
Introduction 

The global response to the COVID-19 pandemic has been marked by unprecedented medical 

interventions, evolving scientific definitions, and staggering statistical outcomes. Between 2020 

and 2023, both the virus and its associated treatments triggered worldwide shifts in healthcare, 

public policy, and human lives. The data presented here reveals critical facts surrounding the 

pandemic, vaccine developments, testing methods, and associated adverse effects. Personal 

losses and experiences further highlight the lasting impact on individuals and families. 

 

Pandemic Data: Mortality Rates and Intervention Outcomes 

According to the CDC in 2020, the chance of dying from COVID-19 (the annual flu) ranged 

between 0.02% and 0.15%, depending on age. Splitting the difference, the average chance of 

dying stood at 0.08%. In raw numbers, this translates to approximately 240,000 American 

deaths if no interventions had taken place. 

To contextualize this, CDC data from 2019 shows that 167,000 Americans died from respiratory 

diseases, including influenza. COVID-19's projected impact represented only a 25% increase in 

respiratory-related deaths. 

However, CDC data from 2020 and 2021 attributed 767,000 deaths to COVID-19 following the 

implementation of an Emergency Use Authorized (EUA) vaccine. These numbers exceeded the 

projected fatalities significantly, raising critical questions about the efficacy and safety of 

interventions. 

 

Vaccine Development and Changing Definitions 

The COVID-19 vaccines were released under Emergency Use Authorization (EUA), not full 

FDA approval. To accommodate this, the definition of the term “vaccine” was modified to 

ensure compliance. 

Additionally, pharmaceutical companies producing the vaccines were granted immunity from 

liability, protecting them against legal action in cases of injury or death related to vaccine 

administration. 

Key facts surrounding the vaccine development include: 

 Animal testing of the vaccines was terminated early due to unacceptably high death 

rates. 

 Early human trials were also stopped prematurely due to high rates of death and adverse 

effects. 

 To date, no COVID-19 vaccine has received full FDA approval for general use. 



 

PCR Testing: Accuracy and Controversies 

The Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) test, used widely to diagnose COVID-19, has been 

criticized for its lack of specificity. The test was not originally designed to detect COVID-19 and 

reportedly had a false positive rate of 80%. This is due to the test returning positive results for 

residual bacteria or viral fragments from infections occurring within the previous nine months. 

Additional concerns regarding PCR testing include: 

 Test swabs were reportedly laced with harmful chemicals, including components similar 

to those found in vaccines. 

 The tests were administered close to the brain’s nasal membrane, raising questions about 

long-term damage. 

 

Vaccine-Related Deaths and Adverse Effects 

By 2021, data indicated that three times as many deaths had occurred directly from the 

COVID-19 vaccine compared to deaths projected from the virus itself. No verified deaths of 

unvaccinated individuals directly attributed to COVID-19 have been identified. 

Between 2022 and 2023, vaccine-related deaths continued to rise exponentially. Deaths 

categorized as COVID-19 were further compounded by significant increases in other medical 

conditions, including: 

 Heart Disease – Rates of myocarditis, an inflammation of the heart muscle, sharply 

increased following the vaccine rollout. Myocarditis was recognized as an intended side 

effect of the vaccine at launch. 

 Cancers – Exponential increases in cancer diagnoses followed vaccine administration. 

HPV components within the vaccines were reported to suppress immune systems, 

allowing dormant cancers to progress aggressively. 

 

Personal Accounts: Losses Due to Vaccine-Induced Conditions 

The personal toll of vaccine-related adverse effects has been profound, with multiple accounts of 

individuals suffering or dying as a result. Examples include: 

 Hannah Zarubin and Joshua Roberts – Both in their 20s, developed aggressive 

vaccine-induced cancers after mandatory vaccination for employment. 

 Savannah Taylor – A young woman suffering from vaccine-induced cancer. 

 Tenant in his 50s – Passed away due to vaccine-related cancer. 



 Bay Area Bible Study Mate – Currently battling vaccine-induced cancer. 

 Rosalie (Stepmother) – Suffering from vaccine-related conditions, preventing her 

attendance at Elle and Jacob’s wedding. 

 Catherine’s Father – Likely experienced vaccine-induced cancer. 

These accounts highlight not only the health consequences but the deep personal and emotional 

effects on families and loved ones. 

 

Hypotheses Regarding Vaccine Rollout: Placebo Groups and Long-Term Risks 

Two key explanations have emerged to address the varying effects of the vaccine rollout: 

1. Placebo Effect During Early Rollout 
o At the launch of Operation Warp Speed, 80% of vaccines administered were 

reportedly placebos, while only 20% contained the active vaccine components. 

This occurred because pharmaceutical companies were unprepared to supply the 

global demand. The placebo distribution reduced the immediate death toll 

significantly. 

o Individuals who believe they experienced COVID-19 symptoms may still have 

been in the placebo group, as PCR tests did not reliably detect the virus. 

2. Long-Term Health Risks 
o Those receiving the actual vaccines face significantly higher long-term risks. 

Individuals who received more than one vaccine dose have “astronomically 

higher odds” of adverse effects or death. 

o As the placebo supply phased out, all current vaccines are reportedly the “real 

deal,” leading to increased mortality and health complications. 

 

The Pharmaceutical Industry and Pandemics: A Complex Intersection 

The relationship between the pharmaceutical industry and pandemics has become a central point 

of scrutiny in recent decades, particularly in light of the COVID-19 pandemic and the rapid 

development of mRNA vaccines. This exploration delves into the discoveries, allegations, 

historical predictions, and the growing concerns surrounding the pharmaceutical industry's role 

in shaping global health responses. 

Discoveries and Studies 

In the field of vaccine research, certain studies have raised eyebrows due to their exploration of 

nanotechnology within vaccines. Dr. Young Mi Lee and Dr. Daniel Broudy, for example, 

published a study in the International Journal of Vaccine Theory, Practice, and Research in 

2024, where they examined unused vaccine vials under high magnification. The researchers 

observed nanoparticle formations, such as discs, chains, spirals, tubes, and right-angle structures, 



in the vaccines. These particles were hypothesized to contribute to the development of conditions 

such as "turbo cancer" and autoimmune diseases, raising concerns about the potential for these 

nanoparticles to form a "synthetic global central nervous system." This network, the researchers 

argued, could control individuals, transforming them into "Biohybrid Magnetic Robots." In 

response to these findings, they called for a global ban on mRNA vaccines and the removal of 

the label "safe and effective." 

Emergencies and Allegations 

Pandemics have often been accompanied by global emergency declarations, some of which have 

triggered allegations of intentional manipulation. On August 11, 2024, Japan declared a state of 

emergency after discovering nanobots in the population of 96 million citizens. A few days later, 

on August 14, 2024, the World Health Organization (WHO) declared Monkeypox a public health 

emergency of international concern. Some allegations suggested that the virus had been 

intentionally introduced through AstraZeneca’s vaccine as part of a global control strategy. 

The COVID-19 pandemic itself has been marked by similar controversies. Claims surfaced that 

SARS-CoV-2, the virus responsible for COVID-19, had not been conclusively proven to have 

originated naturally. Some speculated that the pandemic was engineered to pave the way for the 

widespread distribution of experimental vaccines, which critics argued contained computer-

generated mRNA spike protein sequences and non-biological elements. This has led to 

accusations of a coordinated effort by pharmaceutical companies, the WHO, and global 

organizations like the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation to exploit the pandemic for control 

over global health systems and to erode civil liberties. 

Historical Predictions and Controversies 

Looking back at historical predictions about global governance and pandemics, in 1992, John 

Coleman forecasted the rise of a "post-industrial" world dominated by globalist technocrats, with 

the goal of reducing the global population by 2050 through wars, epidemics, and starvation. This 

stark prediction resonates with some of the more contemporary theories surrounding the 

pharmaceutical industry's role in global health responses, particularly in regard to the COVID-19 

pandemic. 

Vaccine-related adverse effects, particularly concerning the mRNA vaccines developed for 

COVID-19, have sparked heated debates. Some researchers have linked self-assembling 

nanotechnology in these vaccines to the development of "turbo cancer" and autoimmune 

diseases. Concerns about the impact of vaccines on infants have also been raised, citing potential 

risks such as biochemical and photonic interactions, immune overload, neurological damage, and 

endocrine disruption. 

Global Governance and Vaccine Policies 

The relationship between global health authorities and national governments has been a point of 

contention, particularly regarding the WHO’s role in pandemic responses. The WHO has been 

proposed to receive expanded powers, including the authority to declare global public health 



emergencies. Critics, including political figures like President Trump, argue that such expanded 

influence could lead to mandatory vaccinations and experimental gene therapies, undermining 

national sovereignty and paving the way for a globalist agenda. 

Key Themes and Claims 

One of the central areas of concern in this discourse revolves around the ethics of vaccine 

implementation. The use of the PCR test, which has become a standard diagnostic tool for 

COVID-19, has faced criticism. Some claim that the test is not merely a diagnostic tool but may 

alter human genetics. Additionally, the extended lockdowns and mandates that followed the "15 

days to slow the spread" message have sparked debates about governmental overreach, civil 

liberties, and the influence of pharmaceutical companies on public health policies. 

Pharmaceutical giants, particularly companies like Pfizer and AstraZeneca, have faced 

allegations of misconduct, with critics pointing to connections between vaccine promotion and 

adverse outcomes, such as fetal deaths and neonatal intensive care unit admissions. Leaked 

communications and anecdotal reports have fueled suspicions that profit motives, rather than 

public health concerns, are driving vaccine promotion. Furthermore, evidence of vaccine-related 

adverse effects—including blood clotting, cancer, infertility, autoimmune diseases, and DNA 

alterations—have intensified public skepticism. 

Treatment Suppression and Alternatives 

Amid the rapid development and approval of COVID-19 vaccines, proven and effective, low 

cost, alternative treatments such as ivermectin and hydroxychloroquine were labeled 

disinformation by medical Big Pharma and their media, in favor of unproven, expensive 

therapies like Paxlovid. Critics argue that the emphasis on newer treatments reflects profit-driven 

motives rather than prioritizing public health. Some medical professionals have championed 

ivermectin for its anti-inflammatory properties, and its ability to bind tightly to the spike protein 

of the virus has been suggested as a way to mitigate the effects of vaccine-related injuries. 

The Pharmaceutical Industry and Pandemics: A Critical Overview 

The pharmaceutical industry plays a pivotal role in responding to global health crises, 

particularly through the development and distribution of vaccines. The COVID-19 plandemic, 

which emerged in 2020, served as a significant case study in both the power and controversy 

surrounding the industry's response. While vaccines were heavily promoted as a solution to the 

global health crisis, their efficacy, safety, and the broader financial implications have generated 

significant debate. 

The pharmaceutical industry's influence in the pandemic response has been a focal point of 

criticism. The industry's significant financial power raised questions about the motivations 

behind rapid vaccine approval and distribution. Critics argue that the pharmaceutical companies 

were driven by profit, with government and regulatory bodies acting as facilitators.  



Reports have surfaced suggesting that vaccines were developed with the help of high-level 

governmental ties, and various whistleblowers have exposed what they describe as a coordinated 

effort to suppress alternative treatments such as Ivermectin. Some experts argue that these 

treatments, which were proven effective in early trials, were overshadowed by the push for 

vaccination, largely due to political and financial interests.  

 

The Emergence of the COVID-19 Pandemic and Vaccine Development 

The COVID-19 pandemic prompted an unprecedented global health response. Pharmaceutical 

companies raced to develop vaccines, with companies like Pfizer-BioNTech and Moderna 

leading the way with mRNA vaccine technologies. These vaccines, which promised immunity 

against COVID-19, became central to the global strategy for controlling the pandemic. However, 

the speed of development, the untested nature of mRNA technology, and the potential conflicts 

of interest raised concerns from many quarters. 

The urgency of vaccine development was compounded by the global financial stakes. As the 

pandemic progressed, the wealth of the world’s richest individuals skyrocketed. In 2020, the 

wealth of the top 10 billionaires stood at $695 billion. By mid-2021, this had more than doubled 

to $1.36 trillion, with nine individuals surpassing the $100 billion mark. This stark increase in 

wealth raised questions about the financial implications of the pandemic and the role of the 

pharmaceutical industry in profiting from it. 

Reports of problems with vaccine testing, particularly in animal trials, raised early concerns. It 

was revealed in a 2020 Senate hearing that animal vaccine trials were halted prematurely due to 

severe adverse reactions, sparking concerns about the safety of these vaccines for human use. 

This led some to suggest that the public became the test subjects, as these concerns were not 

fully addressed before vaccine rollout.  

The rapid development of COVID-19 vaccines, such as those from Pfizer, Moderna, and Johnson 

& Johnson, also generated questions about the integrity of the testing processes. The rollout was 

accompanied by increasing reports of adverse events, including serious conditions such as 

myocarditis, blood clots, and even deaths. Some have claimed that the vaccine's risks were 

downplayed to accelerate approval for mass distribution, creating a sense of distrust in both the 

pharmaceutical industry and the government agencies overseeing these processes.  

Impact on Public Health and Safety  

The vaccine rollout, which began in December 2020, quickly became a contentious issue. 

Reports from sources such as the Vaccine Adverse Event Reporting System (VAERS) 

documented numerous adverse events, including severe health conditions and deaths. Some 

advocates of vaccine safety argue that these adverse events were not properly reported or were 

downplayed by health authorities.  



The narrative surrounding COVID-19 vaccines was further complicated by differing messages 

about vaccine efficacy. Initially hailed as a solution to the pandemic, vaccines were later shown 

to offer reduced effectiveness over time, particularly against new variants like Delta and 

Omicron. This led to the push for booster shots, which created further division and suspicion 

about the long-term safety and necessity of continued vaccination.  

 

Vaccines and the Intent behind Mass Vaccination 

As the plandemic unfolded, mass vaccination became a central earth policy. Despite widespread 

vaccination efforts, questions arose regarding the effectiveness of the vaccines, especially in 

preventing infection and transmission. Gibraltar, for example, became the most vaccinated 

country on Earth, with over 99% of its population fully vaccinated by June 2021. Yet, even as 

vaccination rates soared, new COVID-19 cases surged, leading to the reimposition of lockdown 

measures. Similar trends were observed in Israel, the United Kingdom, Malta, and Iceland, 

where high vaccination rates did not prevent increasing case numbers. 

The effectiveness of mass vaccination efforts came under scrutiny, particularly as data from 

organizations like Johns Hopkins and the CDC indicated that countries with high vaccination 

rates were still facing significant COVID-19 transmission. This led to questions about whether 

vaccines were truly effective at stopping the spread of the virus, especially when combined with 

the growing doubts about the accuracy of PCR testing, which, in many instances, was found to 

generate a high rate of false positives due to high cycle thresholds. 

Efficacy and Side Effects of the Vaccine 

The promise of the COVID-19 vaccines was that they would halt the virus’s spread and protect 

individuals from severe illness and death. However, it became evident that the vaccines did not 

provide the immunity initially expected. Governments around the world advised continued 

masking, social distancing, and avoidance of large gatherings, even for the vaccinated. 

Furthermore, breakthrough infections and continued virus transmission among vaccinated 

populations raised concerns about the vaccines' true effectiveness. 

In addition to questions about efficacy, reports of adverse reactions to the vaccines surfaced. 

Many individuals experienced and significant severe side effects, including myocarditis, 

neurological disorders, and fertility issues. Autopsies of individuals who died post-vaccination 

revealed spike proteins in various organs, which led to concerns over potential long-term health 

impacts. These side effects, coupled with the absence of a clear understanding of the vaccines' 

long-term effects, fueled skepticism and distrust among those more aware of the public. 

Alternative Perspectives  

Alongside mainstream narratives, volumes of evidence and actual science has emerged, clearly 

demonstrating the pandemic was orchestrated for financial gain, population control, and as a 

means to push forward technological advancements like microchips and genetic modification. 



Such evidence is now slowly making its way through complicates in MSM censorship and 

getting to the masses.   

These vaccines were in fact designed to alter human genetics. The mRNA technology used in 

vaccines will result in permanent genetic changes.  

In addition, many have pointed to the development of synthetic biology, CRISPR technology, 

and nanotechnology as potential tools that could be used to alter human biology in ways that are 

not yet fully understood.  

Financial and Political Connections: A Web of Influence 

The rapid development of COVID-19 vaccines was not solely driven by scientific urgency; 

financial and political motivations also played a significant role. In 2015, the National Institute 

of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID) entered a partnership with Moderna, establishing 

shared ownership of the coronavirus vaccine technology. This collaboration between government 

entities and pharmaceutical companies raised suspicions about the political and financial 

incentives behind the pandemic response. 

Further scrutiny was directed toward the financial relationships between pharmaceutical 

companies, hospitals, and government agencies. Hospitals received higher payments for 

admitting COVID-19 patients, particularly those placed on ventilators, which some critics argued 

created a financial incentive to exaggerate the severity of the pandemic and the need for drastic 

measures. The coincidence of rising pharmaceutical profits alongside the escalating health crisis 

led to widespread concerns about the profit-driven nature of the pandemic response. 

Political and Social Ramifications  

The political implications of vaccine mandates were profound. In 2021, President Biden's 

administration proposed a vaccine mandate for federal employees, which sparked debates over 

individual rights versus public health safety. The mandate was later challenged in court, with 

appeals court’s ruling against the imposition of vaccine requirements for private employees, 

citing constitutional concerns.  

Socially, the pandemic and vaccine mandates led to significant polarization. Public figures, 

including doctors and health experts, were divided over the safety and effectiveness of vaccines, 

with some strongly advocating for them while others raised alarms about the risks. A growing 

body of evidence suggested that the unvaccinated were less likely to experience severe disease, 

while vaccinated individuals still experienced breakthrough infections, leading to further 

skepticism about the vaccines' promised benefits.  

The Role of Bioweapons and Early Intervention 

While speculation surrounding the origins of COVID-19 has been widespread, some have argued 

that the virus could have been intentionally released as part of a broader agenda to create global 

panic. This theory suggests that COVID-19 was a bioweapon designed to destabilize the world 



and increase control over populations. Proponents of this view also argue that effective 

treatments, such as Hydroxychloroquine and ivermectin, were intentionally suppressed by 

pharmaceutical companies and governments to force a reliance on vaccines. 

While the origin of the virus remains a subject of debate, the narrative surrounding early 

treatment options adds another layer to the complexity of the pandemic’s management. The 

suppression of alternative treatments, which some claimed were effective in early stages of the 

disease, raised questions about the influence of pharmaceutical interests on global health 

strategies. 

Public Perception, the Role of Mainstream and Social Media 

The media played a critical role in shaping public perception of the pandemic and the vaccines. 

Critics argue that the mainstream media, in collaboration with pharmaceutical giants, suppressed 

negative information and presented the vaccines as the only solution to the pandemic. Alternative 

treatments, such as ivermectin and Hydroxychloroquine, were often censored, while the benefits 

of vaccines were widely promoted. 

Social media platforms, too, were implicated in shaping the narrative, with accusations of 

censorship of dissenting opinions. The suppression of alternative viewpoints, particularly those 

critical of vaccine safety and efficacy, led to allegations of a coordinated effort to control public 

opinion. These claims of censorship and manipulation fueled skepticism and distrust in the 

pandemic response and its associated policies. 

While many reports have focused on the benefits of vaccination and the urgency of preventing 

viral spread, others have raised concerns about the suppression of dissenting opinions. Figures 

such as Dr. Peter McCullough and Dr. Vladimir Zelenko, both outspoken critics of the official 

pandemic response, have been marginalized, while others with more mainstream views have 

enjoyed widespread promotion. Zelenko and others were in fact killed for their views which 

along with being stripped of medical licensing for disagreeing with Big Pharma fake science is 

regularly the case as they can cost Big Pharma millions. This divide highlights a broader issue of 

information control during health crises. 

The Role of Vaccines and Big Pharma 

The pharmaceutical industry's influence on global health has been increasingly scrutinized in 

recent years. With major financial backing from entities such as the NIH-NIAID, the Chan 

Zuckerberg Initiative, and BioNTech, pharmaceutical companies have been at the forefront of 

pandemic responses. Critics, however, have raised concerns about the industry's priorities, 

especially regarding the COVID-19 vaccines. Allegations have surfaced that these vaccines, 

particularly the mRNA-based versions, may not only serve to prevent illness but could 

potentially alter human biology. Claims about harmful substances, such as graphene oxide, HIV 

proteins, and luciferase, have circulated, with some suggesting that these components could 

contribute to genetic modification or even serve as tools for population control. 



The rapid development of these vaccines, alongside reports of their financial ties to global health 

organizations and major corporations, has led some to question the motivations behind the 

vaccine rollout. Critics argue that the pharmaceutical industry’s role in the pandemic response 

may have been driven less by the goal of public health and more by a desire for profit and 

control. This is compounded by the increasing reliance on synthetic drugs and vaccines to 

manage public health, which some see as a deliberate strategy to foster dependence on 

pharmaceutical companies, thus consolidating their power over global healthcare systems. 

Mass Psychosis and Public Manipulation  

An emerging concept in discussions surrounding the pandemic is "mass formation psychosis," 

which posits that large groups of people can be manipulated into a state of mass hysteria, leading 

them to follow government mandates without question. This theory suggests that the public's 

willingness to comply with restrictions such as lockdowns, mask mandates, and vaccine 

requirements was a form of mass psychosis, exacerbated by fear and government rhetoric.  

The argument goes further, claiming that the pharmaceutical industry's ties to global power 

structures, including the media and political elites, created a perfect storm for psychological 

manipulation. Critics of this view argue that it oversimplifies the complexities of the pandemic 

response and ignores the genuine threat posed by COVID-19.  

The Question of Eugenics and Global Control 

Another facet of the discourse surrounding the COVID-19 vaccines involves allegations of a 

broader agenda tied to eugenics and population control. Some critics argue that the push for mass 

vaccination, along with the development of vaccine passports, is part of a plan to reduce the 

global population and exert greater control over individuals. This theory suggests that the 

pharmaceutical industry, in partnership with government entities, is using pandemics as a means 

to consolidate power and establish a new world order. 

These concerns have been amplified by the implementation of vaccine mandates and the growing 

push for biometric surveillance. The combination of pandemic response measures and the rollout 

of digital health passes raised fears of a surveillance state that could monitor and control 

individuals' movements and actions. 

The Rise of Pandemics and Bioweapons 

Pandemics have shaped human history for centuries, often causing widespread illness, death, and 

social disruption. In recent years, however, there has been growing speculation regarding the 

origins of these pandemics. The COVID-19 pandemic, in particular, has sparked intense debate 

about whether it was a naturally occurring virus or the result of deliberate action. Some theories 

suggest that pandemics, such as COVID-19, may not be natural but rather engineered events, 

potentially involving bioweapons created for mass disruption. These viruses, it is proposed, 

could have been intentionally released to manipulate global populations, with pandemics serving 

not only as health crises but as opportunities for global elites to control economies, implement 

surveillance measures, and advance broader agendas of governance. 



The development of COVID-19 vaccines, particularly mRNA vaccines, raised further concerns. 

Critics argue that these vaccines represented a significant shift in medicine—moving beyond 

traditional immunization methods to gene therapies. The rapid rollout of these vaccines, along 

with their association with major pharmaceutical companies, led to accusations of prioritizing 

profit over public health. Some reports, including those from the Defense Medical Epidemiology 

Database (DMED), indicated alarming increases in adverse health reactions, such as myocarditis, 

cancer, and neurological disorders, following vaccination. These issues have fueled concerns 

about the long-term safety of these vaccines and the influence of the pharmaceutical industry in 

shaping global health narratives. 

Pharmacology, Medicine, and Pandemics 
Robert F. Kennedy Jr. has drawn attention to Bill Gates’ significant influence in global health, 

particularly through his stakes in major pharmaceutical companies and his substantial 

contributions to the WHO. These financial ties have raised questions about the extent to which 

corporate interests shape global health policies, particularly in relation to the development and 

distribution of mRNA vaccines. Funding from organizations like the NIH-NIAID, the Chan 

Zuckerberg Initiative, and BioNTech has further complicated the issue, with some critics 

questioning the motivations behind these financial connections. 

Bioweapon Allegations and COVID-19 Origins 
The origins of COVID-19 have been a subject of intense debate. Some claims suggest that the 

virus did not originate in Wuhan but instead came from U.S.-funded biolabs, such as those at the 

University of North Carolina. These labs have been accused of mass-producing pathogens like 

SARS and Ebola, raising concerns about the intentional release of viruses across multiple 

countries. Dr. Peter McCullough has also speculated that COVID-19 vaccines might 

inadvertently enable outbreaks of other contagious viral illnesses, such as hepatitis and 

monkeypox.  A concerning development was the revelation that some batches of the vaccine 

contained potentially harmful substances, including spike proteins and oncogenes, substances 

associated with cancer development. This information sparked debates about the true purpose of 

the vaccines and the involvement of global elites in their design.  

Sudden Adult Death Syndrome (SADS) 
The emergence of Sudden Adult Death Syndrome (SADS) has been linked to the COVID-19 

vaccines, with critics referring to it as Vaccine-Related Death Syndrome (VRDS). The condition 

is believed to be caused by vaccine-induced complications, including pathologies related to the 

spike protein.  There have been multiple confirmed reports of sudden deaths among individuals, 

including pilots, attributed to vaccine-related complications. Despite these alarming reports, 

many studies and peer-reviewed papers critical of the vaccines were allegedly suppressed or 

retracted. 

Bioweapons and Vaccines 
Concerns about the design of COVID-19 vaccines have been raised by experts like Dr. Mike 

Yeadon, who pointed out that the spike protein was selected as the primary target in vaccine 

development despite being highly unstable and genetically similar to human proteins. This has 

led to suspicions of collusion between the pharmaceutical companies and raised questions about 

the broader implications for human health. 



5G and Health Implications 
Emerging concerns about the health implications of 5G technology have included reports of 

radiation poisoning and "cell poisoning" in countries like Indonesia. Speculations have also 

connected 5G technology with bioweapons, suggesting a coordinated effort to manipulate and 

control populations. 

The Broader Implications 

The growing concerns about the intersection of pharmaceuticals, global governance, and public 

health have broader implications, particularly regarding the potential for transhumanism, the 

erosion of personal autonomy, and the expanding role of AI in governance. Religious and ethical 

concerns have also emerged, especially in relation to vaccine mandates and the risks associated 

with vaccine-induced injuries. Historical and geopolitical contexts suggest that pharmaceutical 

advancements are deeply intertwined with global power structures, raising concerns about the 

influence of a "deep state" in shaping global health narratives. 

The Unseen Dangers: 5G and Surveillance 

Alongside the pandemic, the expansion of 5G technology has raised concerns about its potential 

role in mass surveillance and population control. While 5G is touted as a technological 

advancement to enhance internet speeds and connectivity, critics argue that its true purpose could 

extend beyond this, potentially serving as a tool for mass surveillance and mind control. Some 

suggest that the frequencies used by 5G networks could influence human emotions and behavior, 

creating a method for controlling individuals on a mass scale. Coupled with biometric 

surveillance systems, 5G technology may play a crucial role in the establishment of a global 

surveillance state, where individuals are monitored and manipulated for political or economic 

purposes. 

The combination of vaccination programs and biometric tracking technologies could serve as 

part of a broader agenda for totalitarian control. These technologies, when combined with the 

rapid advancement of AI and surveillance capabilities, suggest a shift toward a more centralized, 

globalized system of governance. As 5G technology and biometric systems become more 

prevalent, the potential for human behavior manipulation and the erosion of privacy raises 

significant ethical and political concerns. 

The Emergence of a New World Order? 

The concept of a New World Order (NWO) has surfaced in various discussions about the 

convergence of global health crises, the rise of vaccines, and the introduction of advanced 

technologies like 5G. Proponents of this theory argue that the pandemic, vaccine mandates, and 

the expansion of surveillance technologies are deliberate steps toward creating a one-world 

government. This system, they suggest, would centralize control over finance, health, and 

surveillance, with global elites exerting control over the masses, while remaining unaffected by 

these systems. 



In this view, the COVID-19 pandemic and the subsequent vaccine rollout were not merely 

responses to a health crisis but part of a larger agenda. The implementation of 5G, biometric 

tracking, and global health mandates are seen as tools for shaping a future where populations are 

controlled through surveillance, genetic modification, and population management. Critics argue 

that these developments could result in a society where personal freedoms are severely restricted, 

and human biology is altered to suit the needs of a centralized global authority. 

The Controversial Intersection of Medicine and Control 

The pharmaceutical industry’s growing influence has led to concerns about its role in controlling 

populations through both medicine and technology. Critics argue that the focus on synthetic 

drugs and vaccines, rather than natural remedies, has created a system of dependence that 

benefits pharmaceutical companies at the expense of public health. The rise of digital health 

systems, biometric monitoring, and the integration of artificial intelligence into healthcare further 

complicate this issue, with some fearing that these tools could be used not to improve health but 

to monitor, control, and profit from individuals. 

The potential for technologies like CRISPR gene-editing, nanotechnology, and synthetic biology 

to alter human biology raises fundamental ethical questions. As these technologies continue to 

advance, fears grow that they could be used to reshape humanity in ways that may not be fully 

understood or controllable. Combined with the growing push for universal vaccination and 

biometric tracking, these developments fuel concerns about a future where human biology is 

subject to the control of corporations and governments. 

Vaccine Development and Testing Issues 

The development of COVID-19 vaccines, especially mRNA-based ones, has faced numerous 

challenges, including the halting of animal trials due to severe adverse reactions. Critics contend 

that the public became the test subjects for these vaccines, with safety concerns not fully 

addressed before mass distribution. Despite the rapid approval process, adverse events such as 

myocarditis, blood clots, and even deaths have raised significant concerns about the long-term 

safety and efficacy of these vaccines. 

Theories and Alternative Perspectives 

Alongside mainstream narratives, numerous alternative theories have emerged, suggesting that 

the pandemic was orchestrated for financial gain, population control, or as a means to advance 

technologies like microchips and genetic modification. While these theories remain largely 

unsubstantiated, they have gained traction in certain circles, fueled by growing distrust in the 

pharmaceutical industry and government authorities. 

Some claim that the mRNA vaccines were designed to alter human genetics, although there is no 

scientific evidence to support this. However, the growing interest in synthetic biology, gene 

editing, and nanotechnology has raised concerns that such technologies could be used in the 

future to manipulate human biology in ways that are not yet fully understood. 



The Road Ahead: Will the Truth Prevail?  

The future remains uncertain, with many questions left unanswered about the true motivations 

behind global health policies, vaccination campaigns, and technological advancements. What is 

clear, however, is the need for continued vigilance and critical examination of the forces at play. 

The growing concerns about the pharmaceutical industry, pandemics, and the potential misuse of 

technology require transparent investigations and open discourse.  

As we move forward, it is crucial that the public remains informed, questioning the narratives 

presented by the media and government authorities. Whether the current crises are part of a 

larger scheme or the result of negligence remains to be seen, but the stakes are undeniably high.  

The Facts: 

 





 

 



 

 



 



 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

The Villains and their crimes: 



 

 

 



 



 



 

 



 

 

Just a handful of examples of officials in charge of the "health" of millions of people. Who besides Satan 

and a Libtard identifies with any of these creeps or would even want them taking out their trash?  If you 

can’t see the pain, sickness and pure evil in each of these psychos, you need help. I can’t even look at 

these vermin, it makes me physically ill. 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

  

 



 

The Heroes: 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 

And where monkeys actually live.  See how stupid they think you are: 

 



 

 



 



 

 

 



 

 



 



 

 

 



 

Chronological order: 

1. PCR tests for Covid19 patented. 

2. 2019 executive order on vaccines. 

3. 5g tower rollout. 

4. Covid plandemic. 

5. Declaration of national emergency, FEMA  

6. Ventilator production. 

7. Remdemsivir push. 

8. Vaccine rollout (although previously created much earlier). 

9. Booster shots. 

10. HIV tests and more vaccines. 

Cares act and tax payer dollars to fund it all along with fed created inflation.  Evil stuff huh? 



 

 



 

 



 



 



 

 



 



 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 





 

 

 



 

 


