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Author Notes on Why I Am Here in This Battle for Humanity


When Thomas Jefferson wrote the Declaration of Independence, he used documents that had already been written. Approximately one third of the declaration came from the writings of British citizens in the 1600s regarding their grievances with King Charles I and King Charles II. The remaining two thirds came from the Flemish Declaration of Independence in 1581, Het Plakkaat van Verlatinge en de Declaration of Independence, frequently shortened to the Plakkaat van Verlatinge.


A declaration is not a set of laws or governing rules, but a statement, or, in this instance, a declaration of war. The laws of this land are laid out in the US Constitution, as you shall see later in this book.


At least four Fleming bloodlines (cognatus, in Latin), including mine, come from Rollo Vlamingen. Both Vlamingen (Norwegian) and Fleming (Flemish/Belgian) mean “wanderer,” an appropriate name for Vikings. Understandably, while others were comfortable in their homes, my ancestors were wandering the planet—initially raiding, perhaps, but later becoming part of the people they conquered and establishing governments.1 On 24 December 1776, Captain Fleming, rather than staying home, joined General George Washington crossing the Delaware,2 delivering a special Christmas present to the German Hessian British mercenaries.


On 6 December 2021, I sat down with attorney Richard Stone and Texas court reporter Karen Escher, Texas CSR3 number 5536, at the former McKinney Court House in McKinney, Texas, and provided recorded testimony under oath.4


In Norse mythology,5 the world tree, or tree of life, is known as Yggdrasill; which is pictured as follows. Although it’s acceptable to call Nordic beliefs pagan and scientific phylogenic schemes classifying all life on earth science, it is nevertheless interesting to note the similarities.


Yggdrasill represents life in the universe—the similarities and differences between the realms and the different life forms, or species. These forms of life are all connected genetically. Changing those genetics artificially breaks or disconnects the species, with the potential for creating life that shouldn’t be in existence or extinguishing life already in existence. As you read through this book, I encourage you to ask whether the gain-of-function alterations in species, or the utilization of genetic vaccines coupled with CRISPR (clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats) technology, are helping humanity or breaking the tree of life.
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As the divisions between us split the very core of Yggdrasill and the fracturing of life through gain-of-function, CRISPR, genetic vaccines, and eugenics alters the genetic code of life, will we be smart enough to learn from our past mistakes, or will we continue on a path to potential extinction?


The slides available through QR codes included throughout the chapters and appendixes are derived from the slides I have put together for presentations over many years. Each QR code will include one or more slides and an MP3 audio file, an MP4 video, or both. The audio and video files will help explain the material on the slides. Additional information is available at https://www.FlemingMethod.com and https://www.10Letters.org, in addition to https://www.crimesagainsthumanitytour.com and multiple other Internet sites. The information provided on these sites is free. To the best of my knowledge, this is the first book to combine old (written text) and modern (internet, slides, mp3 and mp4) technologies at a time when there is a desperate need for transparency, evidence, and truth. My legal colleagues would insist that I include that this book is not offering you medical or legal advice.


Chapter 6 is written in a format that can be used by prosecuting attorneys to indict, prosecute, and convict the criminals involved. For everyone wanting bullet points, this is your chapter; because a criminal indictment, like a civil complaint, lays out the critical items that, when proven, show beyond a reasonable doubt that a crime or crimes have been committed. We will cover civil litigation in chapter 5 and the legislative action and change needed in chapter 8.


Those chapters, in the context of the entire book, provide everything a prosecutor could ever want to win the case; but, alone, they lend themselves to a criminal indictment that will hold up in court. I have promised to provide this to you, the people of the United States of America, to the citizens of the world, and to the prosecutors who took an oath to uphold and defend the Constitution of the United States of America and the Constitution of the State where they are a prosecutor.


CARPE DIEM QUAM MINIMUM CREDULA POSTERO!


“Take on the day, and do not trust in tomorrow!”


Over the last four to five years, others and I have noted materials disappearing from the Internet, including published research material. Should anyone desire to remove any of the materials included or referenced in this book, please don’t waste your time. I have secured PDFs, screen shots, and hard and computer copies of everything.


In their efforts to control and achieve physical immortality, the individuals carrying out these bioweapon, CRISPR, and eugenics programs have a backup plan that allows them to experiment with our physical makeup (deoxyribonucleic acid, or DNA), while simultaneously buying the time necessary to achieve that endgame. If necessary, they are taking the steps, as best they can, to secure their immortality by being able to save as much of their physical and mental selves, using robotics and artificial intelligence (AI). The battle over AI, eugenics, and biowarfare, which is sold to us as a way to make humanity better (build back better), is just beginning.


I’m not a man, not a machine…. I’m more!


John Connor in Terminator Genisys


There is a new world coming. The question, as you read this book and make decisions about what to do next, is what type of world it will be and what your role will be in it. If you fail to act or decide to go quietly into that good night, then your fate is sealed. If you take responsibility for your actions and demand that others do the same, then you not only can shape the future but also have the people you care about be a part of it. More than a tool to be used by someone else, you can be an instrument of your own choosing.


Nothing could be more appropriate at this time than to be reminded of the following quotes from movies designed to both entertain you and make you think:


Sarah Connor: “Genisys is a Trojan horse, Skynet’s way into everything.”


Kyle Reese: “These people are inviting their own extinction in through the front door, and they don’t even know it.”


From Terminator Genisys


Then there are questions posed about the world:


“The Matrix is a system, Neo. That system is our enemy. But when you’re inside, you look around, what do you see? Businessmen, teachers, lawyers, carpenters, the very minds of the people we are trying to save. But until we do, these people are still a part of that system and that makes them our enemy. You have to understand, most of these people are not ready to be unplugged. And many of them are so inert, so hopelessly dependent on the system, that they will fight to protect it.”


“Unfortunately, no one can be told what the Matrix is. You have to see it for yourself.”


“The Matrix is the world that has been pulled over your eyes to blind you from the truth.”


“The Matrix is a computer-generated dream world, built to keep us under control in order to change a human being into this” [holding a copper-top D-cell battery].


Dialogue between Morpheus and Neo, The Matrix


What is real? How do you define real?


“This is your last chance. After this, there is no turning back. You take the blue pill—the story ends, you wake up in your bed and believe whatever you want to believe. You take the red pill—you stay in Wonderland and I show you how deep the rabbit-hole goes.”


“I’m trying to free your mind, Neo. But I can only show you the door. You’re the one that has to walk through it.”


Dialogue between Morpheus and Neo, The Matrix


The only question you, the reader, need to ask yourself now, is do you take the blue pill, put this book down, and wake up in your bed believing what you want? Or do you take the red pill, read this book, and walk through the door to help change the world for the better?


I can only show you the door. You’re the one who has to walk through it.









Use of QR Codes in This Book


More than forty QR codes are placed throughout this book, allowing you access to that material. That material provides evidence I consider important for you to know. Even if you do not completely understand the material, it is important for you to be exposed to it. Then when others doubt what you have to say, you can point to the material, knowing you are right and help others to learn. Sharing knowledge and information is one of the best ways for a free people to remain free.


Using the QR codes links will also allow you to look at the material in color and at larger size. Please refer to appendix G to find a QR code for any images reproduced in black and white and at smaller sizes in the pages of this book.


The best way to use these QR codes is to open the code the first time it is presented. Look at the slides, listen to all the MP3 audio files and watch any MP4 video files on the page. The audio and video files will explain all of the slides on the page. Leave the QR link open until you come to the place in the book pertaining to the last slide on the page. Then close the QR code, and wait for the next QR code to appear in these pages and repeat. Only a few QR codes have just one slide.









Action Points


Read this book until you understand it.


IF YOU ARE AN AMERICAN


• Go to www.10Letters.org, and send the cover letter and indictment letter to both your governor and attorney general in your state.


• Call your state and federal elected senators, representatives, and governor, and White House, and demand the following actions:


• Criminal indictment and prosecution of those responsible for the biological gain-of-function bioweapon crimes.


• Change specified laws to restore the balance of power back to the people, and remove the federal government from the practice and control of science and medicine.


IF YOU ARE NOT AN AMERICAN


• Support the American people as we take action to hold these criminals accountable.


• Take action in your country to hold your criminals accountable for their biological gain-of-function bioweapon crimes and eugenics actions.


FOR EVERYONE


• Change the world to make it better; hold yourself and those you elect legally accountable.


• Share this information with everyone. Educate, share, change.









Foreword


On August 6, 1945, a single plane flew over the small city of Hiroshima, nestled in between mountains on the western edge of the main island of Honshu, Japan. That plane, the Enola Gay, dropped a single atomic bomb that detonated six hundred meters above the ground and instantly killed more than forty thousand people. That moment represented a paradigm shift in warfare, and the world as we knew it would never be the same, geopolitically or technologically.


Three days later a second atomic bomb was dropped on the city of Nagasaki, and as a result of those two attacks the Empire of Japan ultimately surrendered to the United States, thus ending the Second World War. Crucially, after those attacks, the United States publicly declared that it had created a new weapon, and that announcement served as a warning to all of mankind that we as a species should be careful not to abuse this newly developed technology.


Sometime in the fall of 2019, a new virus appeared and began spreading in the city of Wuhan, China. Although the world does not yet know it, there has been another paradigm shift in warfare, one that presents an even more existential threat to our species than the nuclear arms race sparked in the wake of Hiroshima. Unlike in 1945, this new paradigm shift took place without public proclamations afterward of what had occurred; in fact, the opposite took place: intense censorship was instituted to hide it.


That censorship began first in the scientific literature and spread even faster than the virus around the world, led by Western scientists, including doctors Anthony Fauci, Francis Collins, Jeremy Farrar, and many others who would go on to play vital roles in coordinating the response to the pandemic.


The new paradigm shift is in biological weapons development, not nuclear weapons:


For the physicists who worked on atomic energy and radioactivity, there is a before and an after Hiroshima. Virology will have to be thought of—and connected—in a similar way, starting from Wuhan.1


On June 16, 2023, my friend Dr. Kevin McCairn and I arrived in Hiroshima on what could be described as a kind of pilgrimage. (I’d spent my career in the Marine Corps as a chemical, biological, radiological, nuclear [CBRN] defense specialist.) As we sat in a restaurant overlooking the ground-zero memorial park that marked the spot where the first atomic bomb detonated, I received text messages from a friend of mine who was on active duty as a Marine Corps officer. He described how he had personally witnessed two fellow military men in their early thirties collapse from strokes in the previous seven days, at least one of whom had died. To put that into perspective, in my entire career, I had never been stationed anywhere where a single marine died of noncombat-related anything that wasn’t tied to drugs, alcohol, suicide, or murder. This officer personally witnessed two strokes in one week, and those weren’t even the first ones he’d seen during the previous two years.


What the world needs to understand is that those sudden deaths are part of the same paradigm shift that global politicians and public health officials continue to gaslight the public about: a paradigm shift in biological warfare.


Like Kevin and I, Dr. Fleming is not a journalist or politician; he is a scientist, researcher, and doctor who has independently and collaboratively worked to uncover the truth about the SARS-COV-2 virus, and the historical lines of research that have clear and direct ties to decades of biological weapons research and development. He is also a lawyer who is working tirelessly to compile evidence and hold those responsible for the creation and spread of the virus accountable for crimes against humanity.


Each of us has faced intense censorship, financial hardship, and attempts to discredit us and our findings, rather than any attempt to learn more about the evidence we have found or the implications that are clearly derived from them. However, each of us has persisted in our investigations, and over time our findings and conclusions have been repeatedly confirmed.


In this book Dr. Fleming goes beyond bioweapons development to expose the background and impact of medical malfeasance upon a population whose human rights of informed consent and protections against medical experimentation have been violated repeatedly by the public health authorities sworn to uphold those rights. He warns of the dangers associated with the emerging biotechnologies and lays out the twisted philosophical rationales used to justify the human-rights abuses that continue to be inflicted upon us. And, as he did in his previous book, Dr. Fleming continues to lay out the methods and mechanisms through which we can fight back.


Ultimately, it is our responsibility to ensure that the lessons of this paradigm shift are learned; as Dr. Fleming warns us in this book, the costs of inaction could be existential.


—Charles H. Rixey, MA, MBA


Researcher for DRASIC


Retired USMC Staff Sergeant


WMD Instructor for USMC











CHAPTER 1


Why You Should Read This Book


The United States of America, the once shiny city on the hill, has become the Gotham of the world, where criminals no longer hide in the shadows but have taken control of the military-industrial complex, the courts, government, and law, and with it, physicians and the practice of medicine. The elite control the system, and the average everyday American hides in fear of his or her government. People try to hide from the all-seeing eyes of the government, hoping to eke out a living and be left alone. In this Gotham state of America, gain-of-function bioweapons have been developed for use whenever those in power find it necessary to control the masses. Control has been leveraged for the elite, allowing fulfillment of an age-old desire for ultimate control—over who is enslaved and who isn’t, over who lives and who dies.


Before you decide to fully surrender the shining city on the hill and hope for the world, you should remember that just because you were not born into these families or this power doesn’t mean you are powerless. You can act. You can drive back, defeat, and destroy this darkness—you, your friends, and all of us together.


It’s not who you are descended from that defines you, but history will ultimately be written about what you do and who you are. Be what destroys the dark.


This book looks at the events that have shaped the human quest for genetic purity. It takes a critical, what some would consider harsh, look at the events that have shaped human history as people clustered into small groups, originally for protection. Later, people’s tendency to cluster altered the way in which we perceived each other.


This perception eventually led to differences that not only separated us from each other but also potentially ultimately weaken us. In the ultimate quest for power and dominion over others, these individuals have used the skill and knowledge of scientists, some well-intentioned and others not so much, for their own purpose. That need to control others and dominate has led to efforts to produce the ultimate human being, a human being without genetic flaws, without health problems, and with the potential to almost achieve immortality.


To obtain such a human required an unraveling of that which makes us: our genetic code, which is written using only four nucleosides (adenine, cytosine, guanine, and thymine). Combined like computer code, these four nucleosides make up our DNA; that defines our strengths and weaknesses. When combined with our environment (what we eat, breathe, expose ourselves to, and so forth), it determines our health and well-being. It helps determine if you will have heart disease, cancer, diabetes, and so much more, including how long you will live.


Controlling DNA would give one ultimate physical power and control of oneself and others. With the decoding of the human genome, the introduction of pseudouridine into mRNA (messenger ribonucleic acid), the discovery of CRISPR that allows bacteria to protect themselves from viruses, paving the pathway for genetic vaccines, and the gain-of-function research that led to SARS-COV-2, science has advanced far enough to make the next leap—the final leap, the leap to potentially achieving physical immortality.


To obtain this immortality leap requires manipulating human DNA to determine what works and what doesn’t. As you can imagine, such a leap would normally take a long time, unless there was a way to accelerate the learning curve.


To achieve such a leap, instead of researching slowly and methodically as science usually does, it would be necessary to do something that hasn’t been done for almost eighty years: mass (eugenic) experimentation. By carrying out multiple research projects on a large group of individuals, one would be able to acquire the needed knowledge more quickly. The more people one could experiment on and the more varied the experiments, the greater the chance of finding the desired result.


But how could a researcher obtain such a massive number of individuals willing to participate in a research project where a bad outcome could result in death? The answer is fear and control. This is not the same thing as mass psychosis, which is when someone decides that people who disagree with him or her must be delusional. What I am talking about is the direct manipulation of people to believe they are being protected by the person in power.


Convincing people that their lives were at risk and that those who don’t participate are somehow a threat to the lives of those who do, then concentration camps1 or a Stanford experiment2 would not be needed. Fearful people would willingly comply. In fact, they would put pressure on others to agree to be part of the experiment.


As Hermann Göring said at his Nuremberg trial,3 all that is required for a leader to get people to do what he wants is to convince them of a threat that can be dealt with if the they will simply do what they are told and consider anyone who objects to be a threat.


Would people be willing to give up their individual rights and liberties against what they consider their better judgment? If history has taught us anything, the answer to that question is unquestionable yes.4 That has plagued humanity since our beginning. The segregation of people into groups of like-minded individuals who do not question will reinforce them to go along with what they are told to do by the people in power.
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Are we so predictable that, like a rat in a (Skinner) box, we will “press a bar” and choose to cluster together in groups like our ancestors did? Will we isolate and insulate ourselves from any and all fears, instead of facing the truth? Will we blindly follow those in power, as Göring explained, as we did after the 911 attacks, surrendering ourselves to the control of others whose motives might very well be different from our own? Or will we question the motives of others, call for them to be held accountable, and be willing to pay whatever price is required of us as John F. Kennedy did5 in an effort to find the truth and protect humanity?


Rather than speculate or provide opinions, this book provides a record of the documented events showing who has been involved in this very focused search for the Holy Grail of immortality that not everyone is going to be part of. In looking at this record, you will see some parts of human and US history that will make you feel very uncomfortable; they show that something is rotten in the United States of America. The country founded on principles of freedom, human rights, and opposition to tyranny has played a critical role in the potential extinction of humanity.


Our future is not completely written in stone, and there is still time to correct the direction we are heading. But changing course means we must take action to recover the foundation of the United States before we cross the threshold from which we cannot return. This action is to hold these people criminally responsible for what they have been doing and to prevent them from continuing their program.


As with Adolf Hitler and Nazi Germany, which merely adopted the eugenics program already underway in the United States, we must hold these people accountable for their criminal violations of the Biological Weapons Convention (BWC) Treaty and 18 United States Code (USC) Section (§) 175, and halt their programs until scientific review can be transparently conducted. If we do not, then we have given them the opportunity and ability to determine the final outcome—yours, mine, our children’s, and humanity’s.




The ramifications of not acting are very simple. I want you to stop and think long and hard about the following scenario. You are an average human. There is heart disease, cancer, diabetes, obesity, or some disability or disease in your family. You have defective genes and probably a defective lifestyle, including eating too much, smoking, or drinking too much. You are a burden to society, and it costs to keep you alive. Money and resources could be directed elsewhere to enrich humanity that is healthy, productive, and vital to society. Therefore, your children and grandchildren are taken away and placed in camps, where they will be allowed to die, and you will never reproduce again. Your bloodline has ended. You will be terminated. Is this worth fighting for? Is any of this worth fighting for? If the answer is yes, then meet me on the battlefield,6 and go to www.10Letters.org to help bring this battle home to those who are responsible. No war or battle was ever won on the defensive; it is only when you take the battle to the enemy that you have any hope of victory, any hope for survival or the life you want.
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CHAPTER 2


Understanding How We Got Here


This chapter lays the foundation for not only understanding how we got to this place in history but also appreciating why we are here. What are the underlying themes, be they strengths or weaknesses?1 Those who fail to learn from history are destined to repeat it.


Searching for Human Immortality


If you were to ask people whom genetic purity and the killing of people considered inferior makes them think of, most would name Adolf Hitler. What if I told you that Hitler’s Germany was merely part of a greater experiment designed to restore the longevity of humanity as reported in both the Torah2 and Christian Bible;3 a longevity culminating with Methuselah who reportedly lived to 969 years of age.
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These passages indicate human life spans progressively increased, up to Methuselah, followed by a steady decline in life spans until the depiction of a great flood—reported by many cultures around the world—with a significant reduction in longevity and appearance of disease, first mentioned in Exodus:


If you will diligently listen to the voice of the Lord your God, and do that which is right in his eyes, and give ear to his commandments and keep all his statutes, I will put none of the diseases on you that I put on the Egyptians, for I am the Lord, your healer.4


Slavery—Subjugation


With the appearance of disease, shortened life spans, and related fears, no wonder people have clustered together to seek why they should be the superior ones who should live eternally. This search for immortality and superiority gave rise to nation-states, religious and cultural differences, and the conquest of other people, subjugating them to the role of a lesser person or slave. Many are still struggling with the consequences of subjugation, with many seeking retributions for enslavement that was not theirs from people who did not enslave them.


For many who owned slaves, slaves were thought of just like any other chattel besides real estate. Most people envision the southern United States and the Civil War—or as my Southern friends refer to it, the War Between the States, noting there was nothing civil about the war.


But slavery dates back many thousands of years, and you need not look any further than modern theological texts detailing how Egyptians enslaved those they conquered. The conquered were a free workforce for the Egyptians, but, as history has repeatedly shown us, enslaved people are not happy.5 However, long before the Jewish people were enslaved in Egypt, Pharaoh Sneferu of the twenty-sixth century BCE distinguished between laborers and “servants” who were “bound for life.”6


The history of human slavery extends throughout the centuries and across all continents, including Europe, Scandinavia, Asia, Africa, and North and South America, and it exists today in countries such as North Korea, Eritrea, Mauritania, Saudi Arabia, Turkey, Tajikistan, the United Arab Emirates, and Russia. This modern version of slavery includes forced labor, debt bondage, forced marriages, and human trafficking.7


During the beginning of European settlement of the United States, more than 70 percent of the slaves—an estimated 2.7 million8 men, women and children—brought to the New World came via British and Portuguese slave trading. Slave trade slowed in the early 1800s, but the newly founded United States did not guarantee that all were entitled to the same unalienable rights in its Declaration of Independence:9


We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.


Declaration of Independence, 4 July 1776


In fact, many of the Founding Fathers owned slaves, and some such as Thomas Jefferson fathered children10 with female slaves. The different opinions and attitudes between slave owners and the enslaved involved in this type of relationship is apparent. Five of the Native American Nations—the “civilized” tribes Cherokee, Chickasaw, Choctaw, Creek, and Seminole—formally recognized the institution of slavery.11




Clearly, the history of slavery is not as simple as white versus black but can be classified as different people versus different people, or the enslavement of the conquered. Mediterranean peoples owned Africans, Native Americans owned Africans, English owned Irish, Vikings owned Europeans, Chinese owned Japanese and vice versa, kings within their own country owned fellow countrymen and women, and so forth. One of the biggest mistakes that could be made in the discussion of slavery is that it was only about one racial group versus another. In fact, slavery existed on every continent among most if not all people.


Between 1850 and 1861 debates within the U.S. Congress12 were moving the United States closer to war, as divisions grew between those who saw slavery as a paid-for property right and those who saw this as a violation of the rights of others. When the bloodiest war on United States soil was about to begin, resulting in the abolition of slavery, another war had already begun, as discussions about genetic differences between species and people was evolving: A genetics war (eugenics) separated people based upon social standing, national origin, intelligence (IQ), and physical, mental, and religious differences. As with US slavery, the origin of this war was in Britain and the United States, but eugenics would soon play a major role in the sterilization of hundreds of thousands and the extermination of millions.


Eugenics (Slavery Version 2.0)—Sterilization and Extermination


Before the 1850s few had heard the term eugenics, but that was about to change.


In the seventeenth century the control of the Catholic Church over science was beginning to slowly unravel, following the house arrest of Galileo Galilei that began with his arrival in Rome on 13 February 1633.13 He was found guilty of heresy, technically not for telling people the earth revolved around the sun (heliocentric model of the solar system) as opposed to the other way around (geocentric model)14 but for telling people they did not need to accept the Church’s word for it. Instead, Galilei told people that if they stopped to think about the sun, earth, moon, stars, and other celestial bodies, that they too could figure out that the Church was wrong, and that the earth did in fact revolve around the sun.


The discussions first initiated by Thales (640–546 BCE), Xenophanes (576–480 BCE), Empedocles (495–435), Aristotle (384–322 BCE), and Roger Bacon (1220–1292) were soon to be raised again with the scientific investigation of different animal species, leading to two opposing positions. The first was led by Jean-Baptiste de Lamarck,15 who in 1809 proposed his evolutionary model, which included the erroneous idea that an animal could through want or need alter its body16 and pass that onto its offspring.


By contrast, Charles Darwin, following his five-year voyage (1831–1836) on the HMS Beagle, published his theory in November 1859, in the first edition of On the Origin of Species by Means of Natural Selection,17 in which he established five basic tenets:




• More individuals are born in each generation than can survive and reproduce.


• There are natural variations among individuals of the same species.


• Certain favorable characteristics have a better chance of surviving and reproducing.


• Many of these favorable characteristics are hereditary and can be passed on to offspring.


• Gradual changes can occur over long periods, which can be passed on to offspring.


Although they have been the source of continued debate, Darwin’s observations and his subsequent theory did not speculate on the origin of Homo sapiens sapiens, a.k.a. people. Even the term survival of the species was not coined by Darwin. It originated in 1864 with Herbert Spencer18 five years after Darwin’s book On the Origin of Species.


The next step in the evolution of human understanding was the concept of inheritance introduced by the Austrian monk Gregory Mendel19 (1822–1884) in 1865. Mendel had introduced the concept of autosomal dominant and recessive traits four years before the Swiss physiological chemist Friedrich Miescher first identified “nuclein” inside the nucleus of white blood cells (leukocytes) in 1869. Not until 1953 did James Watson and Francis Crick conclude that deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) was a three-dimensional double helix that contained the genetic code of life20 thirty-four years after Phoebus Levene initially proposed (1919) that DNA was composed of nucleotides consisting of multiple nucleoside-phosphate-sugar-base moiety (parts) sequences.


Mendel was either the most fortunate monk in history or he only presented the data he found useful for his published work on dominant-recessive traits. It turns out that the peas he was studying only had seven traits that followed this dominant-recessive pattern, and yet this would become the basis of the eugenics movement and later the plan for Hitler’s Germany.


The terms dominant and recessive defined the external appearance (phenotype) of the genetic (genotype) information. To show a recessive trait (e.g., blue eyes in people), you must have the same gene (blue) from both parents, whereas a dominant trait (nonblue eyes) means you could receive a blue gene from one parent while the other parent gave you a gene for brown eyes. You would then have brown eyes, but you would carry the blue recessive gene that you might pass on to one of your children.21


The focus on improving the genetic quality (eugenics) of the human population22 began a few decades after the War Between the States, in 1884, when London hosted the International Health Exhibition, which examined advanced public health outreach.23 In 1869, just before the 1884 exhibit, Charles Darwin’s half-cousin Francis Galton (1822–1911) published his book Hereditary Genius24 and discusses what he intended to prove with the text:




I propose to show in this book that a man’s natural abilities are derived by inheritance, under exactly the same limitations as are the form and physical features of the whole organic world. Consequently, as it is easy, notwithstanding those limitations, to obtain by careful selection a permanent breed of dogs or horses gifted with peculiar powers of running, or of doing anything else, so it would be quite practicable to produce a highly-gifted race of men by judicious marriages during several consecutive generations. I shall show that social agencies of an ordinary character, whose influences are little suspected, are at this moment working towards the degradation of human nature, and that others are working towards its improvement. I conclude that each generation has enormous power over the natural gifts of those that follow, and maintain that it is a duty we owe to humanity to investigate the range of that power, and to exercise it in a way that, without being unwise towards ourselves, shall be most advantageous to future inhabitants of the earth.


The general plan of my argument is to show that high reputation is a pretty accurate test of high ability; next to discuss the relationships of a large body of fairly eminent men—namely, the Judges of England from 166o to 1868, the Statesmen of the time of George III, and the Premiers during the last 100 years—and to obtain from these a general survey of the laws of heredity in respect to genius. Then I shall examine, in order, the kindred of the most illustrious Commanders, men of Literature and of Science, Poets, Painters, and Musicians, of whom history speaks. I shall also discuss the kindred of a certain selection of Divines and of modern Scholars. Then will follow a short chapter, by way of comparison, on the hereditary transmission of physical gifts, as deduced from the relationships of certain classes of Oarsmen and Wrestlers. Lastly, I shall collate my results, and draw conclusions.


Francis Galton, Hereditary Genius


Galton took Darwin’s work and applied the selective-breeding concept appreciated by most livestock farmers, to humans. Galton specifically asked whether it might be possible to


give the more suitable races of blood a better chance of prevailing over the less suitable than they otherwise would have had.


Francis Galton, Hereditary Genius


In 1883 Galton termed this practice eugenics,25 preceded by the 1870 reviews of his work in Nature that applauded his conclusions and stated that “his book will take rank as an important and valuable addition to the science of human nature.”26


By the beginning of the twentieth century, Britain’s elite were looking for a way to improve the strength, productivity, and health of the nation. Crime, poverty, and mental illness, it was thought, could all be solved. William Beveridge, the architect of the welfare state, along with the economist John Maynard Keynes, became proponents of eugenics, which led to the idea that forced sterilization could be used to remove “negative traits,” including specific mental disabilities, laziness, and criminality,27 which were thought to be inherited.




The British Eugenics Education Society was founded in London in 1907. This group argued that the feebleminded should be prevented from having children. Thirty years before Winston Churchill helped lead Britain to victory over Germany, Churchill was honorary vice president of this society. As you can see, there was an overwhelming belief that eugenics could purge Britain of its weak, infirm, and most-costly elements of society. In 1910 Churchill warned the then acting Prime Minster Herbert Henry Asquith of the “very terrible danger to the race posed by the multiplication of the unfit.” Churchill went on to propose forced sterilization and the prevention of marriage between the unfit.28 Churchill even envisioned planned labor colonies where the criminally feebleminded could be detained.


By the early twentieth century, millions of dollars were donated by the Carnegie Institute of Washington, the Rockefeller Foundation (which would become extremely influential in determining the course of American medicine), along with the Harriman and Kellogg Foundations, to prove that social problems were the result of defective genetics. Examples of this can be seen in appendix E.


If you doubt the intentions of those supportive of the eugenics movement, you need only look at their words and actions. These people (Theodore Roosevelt, Margaret Sanger, Alexander Graham Bell, Helen Keller, and many others), then as now, believed that many undesirable qualities, including criminality, prostitution, “feeblemindedness,” and other contributors to poverty were the result of genetically inherited characteristics, not environmental factors.


I wish very much that the wrong people could be prevented entirely from breeding. And when the evil nature of these people is sufficiently flagrant, this should be done. Criminals should be sterilized and feeble-minded persons forbidden to leave offspring behind them.


Theodore Roosevelt29


Margaret Sanger, a firm believer in eugenics and in discouraging people from becoming pregnant or stopping pregnancies before bringing babies to term, had the following to say:


I think the greatest sin in the world is bringing children into the world that have disease from their parents, that have no chance in the world to be a human being practically; delinquents, prisoners, all sorts of things, just marked when they’re born.


Margaret Sanger, 21 September 1957


interview by Mike Wallace30


In 1916 Sanger opened her first birth-control clinic. She advocated “improving the genetic composition of humans through controlled reproduction of different races and classes.”31




Margaret Sanger shared her opinions and beliefs in the Birth Control Review, for which she was editor:


I personally believe in the sterilization of the feeble-minded, the insane and the syphilitic.


“Birth Control and Racial Betterment,” February 1919


The most urgent problem today is how to limit and discourage the over-fertility of the mentally and physically defective.


“The Eugenic Value of Birth Control Propaganda,” October 1921


In 1923 Sanger made a racial reference to people as weeds:


It means the release and cultivation of the better racial elements in our society, and the gradual suppression, elimination and eventual extirpation [destruction] of defective stocks—those human weeds which threaten the blooming of American civilization.


8 April 1923 New York Times interview


Survival of the species (us) is frequently dependent upon our ability to protect our bodies from infectious diseases, cancer, or something else that would kill us. We now know that this is so important that women subconsciously use their sense of smell to determine which man will give them children with the greatest immunologic strength—that is, the ability to survive and live long, healthy lives.
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We also know that women taking birth-control pills (BCPs) are less sexually satisfied, having an altered sexual behavior compared to those who do not take BCPs. This is associated with a reduced interest in finding a male partner to produce the healthiest baby possible. The end result is a reduction in the health and potential survivability of the baby conceived by that woman. Providing the perfect argument to practice eugenics.


At the Cold Springs Harbor Laboratory in New York, Harry Laughlin, an animal breeder from Iowa, in 1910 became the superintendent and assistant director of the Eugenics Records Office. There, he claimed he could use Mendel’s work along with mathematics to determine who would inherit “good or bad traits” including “moral perverts, felons, epileptics, and the feeble-minded, or mentally disabled.” Laughlin stated that “executive agents should have the final decision about sterilization, and that consent of the patient or parent or guardian of the patient at risk for sterilization is not required in most state statues.”32
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Laughlin called for forced sterilization of the feebleminded, insane, criminalistic, epileptic, inebriate (including both alcohol and other drugs), people who had infectious diseases (including tuberculosis, syphilis, leprosy, and other chronic infections), those who were blind or seriously visually impaired, and those who were deaf, dependent (homeless, tramps, and ne’er–do-wells), along with relatives who might be carrying recessive genes for inferior traits.


Following Laughlin’s call for forced sterilization of these individuals, Indiana passed the first compulsory sterilization law in the world in 1907. The Supreme Court of the United States (SCOTUS) would uphold sterilization laws in 1927.33 On 30 July 1913 Wisconsin also passed legislation in support of forced sterilization.34


Along with the passage of sterilization law within the United States, John Harvey Kellogg founded the Race Betterment Foundation,35 followed by Charles Davenport’s founding of the Eugenics Record Office in 1911.36 They enjoyed the financial backing of the Carnegie Institute and the Rockefeller Foundation in their efforts to alleviate the “economic burden” caused by “undesirable” members of society, including the disabled and mentally ill.


In 1911 the Carnegie Institute reportedly explored eighteen potential methods37 for removing defective genetic attributes, with the eighth option being euthanasia with one of the methods employeed being local gas chambers,38 a method the Nazis would later employ in their concentration camps.


The clear perspective of the day was that “Social Problems Have Proven Basis of Heredity” as heralded by the New York Times.39 In that article Dr. Charles B. Davenport, the director of the Carnegie Institutes Station for Experimental Evolution at Cold Spring Harbor, said,


We scientists don’t perform any experiments in eugenics; the human race does plenty of that! … The work that is being done in eugenics is work of investigation and of education.


In February 1914,40 months before the beginning of the First World War, Harry H. Laughlin issued a report to the Eugenics Records Office41 that focused on “the Best Practical Means of Cutting Off the Defective Germ-Plasm in the American Population,” as reflected in its title.


This report emphasized not only the laissez-faire approach of not providing socioeconomic support of those in need, with the resultant eventual loss of life and reduction in undesirable genetic traits in the population, but also the more direct approach of euthanasia.


Based upon the report by Laughlin, the State of Virginia passed the Virginia Sterilization Act of 192442 for the expressed purpose of sterilizing those “afflicted with hereditary forms of insanity that are recurrent, idiocy, imbecility, feeble-mindedness or epilepsy.” The test case for this law would center around Carrie Buck, a pregnant, unwed seventeen-year-old who was deemed to be a “moral degenerate” and “white trash of the South” for having a baby out of wedlock. The case was conducted in such a way as to prevent Carrie’s substantive exculpatory evidence from being presented, a pattern that has repeated itself43 in state and federal courts since.
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Opposition to the 1924 Virginia Sterilization Act was minimal outside of the white Catholic community in Virginia, with white Protestants being primarily in favor of such a law. The debate and resulting decision by the U.S. Supreme Court rulings, including Buck v. Bell, 274 U.S. 200, 208 (1927) fueled future laws in thirty-two US states.44


Is the probable potential parent of socially inadequate offspring, likewise afflicted, that she may be sexually sterilized without detriment to her general health, and that her welfare and that of society will be promoted by her sterilization.


Chief Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes Jr.


This case directly linked forced sterilization, societal costs, and compulsory vaccination.45


It is better for all the world, if instead of waiting to execute degenerate offspring for crime, or let them starve for their imbecility, society can prevent those who are manifestly unfit from breeding their kind. The principle that sustains compulsory vaccination is broad enough to cover cutting the Fallopian tubes. Jacobson v. Massachusetts, 197 U. S. 11. Three generations of imbeciles are enough.


Chief Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes Jr.


The Supreme Court ruling in Buck v. Bell held that forced sterilization of an allegedly “feeble-minded” woman in Virginia was “constitutional.” Of the nine Supreme Court Justices, only Pierce Butler,46 a Roman Catholic whose parents were from Ireland, voted against. Like the voices47 against John Fitzgerald Kennedy running for President of the United States, including the Ku Klux Klan and religious leaders, Chief Justice Holmes reportedly believed Butler’s position was influenced by his Catholic religion.


Holmes was a firm eugenicist, and he believed that Buck had defective genes and that forced sterilization was best for her and for society. His endorsement of eugenics introduced bias, in that he did not consider that his opinions could possibly be wrong. Apart from the conservative Catholic Butler, who did not believe it was morally right for the state to take the right to have children from its citizens, Holmes and the other justices focused on procedural issues, such as due process, rather than questioning the substantive validity of the law. Holmes’s erroneous perspective allowed him to justify the abuse of citizens, under the fabrication that it was for the good of the citizens.48


In Roe v. Wade 410 U.S. 113, 93 S. Ct. 705, 35L. Ed. 2d 147 (1973),49 Buck v. Bell was used to support the justices’ ruling in support of the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution having been meet. Norma McCorvey (a.k.a. Jane Roe) was a woman I knew and brought to Reno, Nevada, in 2006 to provide her story to a group of interested individuals. McCorvey’s case was not so much about abortion as it was about the fundamental right to privacy:


We, therefore, conclude that the right of personal privacy includes the abortion decision, but that this right is not unqualified and must be considered against important state interests in regulation.


Roe v. Wade, 410 US at 159


In fact, Buck v. Bell is noted in the footnotes of Roe v. Wade as one of the exceptions to the general rule of reproductive freedom.


The most recent SCOTUS decision has found errors in the Roe decision:


The Constitution does not confer a right to abortion; Roe and Casey are overruled; and the authority to regulate abortion is returned to the people and their elected representatives.


Pp. 8–79. Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization,


Docket No. 19–1392 (2022)




Even though Buck v. Bell has never been overturned, Skinner v. Oklahoma 316 U.S. 535 (1942) raised serious concerns about sterilization as a punitive measure. The Oklahoma sterilization statute called for forced sterilization of those with repeated criminal actions. In this instance, Jack Skinner was found guilty of stealing chickens at age nineteen.50 This is what Justice Douglas wrote:


We are faced with legislation which involves one of the basic rights of man. Marriage and procreation are fundamental to the very existence of the race. The power to sterilize, if exercised, may have subtle, far-reaching and devastating effects. In evil or reckless hands it can cause races of types which are inimical to the dominant group to wither and disappear. There is no redemption for the individual whom the law touches. Any experiment the state conducts is to his [Skinner’s] irreparable injury. He is forever deprived of a basic liberty. [emphasis added]


Justice William O. Douglas


As stated in the publication by Paul Popenoe51 in 1918 and in his presentation at the American Eugenics Society,


The first method which presents itself to cleanse the gene pool is execution…. Its value in keeping up the standard of the race should not be underestimated.


Execution was carried out by a variety of methods in the United States, including giving patients in mental institutions milk infected with tuberculosis,52 resulting in a 30 to 40 percent mortality rate, while in other locations patients were killed by lethal neglect.53


In 1916 Madison Grant published The Passing of the Great Race,54 which discussed the pollution of the Nordic race by other lesser races. Grant pushed for purification of the American people through immigration restriction, selective breeding, and sterilization.


The man of the old stock is being crowded out of many country districts by these foreigners just as he is today being literally driven off the streets of New York city by the swarms of Polish Jews. These immigrants adopt the language of the American. They wear his clothes, they steal his name, and they are beginning to take his women. But they seldom adopt his religion or understand his ideals. And while he’s being elbowed out of his own home, the American looks calmly abroad and urges on others the suicidal ethics which are exterminating his own race.


Madison Grant


A rigid system of selection through the elimination of those who are weak or unfit … would solve the whole question in one hundred years, as well as enable us to get rid of the undesirables who crowd our jails, hospitals, and insane asylums.




The book by Madison Grant was so favored by the Nazis that it was the first non-German book republished by the Nazis when they took power. Hitler wrote to Grant, telling him The Passing of the Great Race was his bible.


In addition to Grant, Hitler also admired Henry Ford, who published the Ford International Weekly in Dearborn, Michigan. On 22 May 1920 the following headline appeared:
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The newspaper carried a review of Ford’s series of articles,55which became a critical part of the reading of Nazi youth:


The decisive anti-Semitic book I was reading and the book that influenced my comrades was […] that book by Henry Ford, The International Jew. I read it and became anti-Semitic.


Baldur von Schirach, head of the Hitler Youth


In the 1920s Congress debated the issue of immigration quotas based upon race and hired Laughlin to investigate and offer recommendations. As a result of Laughlin’s congressional report, in which he reportedly showed undesirable genetic traits among some individuals, Congress passed the Johnson-Reed Immigration Restriction Act of 1924.56 This new immigration law increased visas for those who could enter the United States from Western Europe and the British Isles, while reducing immigration from Southern and Eastern Europe, including Russia, Poland, Italy, and the Balkans. It also prevented Asians from immigrating to the United States, while significantly reducing immigration from India. On 27 April 1924, the New York Times ran the article “America of the Melting Pot Comes to End.”


Adolf Hitler considered the United States to be the shining example of what eugenics could achieve, and in his 1925 book Mein Kampf57 (My struggle), he declared the following:


I have studied with great interest the laws of several American states concerning prevention of reproduction by people whose progeny would … be of no value or be injurious to the racial stock.
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In 1927 North Carolina became the seventeenth state to pass a sterilization law based upon Laughlin’s reports. Ultimately, thirty-three states passed such a law.


In 1933 when Hitler was elected chancellor of Germany, one of his first laws was the Law for the Prevention of Hereditary Diseased Offspring,58 which allowed for the forced sterilization of those with genetic disorders. The American eugenicist Harry H. Laughlin, who formulated the law that Hitler used to produce these German laws, subsequently received an honorary medical degree59 from Heidelberg University in 1936 for research on purifying the germ plasm of the human population. Californian eugenicist and founder of Cal State Sacramento University C. M. Goethe congratulated his colleagues with the following statement:


You will be interested to know that your work has played a powerful part in shaping the opinions of the group of intellectuals who are behind Hitler in this epoch-making program…. Everywhere I sensed that their opinions have been tremendously stimulated by American thought.


Under The Prevention of Hereditary Diseased Offspring law, over four hundred thousand people were forcibly sterilized, including the disabled, the blind, the deaf, schizophrenics, mixed-race individuals, and alcoholics. Two years after the initiation of this sterilization program, the Nazis passed the Nuremberg Laws on 15 September 1935,60 which included the Reich Citizenship Law and the Law for the Protection of German Blood and German Honor. They laid the foundation for what would soon happen to Jewish61 individuals in Germany.




This involuntary sterilization led to the next step: the involuntary euthanasia program known as Aktion T4.62 Aktion T4 began in 1939 and was responsible for the killing of up to three hundred thousand disabled people in psychiatric hospitals. The selected individuals were transferred from hospital to specialized “treatment centers” run by SS63 men wearing white coats and giving the impression of medical professionalism. The subjects were taken to shower blocks and exposed to bottled carbon monoxide (CO) gas. False death certificates were provided to families after mass cremation of the bodies. This was the euthanasia model adapted by the Nazis beginning at the end of 1941.


The sentiment of forced sterilization resonated with Americans as well as Nazis. When Fortune magazine polled Americans about the topic in 1937, the results revealed that two-thirds of Americans favored eugenic sterilization of mentally defective individuals, while 63 percent favored sterilization of criminals.


Although there was never a federal sterilization law, by the end of the Second World War at least eighty thousand Americans had been forced to undergo hysterectomies, tubal ligation, vasectomies, and castration.64


Confronted with the horrors of Auschwitz and other concentration camps, the genocidal eugenic racial and human-cleansing program, first initiated by the British and Americans, lost favor, at least in open social discussion. But, as we shall see, it is the same eugenics program now being actively deployed in the name of science.65 Tools in the hand of good people can be weapons of mass destruction in the hands of nefarious people.


Extraction of Nazi Scientists—The USA vs. Russia


Thanks to the intelligence efforts by the Norwegian resistance movement and Norwegian scientists in their opposition to the supplying of steel and deuterium (heavy water) for Hitler’s hydrogen bomb project, the United States and Britain were made aware of Hitler’s plans to develop the first nuclear weapon. Between 1940 and 1944 a series of special operations were carried out to sabotage the Telemark, Norway, facilities. This was successfully accomplished, after several failed attempts, in February 1943. Efforts by the Nazis to salvage and remove the heavy water to Germany were successfully sabotaged by Norwegian resistance forces that sank the SF Hydro ferry on Lake Tinn.66


Hitler’s plan, along with other programs, including the V2 rocket program67 overseen by Wernher von Braun, represented a clear and present threat to the United States and its allies. With the downfall of Nazi Germany, those countries who could get to the military treasures and scientists the Nazis had collected first stood the best chance of securing them. Perhaps more important, they would prevent enemy nations from securing them.


Despite controversies surrounding the extraction of Nazi scientists from Germany after the Second World War and efforts by US presidents to prevent recruitment of Nazis, the Office of Strategic Services (OSS)—which eventually became the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA)—actively recruited approximately 1,600 German scientists and their families to develop weapon systems, including rockets and chemical and biological agents.68 This program, originally known as Operation Overcast, later became known as Operation Paperclip. The goal was to recruit Nazi scientists and prevent them from being recruited by Russia.


Among the now well-established psychological, chemical, radiological, and biological experiments69 conducted by the CIA and their Nazi scientists was Project MKUltra.70 This initiative, like the eugenics programs, included research on “mentally impaired” boys, “sexual psychopaths,” and American soldiers. It also tested the effects of putting lysergic acid diethylamide (LSD) into the drinks of unsuspecting CIA employees.71 Among the major contributors to this research was Walter Schreiber, former surgeon general for the Third Reich, and Kurt Blome, leader of the Nazi bubonic plague program.72


Other biological research included subjecting navy personnel to mustard gas and arsenic,73 sarin, soman, and tabun nerve gases,74 in addition to other research projects. Some of the research was conducted at Fort Detrick. Despite President Nixon reportedly ordering an end to chemical-weapons testing in 1969, the testing continued.75


The recruitment of Nazi scientists and CIA testing upon US men, women, and military personnel was reminiscent of the type of research conducted in German concentration camps by Josef Mengele, who was particularly interested in genetics76 and other Nazi scientists and physicians during the Second World War. In fact, while only a couple dozen high-ranking Nazis including scientists, physicians, and judges were prosecuted at Nuremberg, thousands were brought to England, France, Russia, and the United States, and inserted into our military and intelligence agencies, where they continued their work.


In light of these changes in the US military-industrial complex, President Dwight David Eisenhower, who had been commander in chief of the Normandy invasion, warned the American public of the threat the military-industrial complex77 posed to the American people during his 17 January 1961 farewell address78 to the country:


We have been compelled to create a permanent armaments industry of vast proportions…. In the councils of government, we must guard against the acquisition of unwarranted influence, whether sought or unsought, by the military-industrial complex…. Our military organization today bears little relation to that known of any of my predecessors in peacetime, or, indeed, by the fighting men of World War II or Korea…. The potential for the disastrous rise of misplaced power exits and will persist…. We must never let the weight of this combination endanger our liberties or democratic process…. Only an alert and knowledgeable citizenry can compel the proper meshing of the huge industrial and military machinery of defense with our peaceful methods and goals, so that security and liberty may prosper together. 79
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It is clear from the multiple files that have since been declassified that the CIA was involved in paramilitary actions in Cuba well after Eisenhower left office, interfering with the John F. Kennedy administration and setting the stage for the Cuban missile crisis:80


The one thing that has most concerned me has been the possibility that your government would not correctly understand the will and determination of the United States in any given situation, since I have not assumed that you or any other sane man would, in this nuclear age, deliberately plunge the world into war which it is crystal clear no country could win and which could only result in catastrophic consequences to the whole world, including the aggressor.


JFK to Russian Premier Khrushchev, 22 October 1962


By 1963 not only had the CIA and the Department of Defense (DoD) been actively involved in research experimentation upon American citizens and military personnel, but also the continued sterilization laws and efforts which had sterilized more than sixty-five thousand Americans against their will. Efforts to promote the Sanger influence of reducing reproduction among the “human weeds” had resulted in tens of thousands of aborted fetuses, a third of which were from African American women, with African Americans representing only 17 to 18 percent of the population at this time.


Having failed to provide protections for all members of our society, John Fitzgerald Kennedy set out to end the abuses by ensuring civil rights for all:


For man holds in his mortal hands the power to abolish all forms of human poverty and all forms of human life. And yet the same revolutionary beliefs for which our forebears fought are still at issue around the globe—the belief that the rights of man come not from the generosity of the state but from the hand of God.


President John F. Kennedy, inauguration speech,81 20 January 1961.
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President Kennedy’s quest for social justice,82 educational achievements,83 and control of the military-industrial complex and intelligence agencies, including the DoD and CIA, did not go unnoticed by the CIA.84 In fact, it was rumored that Kennedy had already decided to dissolve the CIA, and the evidence released to date points the assassination finger on the gun to the CIA.85 More than thirty years after the full records of the JFK assassination records were to be released, President Joseph Robinette Biden Jr. has blocked86 the release of those records and denied the nephew of President Kennedy Secret Service protection in his bid for the presidency of the United States.87


What JFK had attempted to do was to fight fire with fire. Understanding that the military-industrial complex would not go quietly into the night and taking a page out of Nazi Germany’s recruitment of youth,88 Kennedy set out to produce the same thing that Hitler had: a group of inspired young people. In this case, they were inspired by ideals of American freedom (“Ask not what your country can do for you, ask what you can do for your country”) and would receive their doctorate in educational training89 based upon their aptitudes. After all, the government90 is ultimately responsible for granting universities and institutes of higher education the authority to bestow degrees upon graduates. Efforts to recruit me (and others) into the FBI, CIA, and other intelligence agencies, through the police department I was already a part of, were intense, as were the efforts to recruit me into the Air Force. Our work was of great interest during the end of the Vietnam War and the Apollo program.


To that end, in the interest of national security, funding could be established in the same way military funding can be set aside: monies from various sources can be funneled where needed, when needed. Part of this was done, including but not limited to, by executive orders91 while other parts were secured as needed. Although I do not know how many children were recruited into the Kennedy Kids program, I do know my training site was not the only one. As I have traveled around the United States, I have come across others who told me what happened to them. Their stories matched mine and those of my fellow trainees.


This might be thought of as the ultimate positive eugenics experiment, the outcome of which only history can determine. JFK had hoped that at least some of these individuals—embraced by the nation and encouraged to make decisions92 on behalf of the nation—would come to the aid of the country when most needed.


Even though JFK did not live to see the full execution of his efforts and we do not know what agencies knew about, or influenced the outcome of, these advanced doctorate programs, we do know the military and intelligence agencies continued to monitor the activity of these individuals, take interest in their research, and continue to call upon them. As you can see in the following QR coded material, efforts were made to recruit me to Fort Detrick even in 2021, to work on viral projects funded by the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID), as a physicist.
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Two months later, the book I wrote, Is COVID-19 a Bioweapon? A Scientific and Forensic Investigation, was published, revealing the funding sources and role that Fort Detrick played in the research and development of SARS-CoV-2 (COVID-19). All communications from Fort Detrick stopped.


Since the assassinations of President Kennedy; his brother Bobby Kennedy,93 who was running for his party’s nomination for president; and Martin Luther King Jr.,94 there was no change to the sterilization or efforts to substantially reduce poverty in the United States of America. In fact, just the opposite has occurred.


During the Richard M. Nixon administration, Nixon was able to move many of Lyndon Johnson’s War on Poverty programs out of the Office of Economic Opportunity to other agencies and cut funding by more than 50 percent. Nixon expanded monies for birth control for the poor:


The people in what we can call our class control their populations…. The people who don’t control their families are the people that shouldn’t have kids.


White House Tape 700/10, 3 April 1971,


Nixon speaking to Ehrlichman95


A private White House memo distributed 18 May 1971 to federal clinics across the country informed them for the first time that War on Poverty funds could be used to cover sterilization costs.
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Dr. Warren Hern,96 who worked at the Office of Economic Opportunity (OEO), developed the guidelines for this program. They specified that no one could be sterilized without informed consent and there could be no coercion.97 However, these guidelines were never delivered to the clinics and were reportedly held up at the White House.98 According to the New York Times (1973), twenty-five thousand copies of guidelines were discovered in a warehouse.99 As a result, this federally funded program lacked the rules and regulations that would have allowed for a variety of methods for family planning and would have prevented sterilization without informed consent—that is, coerced forced sterilization. Lacking rules and regulations, the program was used for forced sterilizations. This included the cases of Minnie (fourteen years old) and Mary Alice Relf (twelve years old), who were sterilized at a clinic in Montgomery, Alabama.100


Joseph J. Levin Jr., cofounder of the Southern Poverty Law Center, filed a lawsuit against the Nixon administration, Relf v. Weinberger, 372 F. Supp. 1196 (D.D.C. 1974). The judge presiding over the Relf case found that during the Nixon administration nearly four hundred thousand poor people were sterilized without being fully informed:101


There is uncontroverted evidence in the record that minors and other incompetents have been sterilized with federal funds and that an indefinite number of poor people have been improperly coerced into accepting a sterilization operation under the threat that various federal supported welfare benefits would be withdrawn unless they submitted to irreversible sterilization.


Federal Judge Gerhard Gesell


Eugenic policies continued to be carried out in the United States, with the names of eugenic societies changed and eugenicists taking new titles and new positions. In 2011, a report revealed that 148 female prisoners102 from two California state prisons were sterilized without informed consent between 2006 and 2011.


Convergence: Bioweapons and Eugenics


Prior to the perceived ending of the eugenics era, other related efforts and research had already been initiated. Both seemingly unrelated areas were being run by the same people: the military-industrial complex.


To fully understand these two areas and the ramifications of the COVID-19103 pandemic, it is important to appreciate that several different factors converged to produce the world we now find ourselves in. As the saying goes, never let a good crisis go to waste.104 In other words, seize every opportunity to advance what you are trying to accomplish, even if it comes at the cost of a catastrophe—or perhaps, as history so often teaches, especially during an emergency.


As such, it is also best to hide what you are doing in plain sight. To do this requires duality—that is to say, to hide in plain sight there must be a good purpose in what you are doing, as well as an ulterior motive. Since 2019 you have undoubtedly heard the term dual use,105 or the concept that any research could have more than one reason for being carried out—one potentially quite good and the other quite nefarious. So, it is with the two areas of work. The first area of research and development includes gain-of-function (GoF) research. GoF has often been promoted as being critical for understanding potentially life-threatening diseases, and yet, the evidence shows it was also used to develop SARS-CoV-2, as detailed in this book and in my previous book, Is COVID-19 a Bioweapon? A Scientific and Forensic Investigation.106


The second area of investigation and development is in the field of genetic modification accomplished by transfection. Transfection is the ability to infect a cell with genetic material and have that material incorporated into human (or any species) DNA. Since the completion of the human genome project;107 the discovery of human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) by my friend and colleague Professor Luc Montagnier;108 the discovery that 18 percent of the human genome is composed of long interspersed nuclear elements-1 (LINE-1),109 which allow outside genetic materials to become incorporated into human DNA; and the discovery and understanding of how bacteria defend themselves against viruses, namely the bacterial immune system known as clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats (CRISPR),110 it has become scientifically apparent how human DNA could be changed. The altruistic approach would be to do so for the elimination of congenital diseases, a treatment for cancer, and control of infectious diseases. The more nefarious aspects lie in the approach used to getting there and a determination by those having control over this scientific technology of what that ultimate human being should look like. What genetic traits would live on, and which would be terminated? In other words, this approach is a new and improved eugenics 2.0.


The use of this genetic manipulation technology can be broken down into two major categories:


1. Gain-of-Function: Biological warfare, the ability to defeat your enemies.


This approach could use conventional weapons, chemical weapons, or even nuclear weapons, but those were not nearly as promising as the ability to use biological weapons. Biological weapons, in fact, would be the ultimate weapon against any enemy who had not been exposed to or protected from the biological threat. The US military could support such use if it believed other nations were developing biological weapons to be used against the United States111 or if perhaps Earth was under threat112 of invasion by an alien species.


2. Genetic Manipulation: The ability to genetically manipulate living organisms: to understand DNA, to find the errors and correct them.




To manipulate DNA requires (a) the ability to find genetic errors, (b) a method to target genetic errors, (c) a way to change those genetic errors—CRISPR, (d) a way to deliver the genetic material into cells for CRISPR and the genetic code to make the changes, and (e) evidence that the desired result is happening. To accomplish these steps, one either needs a tremendous amount of time to make mistakes until successful (not desirable if one wants to reap the benefit of these results) or a massive number of research subjects to test, allowing for multiple failures at once while learning from mistakes and correcting them. The result of this research could potentially correct genetic flaws, elongate telomeres for cellular immortality, and produce a healthier, longer-living human, eugenically restoring to the almost physical immortality of Methuselah.


Research and Weapons Development: Gain-of-Function


With Einstein’s publication113 of his special theory of relativity in 1905 and the Manhattan Project’s development of the first three atomic bombs—the first of which was detonated in New Mexico, the latter two on Hiroshima and Nagasaki—mankind had discovered the power of creation, and with it the power of destruction. As any good physicist will tell you, the power of creation frequently comes at the cost of destruction.114 My thesis work on positrons and plasma had the potential to power us to the stars or yield a device that could obliterate us, depending upon how it was used. Given the history of weapons development—look no further than Alfred Nobel—it was clear to me that my work would need to be buried to prevent its use by the military-industrial complex (MIC). That is something the MIC clearly has not forgotten.
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With the discovery that organic (life) matter could be created from inorganic (nonlife) matter in the 1953 abiogenesis experiment of Miller-Urey,115 scientists had unleashed the power of life. In fact, quantum mechanics explains how this can occur through proton tunneling.116 As with the atomic bomb, this power of creation and destruction is determined by those wielding it.


Ever since life has existed on this planet, living organisms have constantly devised new ways to kill another organism. The first use of biological warfare by people was reported as early as 1500 BCE, when the Hittites (a.k.a. Neshites) used tularemia117 to attack their political rivals, the Egyptians. After this series of attacks with resulting epidemics,118 recorded events of the use of biological weapons to kill an enemy have plagued humanity.119
















	Year

	Biological Weapon Used & Biological Weapon Agreements






	1155

	Emperor Barbarossa uses corpses to poison the water wells of Tortona, Italy.






	1346

	Mongols catapulted plague-ridden victims over the city walls of Caffa in the Crimean Peninsula.






	1495

	The Spanish mix the blood of lepers with wine and sell the mixture to the French in Naples, Italy.






	1650

	The Polish fire saliva from rabid dogs at their enemies.






	1675

	German and French forces agree not to use infected bullets.






	1710

	Russian army catapults plague-infested corpses over Reval (a.k.a. Tallinn, Estonia) onto Swedish troops.






	1763

	The British sell smallpox-infected blankets while besieged at Fort Pitt (Pittsburgh) to Native Americans, producing an epidemic and devastating the natives.






	1797

	Napoleon floods the Mantua, Italy, plains in an effort to spread malaria.






	1863

	In the United States, Confederates sell clothing tainted with smallpox and flavivirus (a.k.a. yellow fever, due to the yellow skin coloration caused by the liver disease) to Union troops.






	1914–1918

	Germany infects horses and cattle with bacteria (Burkholderia mallei, resulting in glanders disease) on both their western and eastern fronts.






	1925

	Geneva Protocol prohibits the use of chemical or biological weapons in war.






	1939

	Japanese attempt to obtain flavivirus from the Rockefeller Institute in New York, which they were planning to use against the Chinese.






	1937–1945

	Japanese experiment with the bubonic plague, anthrax, thyphus, yellow fever, tularemia, cholera, Clostridium perfringens, smallpox, and hepatits on human “subjects,” killing more than three thousand.






	1975

	Biological Weapons Convention (BWC) Treaty signed to prevent development, stockpiling, storage, and use of biological weapons.
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Although the list is by no means complete and although there have been multiple episodes of countries and groups of individuals using biological weapons against each other (biological terrorism)121 since the Biological Weapons Convention (BWC) Treaty, it would be extremely disingenuous, not to mention hypocritical, for us to blame other countries when we need look no further than our own backyard. Given the tremendous amount of money the United States military (and that of other countries) and other agencies have funneled into biological weapons (including viral) development, we have to consider our responsibility to ourselves and the world. Evidence of this funding can be found in the following sources.
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One of the potential threats posed by bioweapons is that they could escape from the laboratory in which they are designed and stored. Given the higher than “normal” level of security measures taken, you might think that so many safeguards exist that such a leak would be impossible. After all, much is at stake:


• The loss of life of people working for the country, each with a unique and needed skill set.


• The risk of being discovered violating the BWC Treaty, not to mention 18 U.S.C. § 175, in which the United States actually implemented a federal law (see chapter 6) making it a crime to not only develop, store, or use such weapons but also to take a naturally occurring organism (virus, bacteria, and such) and modify it.


• National and international repercussions, including the loss of life, liberties, and national and personal economies.


One can only speculate at the level of indifference and arrogance required to implement the development of such biological weapons, and to then use that crisis to further projects, goals, and control.


With that, we begin the uncomfortable look at the gain-of-function biological viral development of severe acute respiratory virus-2 (SARS-CoV-2) and the pandemic of coronavirus disease first reported in 2019 (COVID-19).122


Biological Viral Weapons Defined


In 1999, five years after I had first presented the Fleming Unified Theory of Vascular Disease at the 1994 American Heart Association (AHA) Conference123 in Dallas, Texas, and the same year the theory was first published in a cardiology textbook,124 the United States Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) began funding coronavirus research, focusing on the infectious characteristics of these viruses.


My theory had included viruses and other infectious organisms as one of the potential causes for a variety of diseases, known as InflammoThrombotic diseases—that is, diseases that occur because of the body’s immune response to something happening within the body, that either shouldn’t be there or shouldn’t be present to the extent the irritant promoting an immune response is present. This is called the InflammoThrombotic response (ITR).


The following diagrams show what the theory looked like when I first presented it at the AHA conference, and again five years later when it appeared in the textbook. They are a testament to the importance of having graphic designers and artists working with a scientist’s theory.
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My greatest concern in the early to mid-1990s when I first presented my theory was (and remains) that infectious diseases125—causing an increase in ITR diseases, including heart disease, strokes, diabetes, cancer, high blood pressure, and so forth, would once again, left unchecked, return as the number one killer of humanity. My simplified version126 of this theory was also presented in the cardiology textbook as follows:
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Part of my work had focused on finding and treating these diseases. The theories behind it—homocysteine as a marker of a failing or failed immune system and the role of Neu5Ac—I actively shared with both the Centers for Disease Control (CDC) and DoD in grant applications127 and presentations.128
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It is the glycoprotein 120 (gp120) that attaches to the Neu5Ac129 sialic acid receptor site that is the first step involved in the spike protein attachment to our cells. Once this is done, the spike protein swings into position to attach to the angiotensin converting enzyme (ACE) receptor, followed by the furin processing of the two parts of the spike protein, known as S1 and S2. Once processed (positioned) by furin for cell entry, the transmembrane serine protease 2 (TMPRSS2) cleaves (splits) the S2 part of the spike protein, allowing the virus to be brought inside the cell for replication to increase the numbers of infecting viruses.


As it turns out, not only was HHS interested in recombinant engineering of viruses, but so too was Ralph Baric. In May 2000 and April 2002, Baric130 and others reverse engineered an infectious clone of a severe acute respiratory syndrome (SARS) virus, thanks to funding by the National Institutes of Health (NIH). This synthetic, or man-made, clone was named SARS-CoV-Urbani. The clone would, as it turns out, match a gain-of-function virus by the name of CoV-RsSHC014, with polymerase chain reaction (PCR) matches to SARS-CoV-2 (COVID-19).131


In 2003 Shi Zhenlgi of the Wuhan Institute of Virology had engineered a SARS-CoV-1132 using an HIV pseudovirus. This genetic alteration of the SARS-CoV increased its infectivity, using the glycoprotein 120 (gp 120) of HIV to attach to the sialic acid receptor I had been investigating as a cause of ITR. Such an adaptation or change in the coronavirus made it uniquely infectious for people.


By 2006, Chinese researchers had completed genetic modification of several viruses, combining four different viruses, each of which are extremely harmful to people. This new gain-of-function virus not only included the lethal HIV, in addition to the original SARS-CoV-1 and hepatitis C virus (HCV), but also a previously unidentified virus known as SARS-CoV-2, only three years after Baric had resurrected SARS-CoV-Urbani. In 2007 Baric would show that his Urbani virus could be made lethal by using the then state-of-the-art gain-of-function tool (serial passage).


The risk of these gain-of-function bioweapons133 escaping from any of these biological laboratories is higher than you might think.134 As laid out in the cited Furmanski 2014 report of five specific examples of these gain-of-function biological laboratory leaks, a variety of pathologic organisms have escaped from a variety of countries, including:
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The report concluded with the warning:
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In 2010 there were 244 unintended releases of bioweapon agents.135 In 2018, a year prior to the COVID-19 pandemic, concerns about project DEFUSE as part of the US Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA) involving EcoHealth Alliance and the safety of the Wuhan Institute of Virology Bio Level 4 Laboratory were raised about unethical research and the potential for a laboratory leak of a pathogen:136


“Ralph, Zhengli. If we win this contract, I do not propose that all of this work will necessarily be conducted by Ralph, but I do want to stress the US side of this proposal so that DARPA are comfortable with our team,” Peter Daszak of EcoHealth Alliance wrote to North Carolina-based researcher Ralph Baric and the Wuhan scientist at the center of the lab leak theory, Zhengli Shi.


“Once we get the funds, we can then allocate who does what exact work, and I believe that a lot of these assays can be done in Wuhan as well.”


In light of several laboratory accidents that had occurred that released pathogens into the human population, including but not limited to the gain-of-function pathogen H5N1 (Asian avian influenza virus) released from both the Netherlands and University of Wisconsin, the CDC exposure of its workers to anthrax and smallpox, and Baric’s new isolation of coronaviruses with a HKU4 spike protein which could not infect humans, the Obama administration supported a temporary halt to gain-of-function research in 2014, thanks to significant pressure from the scientific community.


[image: Image]


Ralph Baric, Shi Zhengli, and Peter Daszak’s EcoHealth Alliance would be allowed to continue their gain-of-function research137 even with the Obama pause and in 2015, thanks to funding by the NIH, Zhengli would announce that the HKU4 spike protein isolated by Baric in 2013 had been made infective by her work that “introduced two single mutations … mutations in these motifs in coronavirus spikes have demonstrated dramatic effects on viral entry [infectivity] into human cells.” These viruses match the SARS-CoV-2 PCR results.138
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Again, while others are prevented from conducting gain-of-function research, in 2016 Baric and Zhengli announced they had combined different parts of different coronaviruses and changed five very specific nucleotide bases (genetic codes) at critical parts of the virus to yield a new virus, which in conjunction with their bacterial artificial chromosome, also funded by NIH, combined an accessory open reading frame (ORF) for a protein that would inhibit the ability of people to make interferon139 to protect themselves against their coronavirus.


By the time the gain-of-function research “pause” was lifted in 2017, the NIH, USAID, and other government agencies had funded and helped produce coronaviruses with the ability to increase human infections and cause greater disease, including but not limited to the ability to suppress human protective immune responses.


Seven weeks before the world heard about COVID, the United States Department of Defense awarded $419,511 to Labyrinth Global Health.140 This money was to be used to provide a report from Ukrainian laboratories to the DoD about the biological threat of COVID under the Cooperative Biological Engagement Program (CPEP), responsible for addressing threats—including pathogens and the spread of disease.


Efforts to conceal the lab origin of SARS-CoV-2 can be seen in the emails exchanged by Dr. Anthony Fauci, Kristian G. Andersen, and Kelvin K. Droegemeier (of the Executive Office of the President), in addition to efforts by Peter Daszak and others.141


The following two tables shown in the QR code provide just a brief look at some of the grants awarded to Peter Daszak at EcoHealth Alliance,142 including those provided during the “pause” in gain-of-function research.
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A brief summary of early key COVID events143 up to 22 May 2020 are included in the following timelines.


As shown in appendix B, Military research funding was not restricted to Baric, Zhengli, and Daszak. Funding has gone, and continues to go, to gain-of-function biological-weapons development. Mixed among research efforts of ethical scientists to advance science has been this nefarious, illegal activity, with the expressed purpose being to develop weapons systems, despite the international and national obligations to not participate in such criminal actions. Not the least of which has been the US involvement in the biolabs in the Ukraine, which Russia has been in a hurry to reacquire and the United States has been investing heavily to prevent the Russian government, and the rest of the world, from finding out what the US military has been doing here and in other countries.


I think most people would have accepted an apology from the US military and government, when the COVID-19 pandemic hit the world with all the vigor of an ice bath, a mea culpa, an acknowledgment that they didn’t intend for this to happen, that they were only acting in the best interest of the country and an accidental release of these pathogens occurred, an explanation of what they knew and what they thought needed to be done next.


Instead, with the distraction and sleight of hand that would put Houdini to shame and keeping true to the principle of not letting a crisis go to waste, the parallel program of eugenic gene modification was ramped up. What better way to see where you are technologically than to conduct a mass experiment that would put the Nazis to shame? Everyone has been participating in the experiment, either as a member of the experimental group144 or the control group.145
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This experiment with a biological viral weapon, resulting from gain-of-function research, has left almost 1.2 million Americans dead—more than the number of deaths sustained by the US military since 1776. More than 1.5 million Americans were maimed, more than the number of injured US soldiers since 1776. And more than 34,500 genetic vaccine deaths have occurred, more deaths than the US military has suffered in all but five of our bloodiest wars. The numbers are continuing to climb.


Spike Proteins, Genetic Vaccines, and Manipulation


With what might seem to be an overwhelming amount of material, absent a few recorded instances dating back thousands of years, many of the biological-weapon attacks began with the United States, and most of those since the mid-1800s. That is roughly the same time that Lamarck, Darwin, and Mendel began to make their mark.


Similarly, most of the work on genetic manipulation began around the same time that the CIA and the DoD began to play a dominant role in US life and policy. The bad actors continue to raise their heads in history at the same time.


While much time, attention, and discussion has been focused on these genetic vaccines, the people and companies developing them are merely opportunists with established relationships between one part of the federal government and another; raising significant ethical conflict of issue problems. The Food and Drug Administration (FDA) was originally given its power by the 1906 Pure Food and Drugs Act146 (note the timeline with the eugenics movement) and has been responsible for approving the use of medications within the United States. Its track history is less than stellar, with almost twice147 as many drugs being pulled off the market in the last two to three years as have been approved.


The problem with this symbiotic relationship between government agencies is that it is actually parasitic and feeds off the American people. In reviewing and doing the scientific work that should have been done prior to vaccinating people with these three (Pfizer, Moderna, and Janssen) genetic vaccines, the FDA should have asked at least two fundamental questions. First, where is the actual data showing the genetic vaccines have a desirable immunologic response, one that will actually be beneficial for the person receiving the injected drug? Review the three Emergency Use Authorization (EUA) documents.148 If you can find any tables or data showing the actual measured immune (e.g., interferon levels, IgA antibody responses), please notify the press. The data is missing from these FDA documents.


Second, the FDA and vaccine manufacturers should have statistically analyzed the results of their FDA published data. Anyone can look at a set of numbers and see if they are identical or different. That isn’t science; that’s counting.


To answer this second question, one has to subject the results to statistics—that is, the mathematical process of asking whether the results are scientifically different or whether they simply give you a warm fuzzy feeling.


In real-world science, and even in softer sciences, such as medicine and biology, researchers need to statistically analyze the data to determine if the different results are meaningful. In this instance, that would be whether there were statistically fewer people who were diagnosed with COVID,149 or who died, after being vaccinated versus those who weren’t vaccinated. There was no difference in the Pfizer results and none in the Moderna results. The Janssen EUA data showed a statistical reduction at two weeks—a benefit that was lost two weeks later.150


The results of this statistical analysis are shown in appendix C, with all the numbers circled and the tables using chi-square analysis. Since the results were merely counting the number of people and not actually measuring immunologic data (e.g., interferon), chi-square analysis is the method to be used. The genetic vaccines failed.


That failure was predicted as shown by Karikó and Weissman,151 who in 2008 published the first successful paper on the use of pseudouridine to stabilize messenger ribonucleic acid (mRNA), for which they received the 2023 Nobel Prize in Physiology or Medicine.


In their 2008 published research they made four important findings:


1. Adding pseudouridine, in the place of uridine, produced a stable mRNA molecule, making it possible for the first time to be used.


2. The findings showed that pseudouridine had statistically lower immune response, specifically showing diminished interferon levels.152




3. Pseudouridine mRNA is not useful for a genetic vaccine.


4. Pseudouridine mRNA substantially enhanced the translational capacity of mRNA, making it a promising tool for gene replacement by injection.
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I have provided all of this information in appendix C, along with the evidence that the SARS-CoV-2 viruses, and the genetic vaccines, are associated with enhanced vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF).


This increase in VEGF, the priogenic effect of the spike sequence (either the virus or transfection-induced protein by the genetic vaccines), the InflammoThrombotic response (ITR), along with anything that alters the flow of potassium (seen with changes in VEGF) in heart tissue complicated by increases in heart rate (infection, exertion, or other health problems) provide the perfect storm for sudden cardiac death, miscarriages, and cancers.153


Discussions surrounding the potential inclusion of simian virus 40 (SV40) nucleotide sequences reportedly being in some of the genetic vaccines, with SV40 viruses being known to cause problems with the p53 mechanism (see the foregoing QR graphic) cancer-protective mechanism of the body, while of interest, is more important as a topic of strict product liability tort law, discussed later in the book. The SV40 sequences being reported by some do not appear to include the cancer-causing parts154 of the SV 40 virus.


In addition to the strict product liability issue, SV40 is important for another reason: its promoter genes, which could increase the production of the spike protein,155 as shown in the following QR slide.
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The problem with making more of the spike protein, apart from the EUAs having no information showing production of interferon, IgA or even IgG/IgM, which would be necessary for these genetic vaccines to be beneficial for people; apart from the EUAs showing no statistically significant reduction in COVID cases or death for people vaccinated versus the unvaccinated; apart from the Pressure Selection (below/infra) and undesirable shift from IgG3 to IgG4 harmful effects (below/infra) seen with repeated vaccination using these genetic vaccines; is the tiny problem of the (A) priogenic effect of the spike protein causing Alzheimer’s disease and other priogenic disease in the brain of people exposed to prions, the amyloid prion disease of the heart, diabetes caused by the priogenic effect to the pancreas; and other damaged organs, (B) the InflammoThrombotic Disease including heart attacks,156 strokes,157 blood clots in the lung,158 miscarriages, cancer, the effect upon red blood cells when the vaccines are directly added to the blood,159 and the sudden cardiac death caused by a multitude of factors, not the least of which is the effect of pseudouridine on the potassium channels of the heart and brain critical to life, and (c) the potential for long-term effects associated with the persistent production of the spike protein for an unknown period of time; if not the spike protein itself, is the consequence of harm to the person occurring during the period of vaccination itself. The link to FlemingMethod.com160 provides a more in-depth discussion of these medical problems.
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The slides and MP3 audio file provided by this QR link provides a shorter explanation of both the InflammoThrombotic and priogenic disease (harm/injury) caused by SARS-CoV-2 viruses and the SARS-CoV-2 spike proteins generated by the genetic vaccines.


This brings us to the critical question: why would someone make a genetic vaccine using pseudouridine, given the failure of pseudouridine mRNAs to produce the desired interferon immune response?161 As you will soon see, the information obtained to date has demonstrated these genetic vaccines appear to be altering human immune response, shifting from the desired production of IgG3 with its protective response against infection, to an IgG4 response associated with autoimmune disease and cancer.


[image: Image]


The basic immune system,162 which at first glance might appear to be more of a “Where’s Waldo?” map, is an extremely intricate system that has evolved to not only provide the first part of our immunity, the innate system, but also include a more advanced secondary part known as the adaptive (humoral—i.e., antibodies) immune response, which is sometimes more harmful if activated than not.163 Your immune system also includes specialized cells known as natural killer (NK) cells that help protect your body and kill cancer cells when they develop.


The question is whether this class shift of immune adaptive antibody response from a more protective IgG3 (or IgA2 for respiratory or gastrointestinal infections) to an IgG4 response, seen with autoimmune diseases164 and cancer, is due to these genetic vaccines, or if it is the result of multiple layered vaccines, impairing our response to other infections or vaccines by blunting our antibody response. The latter response was shown in the study, provided with the QR code, revealing a blunted response to the influenza vaccine in people previously vaccinated for COVID.


Also provided in the QR code are two studies where the generic vaccines caused a shift in immune response from IgG3 to IgG4, increasing the ability of cancers to evade our natural immune response, which is critical to stopping cancers before they fully develop or spread throughout our bodies;165 as demonstrated by the presence or absence of IgG3 and IgG4 when looking at tissue where cancers occur.


As also shown with this QR code, some cancers have developed escape mechanisms, allowing them to grow in areas where IgG4 is present.


If this shift from IgG3 to IgG4 is the result of the genetic vaccines made with pseudouridine, then our focus can be directed to the pseudouridine mRNA or altered DNA vaccines. If, however, this is the result of multiple vaccinations, perhaps related to the overwhelming of our immune systems (which could perturb homeostasis, forcing a continued immune response to the same antigen, resulting in our body’s perception of the vaccine antigen as too frequent to be from outside the body and instead as part of it, thereby yielding an IgG4 autoimmune response), then we may need to look at the current immunizations schedules. To the best of my knowledge, we have not investigated if the immune response to this increased frequency of vaccines now scheduled and promoted by the CDC166 is producing a similar shift in immunity from IgG3 to IgG4.


The following table taken from the CDC website identifies nineteen vaccines for children younger than age eighteen, with two to be given at birth:
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Several additional vaccines are recommended under a variety of settings.
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As shown in appendix C, when we look at the rollout of the genetic vaccines and the emergence of the SARS-CoV-2 variants, we see the development of pressure selection. Pressure selection is similar to antibiotic resistance. When patients have repeated infections and are given the same antibiotic or an antibiotic in the same class of drugs, the antibiotics kill those bacteria sensitive to the antibiotic. However, some bacteria have developed additional protective mechanisms, genetic pathways that allow them to make proteins to protect against the antibiotic. As a result, these resistant bacteria grow and thrive, while the sensitive bacteria die off. The overuse of antibiotics can cause antibiotic resistant bacteria to dominate and reproduce, making it more difficult to successfully treat patients.


The same outcome was seen with the repeated use of these genetic vaccines. Instead of targeting multiple parts of the viruses, of which our best immune response is to the nucleocapsid part of the SARS-CoV-2 virus (COVID-19), the focus of these genetic vaccines was on the spike protein. Changes in nucleoside bases with resulting amino acid changes, “seen in other variants” of the SARS-CoV-2 viruses, yielded changes in the spike protein (and other parts of the viruses), changing the dominant variant strain of SARS-CoV-2 being transmitted from one person to another.


The slide in the following QR code shows you how a change in any of the 4-nucleoside167 bases, adenine (A), thymine (T), cytosine (C), or guanine (G), can change the transcribed (DNA to RNA) RNA. This change in RNA will result in a different amino acid being placed into the protein (e.g., spike protein) when the protein is made by the ribosome (translation) in our cells.
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A single nucleoside change at one site can change the amino acid put into that part of the protein where the nucleoside mutation occurred. An example of this is shown (in the QR code slide) explaining how a change in nucleoside changes the amino acid and subsequent spike protein in one of the Omicron variants.


When enough of these changes occur at multiple sites, the structure of the spike protein changes.168 Eventually a new viral variant emerges and spreads from person to person.


This change in the spike protein is equivalent to the lock on a door being changed, a key (the antibody made from the genetic vaccine, or by exposure to the variant) that once worked no longer does.169
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When the dominant strain becomes sufficiently different from the original Wuhan-Hu-1 variant, breakthrough infections170 occur. Antibodies produced to the Wuhan-Hu-1 variant are no longer protective. In survival of the fittest, the SARS-CoV-2 variants sufficiently different from the antibody produced by the genetic vaccines will thrive, the viral equivalent to indiscriminant antibiotic use associated with bacterial resistance. The next QR code shows an overlay of variants with vaccines. As shown in appendix C, the pressure selective changes in the SARS-CoV-2 virus variants occurred around the world and were associated with all the genetic vaccines experimentally injected into people. The experimentation would never have been accepted by people had a set of gain-of-function viruses not escaped from the laboratory where they were being created.
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Notwithstanding this lack of understanding by those involved, the COVID pandemic has provided several very important pieces of information, including the ability to get people to subject themselves, their family members, and loved ones to a research project that would make Josef Mengele171 blush. Not only are people willing to walk into the gas chambers of this research, but they also will demand that others walk into the chambers with them172 or blame those who refuse.173




As the data eventually revealed, early hospitalizations occurred among the unvaccinated. Over time, as shown in the United Kingdom data, as shown in the last QR code, it was the vaccinated who were more frequently hospitalized for variants not covered by the vaccines; not because of other people being unvaccinated.


The most plausible scientific explanation for this difference is the pressure selection placed on the variants with a lack of vaccinated immunity to other parts of the SARS-CoV-2 viruses (spike protein, membrane, envelope, nucleocapsid), with overarching protective immunity achieved by those who had developed immunity via person-to-person transmission of the gain-of-function viruses, as well as individuals who had developed immunity associated with prior exposure to influenza and cytomegalovirus (CMV).


We must dig deeper to understand the motives and goals of those who has been conducting the COVID research experiment, taking into account that this experiment has been built upon decades of research including the use of gene therapy to alter human DNA and eugenics.


Distractions surrounding these genetic vaccines, which, I argue, some people would like us to concentrate on, turn attention away from the motives and goals of those involved. Therefore, let us now turn our attention to understanding why these genetic vaccines have emerged and converged upon the scene in 2020. These vaccines have the ability to genetically manipulate living organisms, to understand DNA, to find errors in DNA as they see them, and to eventually correct those errors, making a perfect human being, approaching if not achieving physical immortality. In other words, the new eugenics 2.0.


The Human Genome Project (HGP)174—What Does It Mean to Be Human?


Human traits (phenotypes) are the direct result of human genetics (genotype), which as we have already discussed was the basis of the eugenics movement that has plagued humanity perhaps since our beginning. By the mid-to-late 1800s this movement raised its less than phenotypically appealing head to emerge to eliminate those who did not live up to the desired traits as viewed by those in power—the ultimate us vs. them.


In spite of what you may have heard or learned, deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) is more than just two twisted strands of nucleoside bases attached to phosphate bonds (making them nucleotides) and to a sugar molecule (deoxyribose for DNA; ribose for RNA). The amount of data that can be stored inside of the twenty-three sets of human chromosomes rivals that of our current quantum computers. It has been estimated that the storage capacity of human DNA is adequate to store all knowledge of the universe. In women, with XX chromosomes, this storage space includes 6.37 Gigabase (6 billion, 370 million) nucleotide bases weighing roughly 6.51 picograms (pg) or 2.29e-13 ounces and stretching 208.23 cm (81.98 inches) long. In men, having an XY chromosome pattern, this amounts to 6.27 Gigabase pairs, a weight of 6.41 pg (2.26e-13 ounces) and length of 205 cm (80.87 inches).


Given this massive ability to store data and the sheer length of your DNA in centimeters or inches, it might seem impossible for all your DNA to be stored inside the nucleus175 of your cells;176 however, your DNA is tightly wrapped and packaged inside the nucleus of your cells as described below.


[image: Image]


Your nucleus is surrounded by a membrane with openings (nuclear pore complex, or NPC) that allow material from the outer part of your cell (cytoplasm) to enter your nucleus, and a way for the RNA transcribed177 from your DNA to leave the nucleus and enter your cytoplasm. To accomplish the feat of compressing your DNA, histones,178 which are basic proteins, act like a spool around which DNA is wrapped until needed. This coiled DNA-histone complex is called a nucleosome. Nucleosomes are themselves wrapped to form chromatin, or the chromosomal material seen in human chromosomes you may have heard of. The ultimate structure is positively charged histones and the negatively charged DNA phosphate backbone. The packaged DNA is 1/40,000 the length it would be if it weren’t wrapped.


[image: Image]


In this overly simplified model, when needed, certain enzymes unwrap the histone for DNA replication (mitosis for cell division, meiosis for fusion of genetic material from parents) or transcription (DNA to RNA, including mRNA, rRNA, and tRNA).179


With the foregoing as background information, it should be clear that the task of identifying and cataloguing human (or any) DNA would have been considered quite formidable, but the educational efforts promulgated by the JFK administration touched not only the lives of the Kennedy Kids but also so many others, and led to this project.




The HGP began in earnest following questions regarding potential DNA damage caused by the US nuclear bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki.180 The US Department of Energy (DOE)181 began funding the Human Genome Project in 1986 and was followed by HHS in 1987. To know whether permanent genetic damage had been done to the people of Japan, it would first be necessary to know what was and wasn’t normal.


The scientific methods and equipment first made possible by the DOE included:


1. DNA sequencers:182 High-throughput DNA sequencing machines critical to analyzing this much genetic material.


2. Fluorescent compounds: Material that makes it possible to radiolabel, through isotopes, DNA subunits.


3. DNA cloning vectors: A method to make it possible to cut and amplify (clone) before sequencing. The most commonly used method today is the bacterial artificial chromosome (BAC), which, as we have already discussed, was used by Baric and Zhengli to find open reading frame (ORF) X (ten).183


4. BAC-end sequencing: A method to carry fragments of human DNA from known genetic locations. By 2003 more than 450,000 BAC-based genetic markers tagged DNA every 304 kilo (thousand) bases. In 2023 there were 45 million such fragments, referred to as expressed sequence tags (ESTs), from over 1,400 species of animals (including humans) and single-celled bacteria, or eukaryotes.


5. The (Holy) GRAIL, or gene recognition and assembly Internet link. An analytic computer program for identifying potential DNA gene sequences.


The launching of the Human Genome Project was perhaps one of the most ambitious scientific projects undertaken to date and began as a thirteen-year project in October 1990. At that time, it was thought there were some 20,000 to 25,000 human genes,184 an estimate that has since been updated to more than 120,000 genes.185 The original goal was to map human chromosomes 2, 5, 11, 16, 19, and 21 and male chromosome X.186 Interestingly enough, this research also focused on the differences between mice and people.


The call for volunteers and collection of their blood samples for DNA sequencing began around 1997. The HGP was deemed completed on 14 April 2003,187 with an estimated 92 percent of the human genome having been mapped. It has been called the largest collaborative biological project to date. The last two chromosomes were mapped by May 2006. The final telomere to telomere (T2T2) work filling in repetitive regions of ribosomal DNA was completed in 2021.188




The Board of Scientific Counselors for the National Human Genome Research Institute189 included people from the Rockefeller Foundation and Cold Springs Harbor Laboratory.


[image: Image]


In addition to these individuals, the mapping and sequencing of the human genome included the following federal agencies:


1. The National Science Foundation (NSF)


2. The U.S. Department of Agriculture


3. The Howard Hughes Medical Institute


It also relied on international collaboration with the United Kingdom, Italy, the Soviet Union, the Commission of the European Community (EU), France, and Japan.


The HGP set the stage for deciding what genetic information should be kept and what should be eliminated. With enough information, the undesirable traits of humanity could be eliminated and replaced with those traits thought to be best for humanity. But who decides?


The HGP also set the stage, wittingly or unwittingly, for gene therapy, essentially deleting those genes thought to be inferior and replacing them with superior genes.190 At first, this would focus on finding those genes that clearly cause disease and replacing them—a noble-enough cause, allowing us to build a better human free of disease and mortality. Before this could happen we had to develop a way to cut and switch genes. That would require CRISPR technology, to cut pieces of genes out, and a transfection tool, or a way to insert genetic information that is extremely unstable outside of a cell, into cells. No one had figured out a way to do this yet, but nature was about to teach us how bacteria do it.




CRISPR191—Changing DNA


Just as bacteria have evolved genetic mechanisms to protect them from some antibiotics (antibiotic resistance), so too have bacteria developed mechanisms to protect them from viruses that might infect them, namely bacteriophagic192 viruses.193


In 1987 researchers in Osaka, Japan, accidentally cloned a series of what would later be called clustered repeats. It did not, as you can see, take long before experimentation194 revealed that CRISPR provided a tool that could splice DNA (including that of humans), allowing pieces of DNA to be removed, and, with the introduction of new genes, replacement of bad DNA with pieces of desirable DNA. One such approach for accomplishing this has included cytomegalovirus (CMV) and simian virus 40 (SV40).
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President Eisenhower’s 17 January 1961 Farewell Warning of the MIC

https:/www.youtube.com/watch?v=0yBNmecVtdU

"In the councils of Government we must
guard against the acquisition of
unwarranted influence ... by the Military /
Industrial Complex. The potential for the
disastrous rise of misplaced power exists
and will persist.”

"We must never let the weight of this

combination endanger our Liberties or
Democratic processes. We should take
NOTHING for granted.”

"We must be alert to the equal and
opposite danger that public policy could,
itself, become the captive of a Scientific /|
Technological Elite."
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Conclusions

There are some common themes in these narratives of escaped pathogens.
Undetected flaws in the functioning of what was considered at the time to be an adequate]
standard of technical biocontainment is one theme, as demonstrated in the UK smallpox
and FMD cases. Transfer to and handling of inadequately inactivated preparations of
dangerous pathogens in areas of the laboratory with reduced biosecurity levels (allowable
if the preparation is actually inactivated) is another theme, demonstrated in the SARS anc
VEE escapes. Poor training of personnel and slack oversight of laboratory procedures
negated policy efforts by national and international bodies to achieve biosecurity in the
SARS and UK smallpox escapes. The recent appearance of a cohort of immunologically
naive people in the general population, which previously had been uniformly immune
was a factor in the UK smallpox and the 1977 HIN1 escapes; in this regard it should be
remembered that there 1s no immunity at all in the general population to most potentially
pandemic pathogens currently under discussion, such as Avian influenza and SARS.

It 1s hardly reassuring that despite stepwise technical improvements in
containment facilities and icreased policy demands for biosecurity procedures in the

handling of dangerous pathogens, that escapes of these pathogens regularly occur and

cause outbreaks in the general environment. Looking at the problem pragmatically,

question 1s not if such escapes will happen in the future, but rather what the pathogen
av be and how such an escape will be contained. if indeed 1t can be contained at all.
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2002-2004 SARS-CoV

Wuhan virologists manipulate with
HIV based pseudo virus system.

2013 - Wuhan virologists identify
spike protein for infection of human
cells.

November 14, 2018 - Shanghai
University lecture on corona virus
and cross-species infection.
University has deleted information.

December 30, 2019 - Chinese
authorities note pneumonia cases
associated with Seafood Market.

December 30, 2019 - Chinese
Ophthalmologist expresses
concern at Wuhan Central
Hospital of an emerging SARS-
like virus.

January 1, 2020 - Hubei Health
Committee orders destruction of
Wuhan Institute of Virology viral
samples and prohibits release of
information.

January 7, 2020 - Chinese
President Xi Jinging acknowledges
presence of a viral pneumonia.

January 10, 2020 - China releases
CoVid-19 genetic sequence.
Results show 100% NSP7 and e-
protein match with Nanjing Military
Research Institute viruses.

January 11, 2020 - First COVID
Chinese death.

\4

2007 - Researchers show restriction of
global transportation key to containing
Pandemics. Funded by NSF.

2013 - Wuhan virologists
genetically alter corona virus to
allow it to invade human cells.
Funded by NIH.

October to November 2019 - First
known CoVid-19 case.

December 30, 2019 - China
CDC notifies WHO of Seafood
Market Pneumonia Cases.

December 31, 2019 - Wuhan
Municipal Health
Commission reports Seafood
Market Pneumonia cases.

January 2, 2020 - Director-
General of Wuhan Laboratory
prohibits release of information.

January 9, 2020 - China's
CDC announces new
corona virus.

January 10, 2020 - The spike protein
genetic sequence shows the same
similarities. Dr. Sean Lin [former lab
director for Walter Reed Institute of
Research] raises question of genetic
reverse engineering manipulation.

January 13, 2020 - Thailand
reports first CoVid case outside
China.
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Laboratory Escapes and “Self-fulfilling prophecy” Epidemics
By: Martin Furmanski MD
Scientist’s Working Group on Chemical and Biologic Weapons
Center for Arms Control and Nonproliferation

February 17, 2014

Introduction

The danger to world or regional public health from the escape from microbiology

laboratories of pathogens capable of causing pandemlcs, or Polenlmlly Pandcmxc
Pathogens (PPPs) has been the subject of consid

mathematical modeling of the probablhly and lmpac( of such escapcs The risk of such
releases has g Ily been d d from of I y infections that are
often mcomplele excepl for the recent 2013 Centers for Disease Control (CDC) report®,
which is a significant source of recent data on escapes from undetected and unreported
laboratory-acquired infections (LAIS).

This paper presents an historical review of outbreaks of PPPs or similarly
transmissible pathogens that occurred from presumably well-funded and supervised
nationally supported laboratories. It should be emphasized that these examples are only
the “tip of the iceberg” because they represent laboratory accidents that have actually
caused illness outside of the laboralory in the genersl publlc envu'onmem The list of
laboratory workers who have in
microbiology labs but did not start commumly oulbreaks is much, much longer. The
examples here are not “near misses:” these escapes caused real-world outbreaks.
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Region Year(s) Pathogenic Agent

Great Britain 1963-1978 HINI influenza virus

China & Soviet Union | 1977 smallpox virus

Columbia 1995 Venezuelan equine
encephalitis (VEE) virus

Singapore & China 2003-2004 SARS-CoV-1

United Kingdom 2007 Enterovirus
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Example #1: British smallpox escapes, 1966, 1972, 1978

Example #2: The “re-emergence” of HIN1 human influenza in 1977.

“Perhaps an even more serious consequence [of the 1976 swine flu episode] was the
accidental release of human-adapted influenza A (HIN1) virus from a research study,
with subsequent resurrection and global spread of this previously extinct virus, leading to
what could be regarded as a ‘selffulfilling prophecy’ epidemic.” (Zimmer 2009)

Example #3 Venezuelan Equine Encephalitis in 1995

Example 5: Foot and Mouth Disease (FMD) from Pirbright 2007






OEBPS/images/img035-3.jpg
Example 4: SARS laboratory escapes outbreaks after the SARS epidemic

Moreover, about 5% of SARS patients are “super-spreaders” who pass the
infection to many (over 8) secondary cases®>. One case (ZZ) spread SARS to directly to

“The possibility that a SARS outbrealk could occur following a laboratory
accident is a risk of considerable importance, given the relatively large number of
laboratories currently conducting research using the SARS-CoV or retaining specimens
from SARS patients. These laboratories currently represent the greatest threat for
renewed SARS-CoV transmission through accidental exposure associated with breaches
n laboratory biosafety.”

The hypothetical outbreak was not long in coming.

On April 22, 2004 China reported a suspected case of SARS in a 20-year-old
nurse who fell 1ll April 5 in Beijing. The next day it reported she had nursed a 26-year-
old female laboratory researcher who had fallen 1l in March 25. Still 111, the researcher
had traveled by train to her home in Anhui province where she was nursed by her mother,
a physician, who fell 11l on April 8 and died April 19.
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used to assess how often bats from high-risk caves migrate to other colonies and
potentially spread their high-risk strains.
The Wuhan Insti of Virology team will duct viral testing on samples from
all bat species in the caves as part of this inventory. Fecal, oral, blood and urogenital
samples will be collected from bats using standard capture techniques as we have done
for the last decade. In addition, tarps will be |laid down in caves to assess the feasibility
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16 After the birth of Yered, Mehalalellived
830 years and begot sons and daughters.

17 All the days of Mehalalel came to 895
years; then he died.

18 When Yeredhad lived 162 years, he begot
Chanoch.

19 After the birth of Chanoch, Yeredlived
800 years and begot sons and daughters.

20 All the days of Yered came to 962 years;
then he died.

21 When Chanochhad lived 65 years, he
begot Metushelach.

22 After the birth of Metushelach, Chanoch
walked with Hashem 300 years; and he begot

sons and daughters.

23 Allthe days of Chanoch came to 365

years.

24 Chanochwalked with Hashem; then he

was no more, for Hashem took him.
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2S5 When Metushelach had lived 187 years,
he begot Lemech.

26 After the birth of Lemech, Metushelach
lived 782 years and begot sons and daughters.

vai-KHI me-tu-SHE-lakh, SHE-va u-sh'-mo-
NEEM sha-NAH u-m"-AT sha-NAH, va-YO-

led et-la-MEKH

vai-KHI met-u-SHE-lakh a-kha-RAY ho-
LEE-do et le-MEKH, sh"“TA-yim u-sh'-MO-
neem sha-NAH u-sh'-VA me-OT sha-NAH,
vai-YO-led ba-NEEM u-ba-NOT.
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27 All the days of Metushelach came to 969

years; then he died.

vai-Y'-hu kol y'-“MAY m'-tu-SHE-lakh tay-
SHA v'-shi-SHEEM sha-NAH u-t'-sham'-
OT sha-NAH vai-YA-mot.
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28 When Lemech had lived 182 years, he

begot a son.

29 And he named him Noach, saying, “This
one will provide us relief from our work and
from the toil of our hands, out of the very soil

which Hashem placed under a curse.”

30 After the birth of Noach, Lemech lived

595 years and begot sons and daughters.

31 All the days of Lemech came to 777
years; then he died.

32 When Noach had lived 500 years, Noach
begot Shem, Ham, and Japheth.

vai-KHI le-MEKH sh"-TA-yim u-sh'-MO-
neem sha-NAH u-m-AT sha-NAH va-YO-
led BEN

vai-YIK-ra et sh'-“MO NO-akh lay-MOR:
ZEH ye-na-kha-ME-nu mi-ma-a-SE-nu
u-mi-a-tz-VOHN ya-DAY-nu min ha-a-da-
MAH a-SHER e-re-RAH a-do-NAI

vai-KHEE le-MEKH a-kha-RAY ho-LEE-do
et-NO-akh, kha-MESH v'-tish-EEM sha-

NAH, va-kha-MESH may-OT sha-NAH, va-

YO-led ba-NEEM u-va-NOHT

vai-HI kol y-MAY le-MEKH, SHE-va v'-
shiv-EEM sha-NAH u-sh'-VA may-OT sha-
NAH, va-YA-mot. (s)

vai-HI no-AKH ben-kha-MESH me-OT
sha-NAH va-YO-led no-AKH et-SHEM et-
KHAM v'-et-YA-fet
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During his 1947 Nuremberg Trial Géring Said The Following.

... itis the leaders of the country who determine the policy and it is always a simple matter to drag the
people along, whether it is a democracy or a fascist dictatorship or a Parliament or a Communist
dictatorship.

The -
Nuremberg . =
Trials . iz
...voice or no voice, the people can always be brought to the bidding of the leaders. That is easy. All you
have to do is tell them they are being attacked and denounce the pacifists for lack of patriotism and exposing
the country to danger. It works the same way in any country.
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1 This is the record of Adam's line.—When
Hashem created man, He made him in the
likeness of Hashens;

2 male and female He created them. And
when they were created, He blessed them and
called them Man.—

3 When Adam had lived 130 years, he begot
a son in his likeness after his image, and
named him Shet.

4 After the birth of Shet, Adam lived 800
years and begot sons and daughters,

S All the days that Adam lived came to 930
years; then he died.

6 When Shethad lived 105 years, he begot
Enosh.

ZEH SE-fer (b'-SE-fe-ri TEY-man SE-fer b
SAM-kh G-DO-lah) to-LE-doth a-DAM b
YOM b-RO-a e-lo-HIM a-DAM bi-d“MUT
edo-HIM a-SA o TO

za-KHAR u-ne-KE-va b'ra-AM va.y"-va-
REKH o-TAM va-yik-RA et-sh-MAM
aDAM b-YOM hi-ba-RE-AM

vai-KHEE a-DAM sh*lo-SHEEM um-AT
sha-NAH va-YO-led bid-mu-TO k"-tzal- MO
va-yik-RA et sh-MO SHAYT

vai-Y - hi-YU y-MAY a-DAM a-kha-RAY ho-
LEE-do et SHAYT, sh'mo-NEH may-OT
sha-NAH, vai-YO-led ba-NEEM u-va-
NOHT.

vai-Y"hu kol y-“MAY a-DAM a-SHER kha-Y,
tsha-a m“OT sha-NAH u-sh"LO-sheem
sha-NAH, vai-YA-mot.

vai-KHEE-SHAY T kha-MAYSH sha-NEEM
u-m"AT sha-NAH va-YO-led et ¢-NOSh
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Vaccine and other Immunizing agents
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7 After the birth of Enosh, Shet lived 807

years and begot sons and daughters.

8 All the days of Shet came to 912 years; then
he died.

9 When Enosh had lived 90 years, he begot

Keinan,

10 After the birth of Keinan, Enoshlived $15
years and begot sons and daughters.

11 All the days of Enosh came to 908 years;
then he died.

12 When Keinan had lived 70 years, he
begot Mehalalel.

13 After the birth of Mehalalel, Keinan lived
840 years and begot sons and daughters.

14 All the days of Keinan came to 910 years;
then he died.

1S When Mehalalelhad lived 63 years, he
begot Yered.

vai-KHEE-SHAYT a-kha-RAY ho-LEE-do
et ¢-NOSh, SHE -va sha-NEEM u-sh'-MO-
nch me-OT sha-NAH, va-YO-led ba-NEEM
uva-NOT

vai-Y hu kol y-MAY shayt sh"“TEEM
¢-SRAY sha-NAH u-t"sha-am"OT sha-
NAH vai-YA-mot.

vai-KHI ¢-NOSH tish-EEM sha-NAH va-
YO-led et-KEE-nan

vai-KHI ¢-NOSH a-kha-RAY ho-LEE-do et
KAY-nan, kha-MAYSH es-ray SHA-na, u-sh’-
MO-neh me-OT SHA-na, vai-YO-led ba-
NEEM uva-NOT

vai-Y -hu kol y'“MAY ¢-NOsh KHA-mesh
sha-NEEM u-t-sha MA-oT sha-NAH va-YA-

mot. (s)

vai-KHI kay-NAN shi-VAY-im sha-NAH va-
YO-led et ma-ha-lal-AYL

vai-KHI kay-NAN a-kha-RAY ho-LEE-do et
ma-ha-lal-AYL ar-ba-IM sha-NAH u-sh'mo-
NAY may-OT sha-NAH vai-YO-led ba-
NEEM uva-NOT

vai-Y ~hu kol y-MAY kay-NAN, E-ser sha-
NEEM u-t'-sha MA-oht sha-NAH, vai-YA-

mot,

vai-HEE ma-ha-lal-EYL, kha-MESH sha-
NEEM v"-sh“SHEEM sha-NAH, va-YO-led
etya-RED
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March 11, 2020 - WHO

Pandemic.

March 12, 2020 - Dr. Fauci tells
Congress the U.S. testing
mechanism has failed.

March 13, 2020 - South China
Morning Post releases story - Chinese
government data showed first case
back in Mid-November, 2019.

March 17, 2020 - Virus viable on
surfaces from hours to days.

March 19, 2020 - No new
endemic Chinese cases.

March 24, 2020 - 2020 Summer
Olympics postponed.

March 27, 2020 - President Trump
sign $2 Trillion dollar stimulus
package.

March 28, 2020 - Deaths associated
with CoVid-19 now identified in all
50 states.

Chicago reports first death of infant.

March 31, 2020 - 1/3rd of
humanity is under quarantine.

March 11, 2020 - President Trump
issues travel ban to Europe.

March 13, 2020 - President Trump
declares National Emergency freeing
up $50 Billion for disaster funding and
allowing HHS to waive regulations.

March 16, 2020 - President Trump
announces voluntary travel restrictions
and other recommendations to reduce
viral spread.

March 18, 2020 - CDC: Young
people make up 20% of

hospitalized. Increased deaths
associated with comorbidites.

March 19, 2020 - NYC U.S.
epicenter with 21,000 cases.

March 26, 2020 - U.S. exceeds
China with the most confirmed
cases at 83,836.

March 28, 2020 - CDC asks
residents of NY, NJ and CT to
limit travel and wear face masks.

March 29, 2020 - Social distancing
recommendations extended through
April 30th.

April 1, 2020 - Italy joins U.S. in
having more cases than China.
U.S. deaths with CoVid now
greater than 1,000 per day.
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April 2, 2020 - 1-million cases world
wide. 6.86 million first time U.S.
jobless claims.

April 8, 2020 - Wuhan lifts
after 76-days.

April 15, 2020 - U.S. protests to
reopen U.S. business and country.

April 17,2020 - U.S. investigating
role of Wuhan Institute in
CoVid-19.

April 21, 2020 - FDA extends
EUA to NC based company
LabCorp for first at home nasal
swab for CoVid.

April 24, 2020 - GA officially
opens a variety of small
businesses.

April 27, 2020 - U.K. officially
recognizes an hyper inflammatory
state in children with CoVid-19.

April 30, 2020 - Social distancing
guidelines expire.

May 4, 2020 - Increased demands to
reopen the country. 15-states have
started to reopen with AZ set to do so
on May 15th.

WI governors attempt to block
reopening is struck down by WI
Supreme Court.

\4

April 3, 2020 - CDC recommends the
use of face masks for general public.
95 % of U.S. under lockdown.

April 11, 2020 - U.S. reports most
deaths with CoVid-19 at 19,700.

April 16, 2020 - President Trump talks
with governors of all 50-states about
guidelines to reopen country.

April 20, 2020 - GA, TN, and SC
discuss plans to reopen.

April 24, 2020 - $320 billion
approved by House for
hospitals and small
businesses.

April 24, 2020 - WHO raises
questions about validity of
immunity passport and errors in
testing.

April 27, 2020 - Meat shortages
become an issue.

May 1, 2020 - Director of National
Intelligence announces CoVid-19 not
man made. President Trump
disagrees.

May 6, 2020 - President Trump
shelves the CDC recommendations
for reopening the Country. Directing
Governors to determine the best way
to open their individual states.
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May 7, 2020 - Medical experts raise

questions about the reliability and _ 2

meaning of CoVid-19 antibody testing. ————————| May 8, 2020 - WHO emergencies
program executive director, Dr. Ryan
states CoVid is obviously causing

May 9, 2020 - NY Governor Cuomo inflammation damage to the body.

reports 3-children dead from ———
inﬂam'matory.blood vessel diseases May 11, 2020 - 11 European and
associated with CoVid-19. Asian Countries end their lockdown.

May 14, 2020 - Senate passes USA
Freedom Act reportedly in response to

CoVid - reactivating portions of the May 19, 2020 - The CDC releases its
Patriot act. 60-page reopening of the country
guidelines.

May 21, 2020 - With more than 5-
million cases world wide, the U.S.

prepares for Memorial Day May 22, 2020 - The CDC
Weekend. announces that 35% of people
with CoVid may be

asvmptomatic.
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January 14, 2020 - Chinese
officials determine they are facing
a likely pandemic.

January 17, 2020 - CDC activates
Emergency Operations Center and
begins developing rRT-PCR antigen
test.

January 17, 2020 - CDC
announces 2019-nCoV "low-risk"
for Americans.

January 20, 2020 - Thailand, Japan
and South Korea report cases.

January 20, 2020 - 1st U.S. case
reported in Washington State.

January 21, 2020 - Wuhan
Institute patents Remdesivir after
receiving it from U.S. for treatment
of CoVid patients.

January 23, 2020 - WHO declines
to call CoVid-19 a global health
emergency.

January 24, 2020 - President
Trump thanks China's President
for containment efforts. Florida
Senator Scott requests CDCs plan
to address virus.

January 26, 2020 - Wuhan
Institute reports the virus is from
the Seafood Market.

Wuhan epicenter - hosts Lunar New
Year celebration.

January 17, 2020 - CDC
implements airport screenings in
U.S. [LAX, SFO, JFK]. Adds within
the week ATL and ORD.

January 20, 2020 - Chinese
President Xi Jinping announces
viral concerns to the public.

January 20, 2020 - China
announces virus passed human-
to-human.

January 21, 2020 - 1st U.S.
CoVid death in Washington
State in man returning from
Wuhan.

January 23, 2020 - Wuhan
quarantined 9-days after Chinese
officials believe pandemic likely.

January 24, 2020 - France
announces 3 cases.

January 24, 2020 - Dr. Fauci (NIAID)
announces risk to Americans is low.

January 26, 2020 - Dr. Lin
reports to MSN that the 1st
symptomatic patient had no
connection to Seafood Market.
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January 28, 2020 - Germany
announces 1st case. Now 4500
confirmed cases (98% in China)
and 100 dead.

January 29, 2020 - First flight of
Americans return home from China.

January 30, 2020 - CDC Dr. Redfield
announces risk to Americans remains
low.

January 30, 2020 - President Trump
declares a U.S. Public health
emergency and restricts travel from
China to U.S. Travel into U.S. routed
to 7-airports.

February 3rd and 4th, 2020 -
Wuhan Institute Virology staff
announce virus was manufactured
at lab and leaked out.

February 6th and 17th - Autopsies
performed show two Californians
had CoVid when the died. First
known deaths of Americans who
had not traveled outside the U.S.

February 7, 2020 - Dr. Wenliang
dies with CoVid-19.

February 11, 2020 - WHO officially
announces CoVid-19 name. States
CoVid is an emergency for China.
A very grave threat elsewhere.

February 14, 2020 - First CoVid
death in Europe reported in France
- 80-year old Chinese Tourist.

January 28, 2020 - Press Conference
with HHS, CDC, NIAID announce they
have been actively working with the
President on virus.

January 30, 2020 - First human-to-
human in U.S. occurs in Chicago.

January 30, 2020 - WHO announces
CoVid an international public health
emergency. Does not recommend
travel restrictions despite the 2007
Pandemic paper.

February 2, 2020 - 1st CoVid
death outside China occurs in
Philippines.

February 4, 2020 - Diamond
Princess docks in Yokohama.

February 7, 2020 - China's top
biochemical weapons expert
takes over Wuhan laboratory.

February 7,2020 - U.S.
announces supplies given and
sold to China.

February 12, 2020 - An American in
Chile has died.

South Korea begins to see its spike
in cases.

February 17, 2020 - Graduate
student Yanling dies - thought to
be the 1st with CoVid.

Wuhan Institute researcher says
virus was leaked from lab.
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OFFICS OF ZCONOMIC

Sudbject Date
OPPORTUNTTY l_‘ =N
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H

EXSCUTIVE OFFICE OF PRESIDENT
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006

#{ 0%0 Instruction 6130=1

May 13, 1971

vica of Priczey Neozpeasidility

!

i HA
Supersedes First Par. of Part A % | Dietridutiion ER, 5-2, 10,
Item 7, Exhibit IV, CA Memo 37-A 15, 15-11, 35-4, 45-1

APPLICABILITY: All agencies or organizations receiviug funds under

Titles II and IIX-B of the Economic Oppoctuaity Act of
1964 , as acended.

LB FUREOSES This Instruction ameads C4 Memo 37-A to permit the

use of grant fuands for surgical procedures intended
to result fn sterilization.

2. POLICY:

A.

The first paragraph of Part A of CA Memo 37-A is amended to read
2s follows:

Part A: Statement of Police on Family Planning fonlicarcions

Family planning services, including contracepzive dsvices and drugs,
may be made available to those individuals who ceet eligibility
critosiz as set by the epplicant agency, subject only to the
limitations set zorth inm Scction 1 below. Certain other limitations
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February 19, 2020 - Iran announces
first two cases and first two deaths.

February 21, 2020 - CDC Dr.
Messonnier announces pandemic
likely. Community spread not seen
in U.S.

Week of February 23rd, 2020 -
CoVid spreads throughout Europe.

February 26, 2020 - Shanghai P3
lab has successfully completed
CoVid genetic sequencing.

February 28, 2020 - First known
official U.S. case reported
without connection to outside of
U.S. travel.

February 28, 2020 - First Nigerian
case of CoVid.

The first recognized U.S. death.

February 28, 2020 - CDC
announces problems with its
CoVid testing kits.

February 29, 2020 - U.S. Surgeon
General reiterates CDC guidelines
- facemarks not needed for
general public.

March 3, 2020 - Iranian Parliament
Closed.

\4

February 19, 2020 - Italian cases
begin to spike.

February 22, 2020 - Multiple
regions in Northern Italy affected.
Human-to-human transfer noted.
Schools closed on 23rd.

February 24, 2020 - President
Trump asks Congress for $1.25
billion to prepare for CoVid.

February 28, 2020 - China
orders Wuhan P4 Viral Institute
Lab to close.

February 28, 2020 - 14
European States now
affected.

February 28, 2020 - President
Trump extends travel ban to
South Korea and Italy.

February 29, 2020 - A State
of Emergency is issued for
Washington State.

February 29, 2020 - FDA opens up
EA for hospitals and healthcare
facilities.

March 6, 2020 - President Trump
announces testing available to
those who want it.
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Result in Different Spike
Proteins Being Made
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Christopher Amos, Ph.D.
Baylor College of Medicine
Term ends 6/2026

Mildred Cho, Ph.D.
Stanford University
Term ends 6/2027

Barry S. Coller, M.D. (Board Chair)
Rockefeller University
Term ends 6/2023

Gregory Barsh, M.D., Ph.D.
HudsonAlpha Institute for Biotechnology
Term ends 6/2024

Guillermina Lozano, Ph.D.
University of Texas MD Anderson Cancer Center
Term ends 6/2026

Heather Mefford, M.D., Ph.D.
St. Jude Children’s Research Hospital
Term ends 6/2026

Carole Ober, Ph.D.
The University of Chicago
Term ends 6/2023

Adam C. Siepel, Ph.D.
Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory
Term ends 6/2025

Sarah Tishkoff, Ph.D.
University of Pennsylvania
Term ends 6/2023

Ken Nakamura, Ph.D.
Recording Secretary
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|+1 [ }| Recommended Child and Adolescent Immunization Schedule by Medical Indication, United States, 2024
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