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RESUMO No Brasil, nem mesmo médicos renomados deixaram de seguir a linha negacionista 

científica do governo Bolsonaro. Neste estudo são analisados um vídeo de rede social, 

amplamente difundido, e uma entrevista do Dr. Anthony Wong, professor da Universidade de São 

Paulo e médico do maior e mais importante hospital das clínicas do Brasil e uma referência na 

saúde pública do país. É discutido o discurso do médico, que indica o fim da pandemia no Brasil 

durante o verão (fim de 2020), adotando uma fala contrária ao isolamento social, a favor do uso 

da hidroxicloroquina e de outras ações sem comprovação científica. São abordados também 

outros trechos temerários da sua fala e do seu provável impacto na população brasileira, pois sua 

entrevista teve quase meio milhão de visualização na rede social, além de ter sido vinculado a 

uma das rádios mais populares do Brasil. 
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ABSTRACT 

In Brazil, not even renowned doctors failed to follow the Bolsonaro government's scientific 

denialist line. A widely broadcast social network video and an interview with Dr. Anthony Wong, 

a professor at the University of São Paulo and doctor at Brazil’s largest and most important clinic 

hospital and a reference in public health in the country are analyzed. The doctor's speech, which 

indicates the end of the pandemic in Brazil during the summer (end of 2020), is discussed, 

adopting a speech contrary to social isolation in favor of the use of hydroxychloroquine and other 

actions without scientific proof. Other fearful passages of his speech and its probable impact on 

the Brazilian population are also discussed since his interview had almost half a million views on 

the social network and was linked to one of the most popular radios in Brazil. 
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Introduction 

The denialism in Brazil, especially 

during the pandemic of COVID-19, has 

reached sectors of society that one would 

imagine to be immune to this 

phenomenon (VON BÜLOW, ABERS, 

2022). It is hard to believe that a 

physician from the largest Brazilian 

clinical hospital, a professor and 

researcher at the largest and most 

respected university in the country, and a 

World Health Organization (WHO) 

member could align himself with this 

kind of movement. This doctor was also 
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appointed chief physician of CEATOX - 

Center for Toxicological Assistance of 

the Children's Institute of the Clinics 

Hospital (FMUSP) and the World Health 

Organization's Center of Reference in 

Pharmacovigilance, Director of IBET - 

Brazilian Institute of Toxicology and 

Pharmacology Studies. Imagine now that 

you receive through social networks a 

video through WhatsApp, of more than 

six minutes, of this same doctor with this 

extensive professional curriculum, in 

which he is clearly positioned against 

vaccination against the coronavirus. All 

this in a country that has a clear denialist 

president, who has numerous statements 

in this direction (RICARD, 

MEDEIROS, 2020), with a health 

minister who said in recent days (during 

the pandemic) that it is clear that 

agglomerations do not influence the 

spread of the Covid-19, even with all the 

scientific evidence pointing to the 

opposite (SHARIFI, KHAVARIAN-

GARMSIR, 2020). It is important to 

reflect on Dr Anthony Wong’s speech 

because of the influence he can unleash 

on the population’s behavior. Who is 

speaking is a scientific consultant for one 

of the most popular Brazilian radio. 

The message introducing his video 

to social networks already says a lot 

about his content: "Everybody eager for 

the vaccine and comes Dr Anthony 

Wong, the greatest authority on 

infectiology in Brazil and gives this 

message". It is important to pay attention 

to which academic reference emerges in 

this speech. It should be noted that Dr 

Wong was not an infectiologist, he was a 

pediatrician and toxicologist, but he had 

always been a common figure on 

Brazilian television as an academic 

reference in the health area. If someone 

pays to check his standard curriculum in 

Brazil - Lattes curriculum - he will see 

few publications, but remember the 

initial credentials, and for a layman and 

even some apparently enlightened, 

including many doctors, he was a 

recognized authority in Brazilian health. 

Methodology 

A video interview with Dr Anthony 

Wong on the “Jovem Pan TV” channel 

wasanalyzed. The most relevant excerpts 

for this analysis were highlighted. A 

video, linked on social networks, 

produced by the same doctor and with 

the same negationist bias, was also 

analyzed. From this interview and the 

video, the aspects related to the scientific 

denialism of his discourse were 

discussed, especially those related to the 

pandemic of COVID-19. The possible 

impacts of this type of denialism when 

originating from a research physician 

with academic and media prestige were 

also addressed. 
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Results and discussion 

At the beginning of the video, the 

pediatrician talks about how the other 

vaccines were produced historically, 

which all took time to be produced; any 

person should see the speed of 

development of the vaccines against the 

new coronavirus as a scientific victory 

(LURIE, SAVILLE, et al., 2020, 

YAMEY, SCHÄFERHOFF, et al., 

2020), but this is not the case of Dr Wong 

and his followers. He describes all the 

inherent risks of a vaccine so rapidly 

developed, purposefully forgetting all 

the advances in all areas of science and 

the collaboration of various fields, 

including politics, that allowed these 

new drugs to have their development 

process so accelerated (COREY, 

MASCOLA, et al., 2020). For him and 

for all those who believed in his speech, 

and were not few, these vaccines will 

constitute a tremendous risk for those 

who have the courage to take them 

because they would not have passed 

through the safety stages for their 

production if no scientist had thought 

about the safety of a vaccine against the 

new coronavirus (HAYNES, COREY, et 

al., 2020). To better understand the 

thinking of the doctor and professor of 

the largest and most prestigious 

Brazilian university and its scope, we 

must refer to an interview that he granted 

to a program on the Internet, said 

journalistic, linked to the radio, which he 

is a scientific consultant, with thousands 

and thousands of views and 

demonstrations of support, available at 

https://jovempan.com.br/programas/dire

to-ao-ponto/ao-vivo-assista-a-

entrevista-do-dr-anthony-wong-no-

direto-ao-ponto.html  

The whole interview will be 

conducted with a bias against the 

vaccines being developed and in favor of 

the drugs that it was already (at that time) 

clear was completely ineffective. The 

first question clearly shows this denialist 

ideological line, and the answer endorses 

this view. Dr Wong talks about the need 

for a clinical trial that should take years, 

exemplifies that a drug should take 5 to 

10 years to develop, that the fastest 

vaccine until then was the mumps 

vaccine (RUBIN, PLOTKIN, et al., 

2012), and that it took four years, so 

there would be no safety in developing 

the immunizers against SARS-CoV-2 

because vaccines would be much more 

dangerous than medicines. All this was 

under the applause and agreement of the 

journalists interviewing him. They all 

forgot that technologies had evolved 

since the production of the Mumps 

vaccine and that there was a public 

health emergency with millions of deaths 

underway, of course as the interview 

https://jovempan.com.br/programas/direto-ao-ponto/ao-vivo-assista-a-entrevista-do-dr-anthony-wong-no-direto-ao-ponto.html
https://jovempan.com.br/programas/direto-ao-ponto/ao-vivo-assista-a-entrevista-do-dr-anthony-wong-no-direto-ao-ponto.html
https://jovempan.com.br/programas/direto-ao-ponto/ao-vivo-assista-a-entrevista-do-dr-anthony-wong-no-direto-ao-ponto.html
https://jovempan.com.br/programas/direto-ao-ponto/ao-vivo-assista-a-entrevista-do-dr-anthony-wong-no-direto-ao-ponto.html
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progressed will explain this reverie, as 

they all believed (and propagated) that 

the pandemic would pass quickly with 

the changing climate in Brazil. 

At the beginning of this interview, 

held in early November 2020, the 

improper comparison with the other 

vaccines was short. However, what 

follows is one of the most serious points 

of Dr Wong's disastrous influence. He 

categorically states that the most 

important for the levels of dead and 

contamination is the temperature and the 

climate, in front of interviewees who are 

not able to score on the incongruence of 

this consideration. 

When referencing his didactic 

affirmation of the role of climate in the 

pandemic, the Brazilian member of the 

WHO suggests that they notice what 

happened in Europe, the summer came, 

the numbers fell, and now rise again 

because winter is coming back. 

Intentionally, he did not consider that 

there was a relaxation of the proven 

pandemic containment measures, such as 

social distancing (AQUINO, 

SILVEIRA, et al., 2020); but this, 

according to the Brazilian health 

authority, has no effect on the spread of 

the virus. The same thing would have 

happened in Brazil, as  his modesty that 

characterizes every interview had 

already predicted that in winter, the 

numbers rise, independent of the 

behavior, which seems to have no effect. 

None of the select interviewers nor the 

journalist who coordinates the program 

questions him about the fact that 

Manaus, the capital of the Brazilian state 

of Amazonas, and several cities in the 

northeast of Brazil, places where there is 

literally no winter, where we have a hot 

season and an even hotter one, have 

suffered from the pandemic despite its 

climate until isolation measures have 

been implemented. Nevertheless, 

rationality does not guide this interview.  

Elements of what we would call 

postmodernity (BROOKER, 2014) can 

be found in his discourse; the collective 

thinking in academia is not to be 

considered, his individual vision 

(PETERS, MARSHALL, 2002), or 

aligned with the denialist movement in 

Brazil prevails. Finally, there is a clear 

narcissism concerning his knowledge 

(BUČKOVÁ, 2018), to the detriment of 

the scientific knowledge developed 

during the pandemic. 

However, at the end of this part of 

the interview, there is a very revealing 

talk of the inconsequence of the 

irresponsibility of his speech. He 

categorically states that the number of 

cases and deaths in Brazil is falling 

(which was true at the time) and that he 

knows the reason: the increase in 
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temperature with the proximity of the 

Brazilian summer. At the apex of his 

haughtiness, he says to write down his 

prediction, in a few days and until 

December, the death toll will decrease 

more and more, it will reach the double-

digit house, after one digit, and it will 

practically disappear when the 

temperature rises more, it will return 

only when the temperature falls next 

year. A completely misplaced forecast 

that could not be more wrong. One 

month after this interview the numbers 

do not stop rising in Brazil, even though 

the Earth continues to revolve around the 

sun and dictating a higher temperature in 

the tropics. If anyone took notes of what 

Dr Wong said, as he suggested, they 

would see the breadth of his daydreams. 

The number of deaths reached almost 

800 dailies in Brazil a little over a month 

later; anything related to temperature? 

Of course not. It is strongly related to the 

relaxation of social distancing measures, 

and the tragedy only increases. It is 

important to point out that everyone can 

make mistakes in their predictions, but 

among deniers, there is no margin for 

error; they simply do not make mistakes. 

He was totally safe in his statements, and 

many of those who went to the quiet 

streets trusted the famous doctor's words, 

believing that the high temperature 

would protect them. 

One can have other characteristics 

of postmodernity in this denialist 

discourse. There is a trivialization (and 

even absence) of values (ATTFIELD, 

2001), as Dr Wong did not consider the 

social impact of his speech, the impact 

on behavior about the collective health of 

the population. Exist subjectivity in his 

speech (LOVLIE, 1990); he interprets a 

reality based on his hypotheses and treats 

them as if they were true, besides 

fragmenting his knowledge to build 

these same hypotheses.  

The WHO member, a physician at 

the largest clinic hospital in Brazil and a 

professor at the largest university in 

Latin America did not have the wisdom 

and humility to come to the public to 

recognize his misplaced prediction. He 

had not the ability to realize how 

dangerous his unsubstantiated 

statements were, especially from the 

authority that his position gave him. 

However, deniers do not need to 

recognize their mistakes because their 

followers are fanatics; they are ready to 

simply applaud without reflecting on the 

consequences and how insane it is to go 

against reality. A month after this 

breakdown of his speech, his fervent fans 

are broadcasting a new video of the 

Brazilian health authority against 

vaccines; they have learned nothing from 

the mistakes of the master neither he. 



Revista Científic@ Universitas, Itajubá v.10, n.1, p.15-31, 2023  

ISSN Eletrônico: 2175-4020 

20 

However, at least in this short video, he 

has given up on predicting the 

pandemic's downfall in the heat; it would 

be too much for even a denialist, with the 

numbers soaring. In the video nothing 

about his absurd predictions and his 

thunderous mistakes. 

To analyze the video, one can resort 

to the concept of post-truth, which is 

very appropriate because it is associated 

with how information is in social 

networks (COSENTINO, 2020). 

However, the renowned doctor was not 

basing his speech in the video on facts, 

knowledge, or objectives regarding the 

pandemic; the pernicious discourse 

seeking to misinform public opinion was 

based on his emotional appeal and 

personal beliefs (ROCHLIN, 2017). 

Other points in the interviews are 

unbelievable and cause me shame as a 

Brazilian; however, it is necessary to 

point them out to what extent the 

defense, often extrapolating common 

sense, of scientific denialism reaches. Dr 

Wong, for a change, makes an eloquent 

defense of hydroxychloroquine; it goes 

without saying that the rest of the planet 

has already given up this supposed 

panacea that would solve the pandemic 

(FUNNELL, DOWLING, et al., 2020, 

GROUP, 2020), but for the Brazilian 

pediatrician it is the solution, and not the 

vaccines, agreeing with his probable 

mentor (although he denies) Jair 

Bolsonaro. When asked by the journalist 

why the WHO does not refer to Covid-

19's miraculous treatments as 

hydroxychloroquine, he insinuates that 

the question must be money, therefore, 

corruption. It is important to remember 

that his resume states that he is a member 

of this organization, which despite being 

able to deserve criticism, like any other 

organization, has a fundamental role in 

confronting this and so many other 

diseases and ills in the world 

(MOORTHY, RESTREPO, et al., 2020, 

SOHRABI, ALSAFI, et al., 2020). In 

addition, a denunciation of corruption of 

this magnitude should be formal, 

supported by evidence or not be made. It 

is necessary to reflect and imagine the 

WHO letting thousands die daily 

because, for money, it would be 

boycotting a medication that would save 

the lives of all these victims. Imagine 

that the whole world, except the Brazil of 

Bolsonaro (SILVA, 2021c) and Dr 

Wong, are all being deceived by the 

WHO. Scientists and doctors in Asia, 

Europe, Africa, Oceania, and the 

Americas are being cheated. German 

Chancellor Angela Merkel; US President 

Donald Trump; and so many other 

leaders on the right and left are being 

misled, and the WHO is to blame for 

money. It seems absurd, doesn't it? It 
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really is absurd. However, the biggest 

absurdity is that a respected Brazilian 

doctor insinuated it. 

This professor at USP categorically 

states that social isolation has zero effect 

on the pandemic; according to him, this 

information has scientific robustness, 

using one or another scientific article that 

supports his thesis, forgetting the large 

number of others that point exactly the 

opposite (KARNON, 2020). For the 

Brazilian scientist and doctor, the effects 

of social isolation are much, much worse 

than those of the virus. Dr Wong states 

that Europe is completely wrong in 

making the isolation at this moment that 

the number of cases is rising again in the 

old continent; after all, what counts is the 

climate and the winter will infallibly 

make this growth of contaminated and 

dead. To conclude this reasoning, he uses 

a rhetoric common to Bolsonaro's 

followers, using Sweden as a model, 

because it would not have isolated the 

population; it would have kept society 

functioning freely, which is not entirely 

true. The Swedes, too, would have 

practically won the pandemic, which is 

completely false (HABIB, 2020). 

Nevertheless, it forgets some 

fundamental points, even the Swedish 

government does not consider that it 

made the most appropriate strategy and 

that it may have failed in prevention. 

Moreover, it seems not to know that 

Sweden, in comparison with its 

Scandinavian peers, Denmark, Finland 

and Norway, has failed in terms of the 

number of cases and deaths, so it makes 

no sense to cite this country as a model 

for confronting the pandemic 

(YARMOL-MATUSIAK, CIPRIANO, 

et al., 2021). But this is exactly the line 

of this discourse, not to make sense. 

One of the highest or lowest points 

of this interview was when Dr Wong 

referred to the important statistical and 

epidemic work published by the Imperial 

College group dealing with the number 

of deaths in various scenarios 

(FERGUSON, LAYDON, et al., 2020, 

WALKER, WHITTAKER, et al., 2020). 

He suggests, believe me - I had to watch 

more than once to believe - that the 

author should be burned in a public 

square for the damage he caused to 

humanity. Of course, you will say it was 

just a metaphor, a medieval joke, but the 

speech is stupid and inappropriate, 

especially in times of ideological and 

religious radicalism. All this is amid 

laughter from the interviewers and the 

journalist who guides the interview. The 

main author of this historical work is 

attributed to all this worldwide panic; he 

would be the culprit, not the virus and the 

pandemic itself. The whole problem 

would be the alarmism that this kind of 
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publication and so many others generate 

- no relationship with incompetent 

governments or denialist doctors. 

Dr Wong criticizes his fellow 

doctors who did not and do not make the 

early treatments from 

hydroxychloroquine used by him and 

other denialist doctors (AXFORS, 

SCHMITT, et al., 2021, SILVA, 2022). 

The doctor at the largest clinic hospital 

in Brazil makes a terrifying revelation. 

He would be treating children and young 

people who would have developed 

Parkinson's (it would deserve a 

publication, it must be a discovery 

because I did not find any article with 

this relationship), mental disorders, 

regression of cognitive capacity, heart 

problems because they had not been 

treated with the magic cocktail against 

Covid-19, which would have avoided all 

these consequences. That is to say that 

the other doctors would have let this 

happen despite the relatively easy 

possibility of avoiding such suffering. 

Practically a crime against humanity, and 

especially against children, which could 

have been prevented with cheap drugs. It 

was said by one of the most requested 

pediatricians in Brazil that even the 

scientific literature indicates the rarity of 

serious cases among children of Covid-

19 (LEE, HU, et al., 2020). Something 

that the pediatrician himself contradicts 

when he suggests that schools should be 

reopened as soon as possible. Look at the 

Swedish example, they should never 

have been closed. It is difficult to 

understand the reasoning because, 

according to the professor of medicine at 

USP, the effects of the disease on 

children's minds can be devastating. I 

forgot, there will be no problem if 

hydroxychloroquine and the cocktail of 

adjuvant drugs are used on a large scale. 

He makes no mention of the possible 

side effects, such as cardiac effects, of 

the inappropriate use of 

hydroxychloroquine (MUBAGWA, 

2020), a very important drug, but against 

lupus (RAINSFORD, PARKE, et al., 

2015), osteoarthritis (BRYANT, DES 

ROSIER, et al., 1995) and malaria, for 

example, indications already proven by 

science. He also refrained from saying 

anything about the obvious risks of 

taking a set of drugs that are not effective 

against COVID-19 (HENTSCHKE-

LOPES, BOTTON, et al., 2022); for him 

(and for the journalists who applaud 

him), the risk was social isolation and 

vaccines. 

The line of thought continues almost 

deliriously; Dr Wong says that one could 

never indicate for the elderly to stay at 

home, that it was the Fake News who 

said that. Fake News? Practically the 

entire international scientific community 
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(GUO, LIU, et al., 2020) and practically 

every government in the world has 

indicated this behavior, is a Fake News 

of Fake News. Then it talks about the 

risks of positive and negative 

nanoparticles in the brain, whatever that 

means. But explaining this concept gives 

a frightening example: when a person 

has a benign tumor and thinks he will 

die, the tumor becomes malignant. On 

the other hand, patients who have 

metastasis, but elaborate positive 

thoughts, will heal miraculously. We 

Brazilians are at the mercy of this kind of 

logic for the treatment of cancer. For 

him, the thought and memory of Covid-

19 at home are much worse than the 

disease itself. The pandemic would not 

be so serious; staying at home would be 

much worse. He ends this reasoning by 

indicating several countries, especially 

Asian ones, by justifying his 

conclusions, again forgetting that many 

of these countries followed exactly the 

line of confrontation that he criticizes 

throughout his interview. 

Dr Wong questions emphatically, do 

we need to run after the vaccine to get 

herd immunity? A speech almost 

identical to the one by Bolsonaro 

recently. The professor of medicine 

practically recommends that no one take 

any of these vaccines produced so 

overwhelmingly, herd immunity 

(SRIDHAR, GURDASANI, 2021) could 

be achieved by leaving home and facing 

the pandemic. Nobody knows in which 

country this worked, but it must be a 

typically Brazilian solution, repeatedly 

suggested by the leader of Brazilian 

denialism, the President of the Republic. 

He reiterates that the only way is early 

treatment, says that panic is what kills 

and that with courage and optimism, we 

can overcome the virus. We would 

probably activate the positive mental 

nanoparticles, which will protect us 

efficiently, almost a storyline of a 

science fiction B movie against the 

biggest pandemic of the last 100 years. 

He ends this part by saying that staying 

at home is worse than catching the virus, 

stating again that in the summer, the 

pandemic will go away in Brazil, a 

tremendous embarrassment before the 

real world. 

The USP professor walks to the end 

of the interview with frightening and 

irresponsible examples to support the 

denial of any vaccine against the new 

coronavirus, which must have been 

celebrated effusively by the anti-vaccine 

movement. He affirms that we must be 

careful with new vaccines and points out 

that the rotavirus vaccine, a formidable 

conquest of the infantile medicine, 

would have been launched, caused an 

incalculable number of "guts knots" in 
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children and would have been removed 

of the market, to be launched again later. 

This is true, but note the context he is 

talking about, the rotavirus vaccine is 

very safe today and should be 

recommended for all children to avoid a 

diarrhea that can be severe (DENNEHY, 

2008). Imagine the impact of this speech 

on a pediatrician to zealous parents with 

their children, many who watched will 

probably give up vaccinating the 

children. He reaffirms the risks through 

the example of the dengue vaccine. His 

speech about the polio vaccine is 

confusing, stating that the greatest risk of 

developing paralysis today is the vaccine 

itself, a great gift to the anti-vaccine 

movement. Furthermore, it ends up 

triumphantly declaring that the virus is 

small; we would have turned it into a 

monster. There is no need to say 

anything more about this interview, but 

maybe about its possible consequences. 

At the beginning of December 2020, 

the video with this interview had more 

than 467.699 views, and practically all 

the commentaries (37,000) were positive 

to what was said by Dr Wong; only 625 

were negative. He is an opinion maker, 

and many of these almost half a million 

internet users are too. Many comments 

indicate that they will change behavior 

from the doctor's speech, a danger in 

times of pandemic (and the tragic 

consequences of this kind of vision 

would come in the year 2021 in Brazil), 

no reflection on the pediatrician's totally 

wrong forecast. The comments say that 

finally, someone spoke the truth about 

the pandemic, how to face it and showed 

how we are being deceived by doctors, 

science and especially the press. Some 

suggest that Dr Wong be appointed 

Minister of Health of Brazil; as fearful as 

this proposition is, these followers 

should not worry, the line of thought of 

the doctor is already represented in this 

government. Among the comments, I 

highlight an old man (among others) who 

insinuates a change in behavior, because 

of the interview, hopefully not one of the 

almost 1000 daily victims of Covid-19, 

in early summer, diverging from the 

absurd prediction of the USP professor. 

Wong passed away in January of 

that year, as was reported at the time. He 

had died, aged 73, of cardiac arrest. 

Hospitalized before Christmas 2020 with 

a condition of "pressure drop and 

malaise", he had been diagnosed with 

gastric ulcer and digestive hemorrhage. 

During his hospitalization, his condition 

evolved quickly and negatively; he 

eventually died after cardiorespiratory 

arrest. A relatively normal process for 

someone aged 73, with no apparent 

relation to the pandemic. Thus I 

abdicated the publication of this text in 
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respect to the memory of the doctor, his 

family, and friends, and all his relevant 

services rendered to medicine and, in 

special to pediatrics and toxicology. 

But some events occurred in 2021 in 

Brazil and made me revise the decision 

to seek publication. The first was the 

escalation of the Covid-19 pandemic in 

Brazil; in the first semester, Dr Wong's 

predictions could not have been more 

wrong. Exactly in the month of the 

renowned pediatrician's death, the height 

of the Brazilian summer, a new dreadful 

pandemic crisis hit the hot, humid, 

tropical city of Manaus, the capital of the 

Amazon (TAYLOR, 2021). Contrary to 

what Dr Wong had claimed and had said 

they could write what he said, the heat 

did not effect on the spread of the 

disease, but negligence and denialism 

did. The Bolsonaro government 

followed the doctors’ recommendations 

like the late (SILVA, 2021b) and sent the 

useless anti-Covid-19 and potentially 

dangerous Chloroquine (SILVA, 2022) 

to the capital of Amazonia. The result 

was many sick people and most deaths, 

as well as dramatic scenes of people 

suffocating from lack of oxygen 

travelling around the world. 

Throughout the first half of 2021, 

cases and deaths from Covid-19 in Brazil 

rose exponentially, despite many doctors 

following the prescription of Dr Wong 

and his minions (SILVA, 2021d), 

prescribing drugs that once again proved 

to be completely ineffective (SILVA, 

2022, SILVA, 2021a) and that most 

likely contributed to the high Brazilian 

abnormal mortality in the pandemic 

(RANZANI, BASTOS, et al., 2021). 

Contrary to the epidemiological 

prognosis of the late doctor, who had 

predicted the end of the pandemic. He 

could not be more wrong, as he 

envisioned (and disclosed this) that the 

pandemic would end naturally in the 

summer of 2021, as 2021 was the 

deadliest pandemic in Brazil, with more 

than twice as many deaths as in 2020. 

These numbers only decreased when 

vaccination was extended in Brazil from 

mid-2021, once again going completely 

against the unfounded fears of the USP 

pediatrician, who campaigned massively 

against vaccines, announcing risks that 

were never confirmed, which put in 

negative perspective the scientific 

achievement of the rapid discovery of 

immunizers. 

However, all this could have been 

circumstantial, and for the memory of 

the prolific doctor of the respected 

university, I should have left this text in 

some corner of the computer and deleted 

it might have been the right decision. 

However, when the Parliamentary 

Inquiry Commission (CPI) of the 



Revista Científic@ Universitas, Itajubá v.10, n.1, p.15-31, 2023  

ISSN Eletrônico: 2175-4020 

26 

Brazilian Senate, implemented during 

the year 2021 to demonstrate the erratic 

conduct of the Bolsonaro government 

during the pandemic, found a series of 

irregularities in the health plan company 

(Prevent Senior) that treated Dr Wong, I 

realized it was important to publish these 

considerations. 

The name of the well-known doctor 

was then back in the press, with the 

revelation that the defender of useless 

drugs would have died due to Covid-19, 

which would have been omitted by the 

company that treated him. This 

company, Prevent Senior, was one of the 

great advertisers of the supposed 

effectiveness of these drugs without any 

proof and used them on a large scale 

(LESCURA, XAVIER, et al., 2022). 

Therefore, the disclosure of an important 

doctor, one of the great propagators of 

this hoax, dying in the company that 

followed the same line would be very 

bad for business and the marketing of 

chloroquine and the company itself. To 

make matters worse, this company was 

used as an example of success in 

confronting the pandemic by President 

Bolsonaro precisely because of the use of 

drugs like chloroquine and the 

"research" that had been conducted to 

prove its effectiveness. 

Conclusion 

This text focused on how this 

interview with a prestigious doctor and 

researcher in Brazil with an important 

career and who was always in the media 

promoting health to the population, but 

who, in the end, took the path of 

scientific denialism, wrapped in a web of 

ideological, political and financial 

interests, happened. Once again, 

unfortunately, not even after his death 

has Dr Wong's name ceased to be used 

for the denial of science and logic. In a 

letter published by his family, it was 

described his illness until his death, 

criticizing the disclosure of the 

information that he had been infected by 

Covid-19, but confirming it, pointing out 

that he would have received all the early 

treatment, with all the main medications 

(hydroxychloroquine, Ivermectin and 

Azithromycin) and even a frightening 

introduction of ozone in the intestine 

(ozone therapy (MARTÍNEZ-

SÁNCHEZ, RE, 2012)), with the 

approval of his family and the medical 

team that treated him. 

The absurd and unscientifically 

based anal treatment, ozone therapy, and 

the digestive bleeding Dr Wong had may 

be unrelated, but it is a big coincidence. 

His rapid worsening and the use of that 

cocktail of useless Covid-19 drugs may 

also be coincidental; however, the 

question remains: if there was a belief 
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that there was no such relationship, why 

was a false cause of death publicized? 

The explanation is simple, not even the 

defenders of the Health Plan company 

and preventive and early treatment can 

defend the indefensible, so it is better to 

falsify, to hide. It is a very lamentable 

outcome of a life history marked by work 

in favor of good medicine and good 

science, but everything leads us to 

believe he was a victim of the dangerous 

scientific denialism that he insisted on 

following, prescribing, and divulging. 

Brazilian denialism kills people (SILVA, 

2021e), and reputations. 

Dr Wong, unfortunately, passed 

away and ended up not seeing how 

wrong his predictions were. However, it 

is expected that all the others involved, 

television and radio channels, besides the 

journalists who participated in the 

magazine, will be held responsible for 

spreading false information, which may 

(and should) have disoriented many and 

caused many deaths in the middle of the 

pandemic. In May 2023, the first 

sentences will be issued, one of 10 

million reais and another of 45 million 

reais, against medical entities, 

companies, laboratories and an 

"educational" center for spreading false 

news that put the population at risk and 

may it be the first of many others to 

inhibit this kind of practice in the future. 
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