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The Great Barrington Declaration recently turned five years old. To celebrate, the document 
has been opened to new signatories.
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This decision is somewhat surprising, as it effectively turns the GBD into a “living document” 
rather than allowing it to stand as a historical and political artifact of its time. Considering that 
its authors — Jay Bhattacharya, Martin Kulldorff, and Sunetra Gupta — have repeatedly 
affirmed their effort and claim to have been “proven right,” the move raises questions about 
purpose and timing.

https://x.com/LucioEastman/status/1974616212522119301
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It also suggests that Bhattacharya, Gupta, and Kulldorff continue to stand by what they wrote and 
aren’t willing to revisit the document or consider where they might have been mistaken, in view of 
newer, better evidence.

The stewards of the declaration, Brownstone Institute, evidently regard signatories as those who 
stand with the authors now. In my opinion, that alters the meaning of the list, if not the document.
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Dear Mr. Eastman,

I am writing to request that my name be removed from the Great Barrington Declaration.

If I am mistaken about having signed, and my name is NOT in the database of signatories, 
please let me know.

In any case, I request acknowledgement of this email.

Regards,
Jessica Hockett, PhD

Given that a colleague who made a similar request last year never received a response, I wasn’t 
sure I’d hear back. (1) 

Did I sign?

I signed the GBD in October 2020 — or so I thought.

After seeing on X that the GBD had been “re-opened,” I contacted Lucio (Lou) Eastman to request 
removal of my name. My thinking has changed considerably since the statement debuted. I now 
regard its core premises, assumptions, and recommendations as not only deeply flawed but harmful 
and protective of a Core Lie about a sudden-spreading novel SARS virus in need of slowing.

Because signatories are apparently treated as ongoing endorsers, I felt it was important to make clear 
that I no longer am one.

As I composed a short email to Eastman, a plot twist popped into my brain: What if I actually 
DIDN’T sign, but only THINK that I did?

On 5 October 2025, I wrote:

https://www.woodhouse76.com/p/false-binaries-that-limit-the-spectrum-32b?utm_source=publication-search


Sanity Unleashed

Why I have asked for my name to be removed as a signatory to
The Great Barrington Declaration.

Like Jessica Hockett’s post the other day (here) this isn’t likely to make me

any new friends and is highly likely to result in me losing some of my existing

ones…

Read more

a year ago · 777 likes · 599 comments · Jonathan Engler

But, to his credit, Eastman replied quickly, an hour later:

I have decreased the number of signers by one. If you signed in the past and it was counted, it has 
now been reduced by that number. Best I can do.

Does this mean I didn’t sign?

I searched my email for confirmation that I submitted the form, but nothing came up. I can’t find 
confirmation in my late 2020 tweets either, though I clearly supported it.

https://sanityunleashed.substack.com/p/why-i-have-asked-for-my-name-to-be?utm_source=substack&utm_campaign=post_embed&utm_medium=web


I replied,

Thanks. So you do not retain the names?
What happens/happened to the submitted contact information?Appreciate 
the response,

Jessica

Eastman didn’t respond.

So for now I’m settling for being “minus 1” and am thinking that

a) I meant to sign but didn’t.

b) I construed at the time that signatories needed to be scientists or medical doctors.
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c) I did sign but Eastman did not or could not check the relevant database.

Hours after his email, Eastman reminisced on X that during the first days of the Great 
Barrington Declaration, “trolls would sign and then instantly declare they changed their 
minds and wanted their name deleted. This was one of the MANY games played in order to 
sabotage the GBD.”

This strikes me as an odd trolling technique, but there were doubtless many direct efforts to 
technologically sabotage the GBD, in addition to organized pushback like The John Snow 
Memorandum and name-calling calculus via email.

(Side note: In this case, negative attention is better than no attention. Factions of scientists 
contending with one another is a good thing, not a bad one, and government officials using 
emails they know are subject to FOIA to do so is, to me, more performance art than it is anything 
else, albeit unprofessional and unethical.)

https://x.com/Wood_House76/status/1975023808894386318
https://www.bsswebsite.me.uk/Coronavirus/john-snow-memorandum.pdf
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-10324873/Emails-reveal-Fauci-head-NIH-colluded-try-smear-experts-called-end-lockdowns.html
https://substackcdn.com/image/fetch/$s_!VzdK!,f_auto,q_auto:good,fl_progressive:steep/https%3A%2F%2Fsubstack-post-media.s3.amazonaws.com%2Fpublic%2Fimages%2F8a01aade-2e25-4319-bac5-91a6224d1b24_916x258.png


So who signed?

Besides the three authors, 43 scientists from various countries are featured prominently 
on the Signature page.
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Showcasing other respected scientists who signed is sensible and adds gravitas.

But iterations of the site in 2021 feature the signatures of other “verified, approved, and vetted” 
medical and public health scientists too. Where did those go? Is there a way for those and all 
signatures to be displayed?

https://web.archive.org/web/20210206025749/https://gbdeclaration.org/view-signatures/
https://substackcdn.com/image/fetch/$s_!ygb-!,f_auto,q_auto:good,fl_progressive:steep/https%3A%2F%2Fsubstack-post-media.s3.amazonaws.com%2Fpublic%2Fimages%2F96a89d23-704e-4b97-8f18-cac4da6addc2_1536x1472.png
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I asked Eastman and Tucker publicly but didn’t get an answer.

On the current GBD site, signers are grouped by “type” — concerned citizens, medical/public 
health scientists, and medical practitioners — and displayed on a map by country. Most signatures 
come from the U.S., U.K., and Germany.
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Per the consent portion of the signature form, submitted information is stored in a database, protected 
in some way, and not passed on to third parties. Whether the statement “Personal information will 
not be displayed publicly” is supposed to apply to the signer’s name isn’t clear. That all but a few 
names aren’t featured on the site suggests it does.
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How many, not who?

Because such decrees operate as petitions, and are used to lobby policymakers and steer public 
opinion toward sanctioned viewpoints, I see no real justification for publicizing only certain names.

If a donor-supported non-profit is saying nearly a million people signed a Very Important 
Document that was the genesis of the organization, shouldn’t there be a way for the public and 
prospective patrons to verify the claim?

And if individuals can’t be told whether their name is in a database, doesn’t that raise questions 
about how the names were gathered, counted, and stored…and about what else they were used for?

I’m open to hearing an explanation or rationale from Eastman or Tucker.

The Great Barrington Declaration wasn’t the only COVID-era “dissident document” to solicit 
endorsements, of course, but it remains one of the most elevated. That may be

https://substackcdn.com/image/fetch/$s_!y7V5!,f_auto,q_auto:good,fl_progressive:steep/https%3A%2F%2Fsubstack-post-media.s3.amazonaws.com%2Fpublic%2Fimages%2Fdd82df0f-d537-409a-9066-2cdef40b8c9e_1106x590.png


due, in part, to how widely it was covered at the time by mainstream outlets such as The Wall Street 
Journal and The New York Times.The Brownstone Institute has also been tireless in promoting it as 
something of a precursor to political victory, with two authors now holding prominent policy roles 
(Bhattacharya as NIH Director and Kulldorff as ACIP Chair).

Five years on, the question of who signed isn’t just about a list of names — or whether I signed. It’s 
about what the signatures were (and still are) meant to prove. If the enduring value is in how many 
versus who, then the Declaration’s legacy seems to be less about science than it is about marketing.
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https://www.wsj.com/opinion/trump-covid-and-reason-11602026102?gaa_at=eafs&gaa_n=ASWzDAhEufuviVBgBrMjJ-Dj2KxLrV_ZcxU812xHlHGqIXTarV_CZE_e-K6e&gaa_ts=68eba88c&gaa_sig=n9lRwg0ydrkvPS8A9dPNpcRDukfasDkUzcz71f40gm2NfiwOxG3Urv1f_OU2-P7FEwmMVG2JMXGV8tLd0QTwZQ%253D%253D
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/10/13/world/white-house-embraces-a-declaration-from-scientists-that-opposes-lockdowns-and-relies-on-herd-immunity.html
https://www.woodhouse76.com/p/great-barrington-declaration-confirmation?utm_source=substack&utm_campaign=post_embed&utm_medium=web


1 Clarification added 13 October 2025: Jonathan Engler sent his request to the email address listed 
on the GBD web page (gbdeclaration@gmail.com), whereas I sent mine to Lou Eastman’s Brownstone email 
address. Still, someone should have responded to Engler, and if the general email address isn’t monitored, then 
it should be removed from the site.




