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Something is rotten… and it´s not just in Denmark


Since the beginning of the pandemic doctors, patients and specialists have warned about how strange the “new coronavirus” was: the way it spread and its ability to be lethal, and also the exceptional damages that have been registered. The origin was “certified” as natural, the world was put under alarm, citizens were forced to stay at home, outdoor activities or even the possibility of practicing sports were banned. We were given a unique vision of the pandemic and of what was right: the use of masks, social distance, confinement. We were told that until most of the population was vaccinated, we would not see a way out of the pandemic. A massive vaccination campaign started, even though the vaccines were experimental, and at the same time all possible treatment was denied, even when it came to drugs with almost zero adverse effects.


However, so many things were hidden from us that it is impossible not to suspect. For example, only many months after the pandemic began, and due to complaints from different places, they had to admit that laboratory work to increase the pathogenic capacity of coronaviruses existed and had been carried out for a long time. We were later told that this work was precisely to take care of humanity in the face of the possibility of natural mutations that end up unleashing a pandemic, as it did. If so, why hide it? The proximity between the alleged place of origin, the wet market of the city of Wuhan, and the Wuhan Institute of Virology where precisely manipulations of highly dangerous coronavirus pathogens were carried out was initially indicated as an absolute coincidence. But it was later known that the United States funded such studies and that Dr. Fauci, director of the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID) was funneling money to that laboratory, after it was suggested that the studies were too dangerous to continue being carried out in local laboratories (which had been done at least since 1999, in Universities and military labs).


The scandal involving the fact that Dr Fauci himself, along with the CDC and a coronavirus expert named Dr Baric, have laboratory-modified coronavirus patents, which are even previous to the first SARS-CoV outbreak in 2002, is just one among many. Information management is key in this horror story: with terrified citizens who followed the minute by minute increase in cases and deaths, manipulation is easier, and so is the waiver of precious rights such as freedom. This story is mixed with a handful of powerful and visionary people who could predict almost exactly what we have experienced since the beginning of 2020, clear economic interests both in patents and in the development of vaccines, a control of citizens, a total censorship through the media and big tech, so that people only have access to “reliable information” (and not to the delusions of the conspirators). We will review in the pages that follow all those points that make us suspect of this pandemic.


•





Natural made to measure


The origin of the “new coronavirus” originally called SARS-CoV2 and later renamed COVID-19, is located in the city of Wuhan around or December 2019. The origin has been pointed in the wet market of that city, since the first cases described coincided in the fact of working there or having visited the market in the days before becoming infected. Let us remember that at the beginning of the pandemic there were cross accusations between the United States (then with Trump as president) and China. While the US government said that if they found China had acted with negligence they would make them pay for the damages, from China they slipped the possibility that the US delegation that had participated in the Military Olympics a few weeks earlier had brought the virus with them to China.


The fact that in that same city, and very close to the wet market, is the Wuhan Institute of Virology, which has a level 4 biosafety laboratory (BSL4, which allows the study of pathogens as those that cause SARS or Ebola), aroused many suspicions. There was also information about Chinese doctors who had disappeared after denouncing the existence of an atypical virus in the weeks before the outbreak became known, and about doctors who reported that they were being silenced. Being information from an authoritarian and control state, where everything is supervised by the Communist Party, these news remained in the zone of unverifiable rumors.


The so-called “Novel Coronavirus” (named by the WHO, on February 11, 2020 with the name of COVID-19, “Corona Virus Disease”, to which the year 2019 is added) was notified to the WHO for the first time on December 31, 2019: there were several cases of patients with pneumonia, carrying an unknown virus, in the Chinese city of Wuhan. The virus was isolated on January 7 (a speed that also aroused suspicion), and then it was learned that it was from the family of coronaviruses, which include influenza and SARS. Chinese authorities announced the first death from this virus on January 11. But the virus was already spreading around the world. On January 30, the WHO declared a global emergency due to the coronavirus, with about 170 deaths, and on March 11 it declared the virus a “global pandemic”. At that time there were more than four thousand deaths worldwide, and especially 118,000 confirmed cases. The emphasis on cases (and not on deaths) is important to note, because some years before the WHO itself had changed the guidelines to define a pandemic based on cases, and not on deaths as was done up to that time.


Until then, the mortality rate was very low (between 0.2 and 0.4%) and the overwhelming majority of deaths occurred in the older population. However, the narrative of fear was already underway: screens around the world showed the minute by minute increase in cases, deaths were counted one by one and images of intensive care in north Italy were broadcast live.


On March 17, 2020, in the scientific journal Nature published the article “The proximal Origin of SARS-Cov-2”1, which was signed by five scientists. The article concluded that the virus was not a laboratory construct nor was it previously manipulated on purpose. Among the arguments they gave, the first was that the receptors of the Spike protein are capable of easily mutating (something that scientists had already discovered and had been working on for at least two decades). Beyond the explanations of genomes or scientific specificities that cannot be analyzed here, the conclusion of the article warns that whatever it is, it is impossible to determine the real origin of the virus: “Although the evidence shows that SARS-CoV-2 is not a purposefully manipulated virus, it is currently impossible to prove or disprove the other theories of its origin described here”.


Already at that time many scientists warned that it was not a natural virus: it was reported that the genetic sequence contained parts copied identically from other viruses such as HIV, and it was reported that the genetic sequence did not appear to be the product of a natural mutation. It is important to rescue the article from Nature because it was used as “scientific evidence” (as it is a paper published in a scientific journal with the “peer reviewed” criteria), to justify the natural origin of the virus. It was also used by the “fact checkers” to justify that any argument indicating a non-natural origin was only part of a conspiracy theory. It was part of the narrative orchestrated to give certainties and guidelines, and to dismiss any contrary opinion. The idea was installed that the virus was natural and that it had probably passed from bats (common carriers of coronaviruses), through intermediary animals such as the pangolin or the civet cat, to humans. The place of this passage from one species to another was located in the Wuhan market, where such animals are traded, and attempts were made to cover up any other ideas.


But doubts about the origin of the virus, over the months, returned to the Wuhan laboratory. This time, the scientists again claimed that the chances of a natural mutation were extremely low, and confirmed what Nobel Prize winner Luc Montagner had said at the beginning of the pandemic: it was not a natural virus. Scientists like Drs. Dr. Steven Quay (founder of Atossa Therapeutics) and Richard Muller (main investigator at Berkeley National Laboratory) explain that there are 36 types of amino acid sequence combinations2. Gain of function studies alter the genome to make it more powerful, and the most widely used combination of amino acids is CGG-CGG, which is highly unlikely in nature. This is precisely the combination that the “new coronavirus” presents.
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A “highly treatable” virus


In the first months of the pandemic, several treatments were tested: from convalescent plasma and monoclonal antibodies, to the great “Solidarity Trial” with which the WHO intended to unify data from different centers around the world, to provide “supervised” information. There were several voices that were raised in those first months, saying that hydroxychloroquine or ivermectin were effective in treating the virus. But eventually all of these treatments were disregarded, and WHO reports concluded that none of the treatments were effective. The same happened with Chlorine Dioxide, which was labeled a “poison” and which, by the way, entered the censored list of information that had to be filtered. If chlorine dioxide is not an approved and proven drug (we could say the same about vaccines), the other treatments are: they have been in the pharmaceutical market for decades, they have passed all the tests and trials and, in particular, they have practically zero side effects. But they were dismissed for “not being effective”: with this, there is no possible treatment for coronavirus. When a patient’s condition worsens, they are admitted and given oxygen or, if required, mechanical ventilation.
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