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Opinion

Peter Piper picked a peck of pickle pepper. A peck of pickle
pepper Peter Piper picked. If Peter Piper picked a peck of pickle
pepper, where’s the peck of pickle pepper Peter Piper picked?

As childish as this tongue twister sounds, it asks a profound
question-shouldn’t anyone who claims to have done or discovered
something be able to provide indisputable evidence? Today when
we hear, think or talk of scientific theories or inventions specific
names come to mind. Almost like a Pavlovian response we think
Darwin when we think evolution, Einstein when we think relativity,
Newton when we remember gravity and Zuckerberg when we talk
of Facebook. But how many of these individuals actually borrowed
and built upon the work of other forgotten or hidden figures? How
many of these great names even descended so low as to plagiarize
and outright steal the work of others? I myself am a victim of
plagiarism. “Cellular Dust” [1] the term I coined to describe the
microzymas was hijacked by some unscrupulous elements [2] and
used to describe vesicles barely a year later! [3]. Assuming we were
doing some short test in some twilight zone and were given the
following questions

1.  The famous formula e=mc2 was discovered by
I. Olinto De Pretto in 1903
ii.  Albert Einstein in 1905

2. The principles and experiments that formed the basis of
the food preservation technique known as pasteurization were
first enunciated and performed by

i. Pierre Bechamp
ii.  Louis Pasteur

3. Facebook was created by
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i. Cameron and Tyler Winklevoss

ii.  Mark Zuckerberg

4.  Calculus (integration and differentiation) was invented by
i. Gottfried Leibniz

ii.  Isaac Newton

5.  The equation for gravitation was discovered by

i. Robert Hooke

ii.  Isaac Newton

Did you pick the A’s or the ‘B’s in the preceding test? Most
people would probably pick the ‘B’s, but the evidence for picking
the ‘A’s is stronger than you think! It is on record that Albert Einstein
spoke and wrote Italian, the language in which Olinto De Pretto
published the 62 page paper entitled “Ipotesi dell’Etere nella Vita
dell’'Universo” [Hypothesis of Aether In The Life Of The Universe] in
the Atti del reale Instituto Veneto di Scienze, Lettere ed Arti Volume
LXIII [Proceedings of The Royal Veneto Institute of Science, Letters
and Arts]. The paper was endorsed by the well-known astronomer
Giovanni Schiaparelli. It is theoretically possible that Albert Einstein
read Olinto De Pretto’s paper and plagiarized it! [4] Olinto De Pretto
was shot to death not long after, so Einstein could easily have gotten
away with it.

For many years Louis Pasteur was a notorious believer in
spontaneous generation. In other words when milk became sour or
food got rotten it was the food itself that had created the germs just
like that! It took the experiments of the Professor of Medicine and
Chemistry Antoine Pierre Bechamp to prove that the germs came
from the air, not the food. So, if you sealed the food in an air tight

container you could slow down or stop the rot. Hear the professor
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in his own words: “I will now describe the fundamental experiment,
the results whereof have completely changed the aspect of science
with regard to the relations of chemistry and physiology with
fermentation, such as they were still imagined to be at the end of
the year 1857, after the theory of Cagniard de Latour in relation to
yeast had been rejected. In 1854 it was conceded that cane sugar
dissolved in water altered of itself and became transformed into
what is called invert sugar, because the solution which deviated
the plane of polarization to the right deviated it to the left after
the alteration. The inverted sugar was also called grape sugar.
The phenomenon of this alteration was called inversion. With the
reference to the other researches I resolved to verify the fact and
in the month of May 1854, I left to themselves in a closed flask, in
the presence of a small volume of air, at ordinary temperature, in a
diffused light some aqueous solutions of pure cane sugar.

After several months I found that the sugar solutions in pure
distilled water were partly inverted. At the beginning of 1855 I
published the observations as a verification of the admitted fact,
but I mentioned at the same time the presence of a mould in the
inverting liquor. It is not an unusual thing to see moulds to appear
in aqueous solutions of the most diverse substances, that was why,
in the then state of science and of the contradictory assertions
regarding the experiments of Schwann, [ would not assert anything
beyond the fact. I noted merely that in the solutions to which I had
added chloride of calcium, or chloride of zinc, the inversion had not
taken place and no mould had appeared. To find an explanation of
these differences I made various experiments, commencing in 1855
and continued them to the month of December 1857. Among these
experiments, all accordant with one another, I select two, because,
reducing the problem to its simplest expression, they leave no room
for doubt concerning the legitimacy of the conclusions I deduced
from them- the first conclusion was that: the solution of cane sugar
in distilled water remains indefinitely unchanged when, having
been boiled, it is preserved in an absolutely full closed vase. The
second was: the same solution, whether boiled or not, left in a vessel
in the presence of a limited volume of air permits the appearance of
colourless moulds, generally myellinated, and the solution becomes
completely inverted in the course of time, while the liquor reddens
litmus paper, that is to say, becomes acid. To prove that the volume
of air left in the closed flask has nothing to do with the inversion it
suffices to add beforehand a small quantity of creosote.....these two
experiments demonstrated to me clearly that the presence of the
air was essential for the inversion to take place and for the moulds
to be born.... [5].
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A few years later “Pasteurization” took off. In all fairness,
Pasteurization ought to be called Bechampization! It has been
reported that the prototype of Facebook was actually invented
by the famous Olympian Winklevoss twin brothers, who hired
Zuckerberg-who then pulled the rug out from under them. It is on
record that the Winklevoss brothers took Mark Zuckerberg to court
and were actually awarded millions of dollars in damages! [6]

That Leibniz and Newton both invented calculus is not disputed.
The controversy is who discovered it first. What is certain is that
the dy-dx system used today was the notation invented by Leibniz.
The clumsy dotted x notation advocated by Isaac Newton is dead as
adodo! “Newton’s” equation of gravitation is identical to the earlier
published inverse square law used for sound in a gas. The law is no
different from Coulomb’s equation for electrostatics either. It takes
no stretch of the imagination to suspect Isaac Newton “borrowed”
the law from Robert Hooke. It is well documented, the intense
hatred Newton had for Hooke. Newton once had Hooke’s portrait
destroyed, not merely removed, when Isaac Newton became head of
The Royal Society. In that age before photography existed, the result
is that today no one knows for sure what Robert Hooke looked like!
[7]. The bottom line is that scientists and inventors are human too-
and subject to all the foibles, jealousies, hatred and pettiness that
plague the holoi poloi. The beauty and genius of the peer review
process and recourse to the courts and the justice system is what
will inevitably ever separate the pedadogue, plagiarist, pretender
and pilferer!!
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