Commenti di E. Eleopulos su HIV e Montagnier

The one electron micrograph Montagnier showed of “HIV” during his Nobel lecture has barely any of the principal morphological features of retroviruses, much less, a lentivirus.37  The question then is:  what is the “evidence-based science” which led the “legitimate scientists, doctors and advocates”, including Montagnier and Gallo, to conclude “HIV” is a lentivirus?  What exactly is the “evidence-based science” upon which the consensus on the lentiviral nature of “HIV” is based?
 
The “HIV” experts cannot agree even how many knobs are present on the surface of the “HIV” virus particle.  These are the knobs which, according to the “legitimate scientists, doctors and advocates”, are a MUST for infectivity.  No knobs=no infection.
 
In Virus, Montagnier wrote:  “Particles of HIV are shaped like little spheres, each with roughly 80 rounded projections shaped like pegs”.
 
In the 2005 textbook38 co-authored by Niel Constantine (who appears in the House of Numbers) and Professor Elizabeth Dax, Head of the Australian National Serology Laboratory and International Expert on HIV testing, there are “72 knobs or spikes of the external envelope of HIV”.
 
According to Hans Gelderblom and John Moore, immediately after being released from the cell membrane “HIV particles” possess an average of 0.5 knob per particle which are rapidly lost, but also pointed out that “it was possible that structures resembling knobs might be observed even when there was no gp120 [knobs] present, i.e. false positives”.39  That is, there may not be any knobs.
 
In 2003 Kuznetsov and his colleagues40 reported a study utilising atomic force microscopy that contradicted what all “HIV” experts claim. They reported that “The clusters of gp120 do not form spikes on the surface of the HIV as is commonly described in the literature.  The clusters are hardly protrusions at all.  We suggest that spikes, knobs, observed by negative-staining electron microscopy may be an artifact of the penetration of heavy metal stain between envelope proteins.  Indeed, the term “spike” appears to have assumed a rather imprecise, possibly misleading definition, and might best be used with caution”.  In other words, this posits zero knobs on the so-called “HIV” particle.
 
Hence the “evidence-based” scientific consensus has knob counts for the “HIV” particle of 80, 72, 0.5 (on average), possibly zero and actually zero.
 
Of interest is the picture at the very top of the AIDSTruth homepage.  Presumably the custodians of the AIDSTruth website believe this image lends weight to the existence of “HIV” on the basis of the particles illustrated in the image.  This is a scanning electron microscope (SEM) picture which has been colour enhanced using a computer (retroviral particles and cells are not green or red).  The image does not include its source (patient, type of culture, scientific paper) and does not have a size bar.  Without a size bar (or the magnification) the most fundamental property of retroviral particles, the diameter, cannot be determined.  By design the SEM is suited for the study of surface features, not internal structures of particles and cells. However, without knowledge of the presence or absence of a core and its morphology, as well as other internal morphological features, it is not possible to claim these particles have even the appearance of a retrovirus.  The resolution is low and for this reason it is also not possible to determine whether the particles do or do not have knobs.  One would have thought the scientists at AIDSTruth would have posted the best possible image in support of the virus that has killed “over 25 million people worldwide”.  No professional electron microscopist would release the image at AIDSTruth.
 
AIDSTruth is not alone.  At its website “Focus on the HIV/AIDS Connection” the National Institutes of Allergy and Infectious Diseases present their evidence “Why is there overwhelming scientific consensus that HIV causes AIDS?”.  The answer to this “consensus” includes an invitation to visit http://www.virology.net/Big_Virology/BVretro.html in order to see “Electron micrographs and other images of HIV”.  Of these 25 images the majority are diagrams, artists’ renditions or computer graphics.  Only eight images are electron microscopic pictures and none identify the source or nature of the material portrayed.  Significantly, none has a size bar, that is, in no EM is it possible to determine the dimensions of the particles or other morphological features.
 
Publishing electron-micrographs of “the retrovirus HIV” devoid of the requisite morphologies features of a lentivirus is not confined to AIDSTruth or the NIAID.  On20th November 2003 Nature published a news item entitled “Medical journal [BMJ] under attack as dissenters seize AIDS platform”.  This one page article includes a scanning electron micrograph with a caption which reads “The BMJ’s website carries postings that deny that HIV, seen here in [sic] a white blood cell, causes AIDS”.  This bizarre image, resembling a spoonful of overflowing spaghetti,occupies some 22% of the available space, which presumably reflects its importance.  However, the source of the electron micrograph is not given, there is no size bar, there are no labels and the magnification is not specified.  The appearance of the cell in the micrograph is unlike any white blood cell that has ever traversed the vascular system.  If the particles displayed are indeed a retrovirus they are obviously on the cell and not in the cell as the author claims.  Moreover, these surface particles are cylindrical, not spherical, and are several microns in length.  Such appearances and dimensions would be not only unique to “HIV” but to any other retrovirus seen using electron microscopy anywhere in the Universe.  We wrote to Naturequestioning this uncharacteristic lack of scientific rigor and suggested that, because of the importance of this matter, Nature could either seek clarification from the HIV experts or preferably arrange a scientific debate between the two sides adjudicated by disinterested scientists.  In this manner the matter could be resolved once and for all. Our letter was rejected but we were told that Nature “will probably publish a correction”.  Although the possibility cannot be excluded that such a correction has been made, so far we have not seen it.
 
The front page of the International AIDS Society Newsletter, March 2007, is entitled “AIDS Denialists.  This edition’s feature article examines the global impact of AIDS denialism”.  About 75% of this page is occupied by a dazzlingly multi-coloured picture more appropriate for a discotheque than a scientific publication.  Apparently it is meant to represent an electron micrograph of part of a cell with budding and cell free “HIV” particles.  However, anybody who is familiar with electron micrographs will realise that the picture is a computer graphic.  The picture has a caption which reads:  “Image: HIV daughter cells bud on the surface of a T-cell”.41 Anyone with even rudimentary knowledge of medicine or biology knows that viruses are not cells and are gender free.  The term “daughter cells” is absurd.
 
On what “evidence-based science” is Bergman’s “overwhelming scientific consensus” based?
 
