fact there's science, and then, as the great [prophet Thomas Dolby once said, "Science!" or scientism, that science is a political narrative, that science is here — scientism is the Inquisition of the Western left. It is how they provide themselves the phony, faux credentials in order to justify their authoritarian tyrannies. And if you dare go against that, then you would be expelled. And let's face it, a lot of these academics, what else would they do for a living? This is it. It's not like they're going to go work at a Jiffy Lube. 

And so that forced compulsion, the group think — I mean, think of what it was like in high school, Tom. I mean, how often in high school — and I didn't care. We moved around a lot when I was a kid. So I got used to being the new kid and not having friends, which has prepared me well for my life currently in politics. But most people even in high school, right, they go with the crowd. Don't say anything, don't rock the boat, fit in. That's exactly what you're watching take place, unfortunately, on a macro scale. We're making public policy decisions here, that in the last year meant that some people didn't get a funeral for their loved ones, that meant the weddings, the proms, the senior years, the graduations, these benchmarks of life aren't ever coming back. Those moments were missed, cannot be replaced. We're on the edge of a cliff when it comes to mental health in this country because of what we did by shutting people and putting them and locking them down. We missed maybe up, by some estimates, 78% of our early cancer screenings in the last year. The back end of this, Tom, when the rest of these chickens come home to roost, this decision, that's going to be a motherless goat, brother. 

WOODS: Wow, man, you are as fired up about this as I am. And I mean, if you're not fired up about this, I don't know what would fire somebody up, frankly.

DEACE: Indeed. I think it's the greatest scam in the history of Western civilization. That's what I think.

WOODS: I agree. I agree, especially when, right now you have — let's just put it this way — highly suggestive evidence all around you that none of this stuff did any good. And this is one thing I'm going to commit myself to devising. I keep saying somebody should do it. And I know when I say somebody should do something, what I'm really saying is I should get around to doing it.

DEACE: [laughing] Yes.

WOODS: And the thing that we need is a quiz with 10 or 15 questions and just have a graph and say, all right, here are the Midwestern states. Okay, there are a dozen lines on this graph. One of these is Iowa. Now, Iowa lifted its restrictions six, seven weeks ago. It should be really, really easy for you to just pick Iowa out of this graph, okay? Tell me which line it is. But don't label any of them. And then put that only in the answer key. And then just keep on going. And they'll just keep scoring a zero on this quiz. And if you score a zero, that means none of your voodoo did any good, right? If it did, it should be glaring. The chart should be glaring. And you know if it were glaring, they would be trumpeting it and saying, ah, you see, Iowa's a deathtrap. But when it's not, well, they've got a million layers of nuance to explain it away. Okay, how about we leave the million layers of nuance and just look at what we're obviously looking at, which is this graph, along with this graph and this graph and this graph and this graph, are not telling the story you told us we would be reading. That's really where we are. 

Now, you say at the very end of your book in your conclusion that, look, we have more and more control groups now in the US. It's not just Florida. It's not just South Dakota. It's increasingly going to be Texas, Iowa —

DEACE: Yeah, The Atlantic said Georgia was, "an experiment" —

WOODS: "An experiment in human sacrifice."

DEACE: — "human sacrifice," correct. Yes.

WOODS: Yeah, absolutely unbelievable. And then somebody else, I don't know if it was Vanity Fair, they said, well, the Republican governors of Texas and Mississippi have decided to commemorate 500,000 deaths by trying to kill another 500,000. And of course, cases have plummeted since that time too in Texas. But you're going to have all these examples? Yes, I know there are cultists and there are true believers who, no matter what happens, they'll have a million excuses why Texas turned out to be okay. But you have to believe, you just on some level have to, that average, ordinary people who haven't been obsessing over COVID for the past year, who maybe don't go out that much so they don't really notice it that much, these average, ordinary people, they have to at some point say, Well, look, I see videos coming out of Texas and Florida and Iowa where everybody's being normal. How come we can't live that way? Isn't that going to happen?

DEACE: I think it has happened. I think that's why the narrative on lockdowns has dramatically changed. And when I think it happened, the new CDC director, when she took over, she went on Rachel Maddow's show — I mean, that's the Tucker Carlson of the left and cable news. That's their number-one show. She went on Rachel Maddow's show and said yes, the kids aren't vectors for the virus. It's safe to go back, for the kids to go back to school. I think it's important for your audience to understand, if they don't already, we are the only Western nation in the world and have been for like six months, debating about whether the kids ought to be in school. We're the only one. We're the only one, all right?

So she went on Rachel Maddow's show and said, hey, guys, it's safe for the kids to be back in school. Unfortunately, somebody at some teachers' union made a call to the White House, and the White House basically overrode her. And a week later, she then went back and released that chart — do you remember that chart, that color-coded chart of where it was safe to go to school, and where it was safe for the kids to not just be in school, but to then also participate in extracurricular activities? According to that chart, International Falls, Minnesota was the only place in America — in the middle of winter, Tom — was the only place in America where it was both safe for the kids to be in school without restrictions and also participate in extracurricular activities. 

Well, if you live in Iowa, like I do, if you live in Georgia — in fact, the week that she said this, about 40% of American school kids were back in school already in person. That's millions and millions of families that knew this was complete and total BS. That chart was so preposterous. And then the following week is when Fauci started saying, even if you're vaccinated, you still have to mask and social distance. And then that got some people even on the right in America, like a Ben Shapiro with huge platforms, who had been more than cautious with COVID, who had been more than friendly to the likes of Scott Gottlieb, that was a line — that was like a red line when he crossed that. Now we've got Marty Makary at Johns Hopkins has written now, not one, but two columns in The Wall Street Journal, of all places, critical of Anthony Fauci. So I think the worm here has actually turned. I think we've won those arguments. 

I think the big battle now — and you know this — that government doesn't ever walk away with nothing. And that's what the mask is. The mask is the concession that we get something out of these — yeah, the lockdowns, maybe they didn't work, maybe they were bad, fine. We can't go on like this anymore. You want your real life back. We'll give it to you. But we want some concession of your acknowledgment of our power over you. Your acknowledgement that this wasn't all for naught, that we were legitimate in doing this, so we can set the precedent that we can do even more than this later. And that is the mask. The mask now is where the real battle is, I believe.

WOODS: Right, and I know I've done episodes on where we've brought that up. And that's another thing where our friend Ian Miller on Twitter has been so good. Look, I know that there's a difference between mask wearing and mask mandates, and a lot of people wear masks even without the mandate, and all that. I get that. But still, I feel like at least marginally, if you're going to be harassed and fined, you're probably more likely to wear it. I mean, come on now. Otherwise they wouldn't impose these things, right, if they didn't think they were going to have some effect. 

And it doesn't seem to do anything. That's the thing, that if I were to say, well, which area of the state has the most mask wearing, and we've tried to judge it based on cases or deaths or whatever, the results are entirely random, as with all these things. It doesn't matter if we look at how mobile people are, whether they're staying at home, how savage the lockdown was. None of these things that you might graph show a consistent result.

DEACE: Exactly.

WOODS: After a year of this, I think we have a right to expect some kind of clear, unambiguous result from these measures. And since we don't have that, then if you haven't jumped on team reality by now, it's about time to do that. 

Well, let me just say as we wrap up here, Steve, how happy I am to see that even just before your book's official launch and the publicity kicks in, to see you already ranked so highly on Amazon. That is a really, really good sign. You're way up there. It takes a lot of work to get ranked as high as you are, especially because with the Amazon rank, you're competing not just against nonfiction books — which as you and I know all too unfortunately, no one reads by comparison — you're competing against novels, cookbooks, children's books, the sorts of things people do read. And you're doing absolutely great. I think this is a really great sign for you and the book. And it may sound melodramatic, but I think it's a good sign for the country.

DEACE: I appreciate that. My wife — I told myself I'm not keeping track of anything until when the book is released on Tuesday, but my wife was keeping track throughout today and pointed out we were number 24 overall on Amazon. And the 23 books ahead of us were all children's books, a lot of them Easter related. But I think what impressed her even more than that is that we ranked higher in new releases than the most recent Stephen King book. So she never got to date the quarterback in high school, so I think this is the first time she's like really impressed. So I'm impressed.

WOODS: [laughing] Yeah, that's funny. People like you and me have different metrics by which we impress people than maybe the popular kids in high school did. But all the same, look, just great for you. I'm so happy. So again, folks, the book is Faucian Bargain: The Most Powerful and Dangerous Bureaucrat in American History. Buy this book and be part of something, because something is happening. For a book like this with a provocative title like that to have so much pre-publicity success means we're turning a corner. Something is happening. Go out there and be a part of it. I'll link to the book on our show notes page, TomWoods.com/1866. Steve, best of luck with this. Thanks so much.

DEACE: Thank you, Tom. Take care. God bless, man.
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