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Lona Cotton #(g

Masking Children: Tragic, Unscientific, and Damaging

A aier.org/article/masking-children-tragic-unscientific-and-damaging/

March 10, 2021

Paul E. Alexander
— March 10, 2021 Reading Time: 9 minutes

Summary: Children do not readily acquire SARS-CoV-2 (very low risk), spread it
to other children or teachers, or endanger parents or others at home. This is
the settled science. In the rare cases where a child contracts Covid virus it is
very unusual for the child to get severely ill or die. Masking can do positive
harm to children - as it can to some adults. But the cost benefit analysis is
entirely different for adults and children - particularly younger children.
Whatever arguments there may be for consenting adults — children should not
be required to wear masks to prevent the spread of Covid-19. Of course, zero
risk is not attainable — with or without masks, vaccines, therapeutics,
distancing or anything else medicine may develop or government agencies
may impose.




How did this blue surgical mask and white cloth mask come to dominate our daily lives?
Well, indeed, the surgical masks and white cloth (often homemade) masks have become
the most contentious and quarrelsome symbol and reminder of our battle with SARS-CoV-2
and the disease it causes, Covid-19. The mask has become so politicized that it prevents
rational consideration of the evidence (even across political lines) and drives levels of
acrimony, invidious actions, disdain, and villainy among wearers to each other who feel
threatened by the individual who will not or cannot wear a mask.

But how dangerous is this virus? Based on studies done by Professor John PA loannidis of
Stanford University, we know that we are dealing with a virus that has an infection fatality
rate (IFR) of 0.05 in persons 70 years old and under (range: 0.00% to 0.57% with a median
of 0.05% across the different global locations; with a corrected median of 0.04%). This
compares quite well to the IFR of most influenza viruses (and even lower), and yet the
draconian and massive reactions to SARS- CoV-2 have never been employed during
influenza season.

Given this knowledge it is more than perplexing as to why our governments, at the behest
of their public health advisors, have accepted as a fait accompli what we refer to as a ‘great
deception’ or lie, convincing us of inevitable and severe consequences if anyone is infected
with SARS-CoV-2.

Yes, the public was lied to and deceived from day one by governments and their medical
advisors and the media medical cabal with its incessant messaging that we were all at
equal risk of severe iliness or death if infected, young and old. They subverted science.

This caused irrational fear and hysteria and it has held on. This type of deception and the
resulting unfounded fear has been driven by the media despite “a thousandfold difference in
risk between old and young.”

We suggest that this has always been known, and yet this disinformation and related
falsenoods were spread seemingly both willfully and knowingly by our leaders and the
media. Such conflation of the risks between the young and the elderly population with
comorbidities and at risk is wrong-headed and creates unnecessary fear for all. It is well
known that there is a distinct stratified risk (strongiy associated with increasing age and
comorbidities).

Additionally, data now suggests (even though still nascent) that children not only have
extremely low risk as mentioned above but also that they naturally have the capability of
evading the SARS-CoV-2 virus due to the lack of the ACE-2 receptors in their nostrils. It
escapes us as to why this deceit continues to be served to the public and has not been
stopped forthwith.



What does the evidence show? Well, evidence is accumulating about the potential harms of
mask use (references 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21,
22, 23). For example, the CDC's own February 2021 double-mask study reported that
masking may impede breathing — which can trigger a variety of other problems including
acute anxiety attacks in susceptible individuals. These harms are even more likely to occur
to children, particularly smaller children.

The scientific evidence in total also suggests masks (surgical and cloth masks) as currently
used are ineffective in reducing transmission (references 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12,
13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25). Even if we tried to tease out ‘minimal
help’ and say ‘they may help a little,” these Covid-19 masks are largely ineffective. In many
reports, conclusively so. As an example, a very recent publication stated that face masks
become nonconsequential and do not function after 20 minutes due to saturation. “Those
masks are only effective so long as they are dry,” said Professor Yvonne Cossart of the
Department of Infectious Diseases at the University of Sydney.” As soon as they become
saturated with the moisture in your breath, they stop doing their job and pass on the
droplets.” In a similar light, there are indications that wearing a mask that has already been
used, which is very common, is riskier than if one wore no mask at all. The evidence on
mask mandates is also clear in that they are ineffective and do not work

(references 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6) to prevent the spread of respiratory viruses like SARS-CoV-2.

We don't have a wealth of scientific evidence on exactly when it is safe or not safe for
children to be masked, but here’s a good rule of thumb. If you wouldn’t put a child in the
front seat of your Prius without disabling the airbag — think twice before requiring an
otherwise healthy child to wear a mask — or even forcing them to social distance in school.

On the dangers of masks generally, a recent mini-review reported “There are insufficient
data to quantify all of the adverse effects that might reduce the acceptability, adherence and
effectiveness of face masks.” We agree that the adequate primary type comparative
effectiveness research is still not available but we do have strong anecdotal, reported, and
real-world information as indicated above, along with some primary evidence, which we
have judged appropriate to inform the discussion sufficiently.

During April to October 2020 in the US, emergency room visits linked to mental health
problems (e.g. anxiety) for children aged 5-11 increased by nearly 25% and increased by
31% for those aged 12-17 years old as compared to the same period in 2019. During the
month of June 2020, 25% of persons aged 18 to 24 in the US reported suicidal ideation.
While some of this may be related to the pandemic, we suspect that it is largely a function
of our response to the pandemic.

One of the most starkly revealing and troubling observations come from Dr. Margarite
Griesz-Brisson MD, PhD, who is one of Europe’s leading neurologists and
neurophysiologists focused on neurotoxicology, environmental medicine, neuro-



regeneration and neuroplasticity. She has gone on record stating: “The rebreathing of our
exhaled air will without a doubt create oxygen deficiency and a flooding of carbon dioxide.
We know that the human brain is very sensitive to oxygen deprivation.” There are neurons,
for example in the hippocampus that cannot survive more than 3 minutes without an
adequate supply of oxygen. Given that such cells are so sensitive to oxygen deprivation,
their functionality must be affected by low oxygen levels.

Oxygen deprivation can cause metabolic changes and the metabolic changes that happen
in neuronal cells are vitally important for cognitive functioning and brain plasticity and it is
known that when drastic metabolic shifts occur in the brain, there are consequent changes
of oxidative stress (cellular oxidative state) and these have a significant role in managing
neuron functioning (we do not claim that masking would produce complete absence of
oxygen of course).

The acute warning symptoms are headaches, drowsiness, dizziness, reduced ability to
concentrate and reductions in cognitive function. Given that the development of
neurodegenerative diseases can take years to develop, then what are the potentially
deleterious effects of the use of masks, especially in children, when masks are used over
the majority of their day? We and particularly parents, must consider this and weigh the
benefits versus the harms. Are there benefits enough to warrant use relative to the potential
harms? If the harms outweigh the benefits, then we cannot in good conscience advocate for
mask use. Moreover, the continual and stressful impacts of masking (and school closures)
will also have a known and deleterious impact on the immune systems in children (and
adults).

Other medical harms relate to the notion that children and adolescents have an extremely
active and adaptive immune system, a system that must be challenged in order to retain
functionality. Yet by severely restricting children’s activities because of lockdowns and
masking (physical activity/fitness exercises are almost impossible whilst wearing a mask),
we are probably hobbling their immune systems. Evidence indicates that regular physical
activity and frequent exercise enhance immune competency and regulation.

A child unexposed to nature has little defense against a minor iliness, which can become
overwhelming due to the lack of a primed ‘tuned-up’ and ‘taxed’ immune system. A robust
immune system shortens an illness as a consequence of the presence of preprogrammed
anamnestic immunity. Preventing children from such interactions with nature and germs can
and does lead to overwhelming infections and serious consequences to the health and life
of a child. We might be setting up our children for future disaster when they emerge from
societal restrictions fully and with no masks, to then be at the mercy of normally benign
opportunistic infections with a now weakened immune system. This cannot be disregarded
as we consider the consequences of our actions today in this pandemic and the
guestionable lockdowns, school closures, and mask policies.



A German-wide registry (not the optimal highest-quality study) used by 20,353 parents who
reported on data from almost 26,000 children, found that the “average wearing time of the
mask was 270 minutes per day. Impairments caused by wearing the mask were reported by
68% of the parents. These included irritability (60%), headache (53%), difficulty
concentrating (50%), less happiness (49%), reluctance to go to school/kindergarten (44%),
malaise (42%) impaired learning (38%) and drowsiness or fatigue (37%).”

Concerns are being raised regarding psychological damage and why a mask is not ‘just a
mask.’ There is tremendous psychological damage to infants and children, with potential
catastrophic impacts on the cognitive development of children. This is even more critical in
relation to children with special needs or those within the autism spectrum who need to be
able to recognize facial expressions as part of their ongoing development. The
accumulating evidence also suggests that prolonged mask use in children or adults can
cause harms, so much so that Dr. Blaylock states “the bottom line is that [if] you are not
sick, you should not wear a mask.” Furthermore, Dr. Blaylock writes, “By wearing a mask,
the exhaled viruses will not be able to escape and will concentrate in the nasal passages,
enter the olfactory nerves and travel into the brain.”

In sum, as mentioned, the optimal comparative research on harms has not sufficiently
accumulated but what has been reported is sufficient to inform and guide us in our debate
on the potential harms of mask use (surgical and cloth), especially in children. But we do
have real-world evidence. While additional evidence will help clarify the extent of risk, the
existing details are sobering enough and of tremendous utility as we consider the benefits
versus the harms of mask use. Even the potential of minimal harm is enough to prevent
justification of such use.

Remember, even Dr. Fauci told us in 2020 that masks are not needed and not effective as
you may think it is (March 2020 with Jon LaPook, 60 Minutes). Para ‘no need to walk
around with one.’ Dr. Fauci was indeed telling you the science then, and the science has
not changed. His statement “it is not providing the perfect protection that people think..."
may have changed, but the science remains crystal clear on effectiveness, or lack of.

We call on parents to consider this and to carefully weigh the benefits versus the
downsides/harms of masks to their children. This really is not an issue of the ‘science’ as
kids do not spread the virus readily to kids, to adults, to teachers, or to the home. They do
not get severely ill or die from this. Moreover, teachers are at very low risk of severe illness
or death and the school setting remains one of the safest, lowest risk environments.

The science is clear and thus the question becomes, what is the benefit of masks for
children? Is masking of children really more about seeming to be doing something even if it
is ineffective or possibly harmful? If the possible harms outweigh the negligible and
questionable benefit in such a low-risk group, then why must they wear masks indoors and
outdoors at school? Masks in children with such near zero risk of transmission and illness



from Covid is not necessary and illogical and irrational. This is similar to the need for
vaccination of children, especially young children. Children were not part of the vaccine
research and also the very low risk to children raises very troubling questions of why. A
move to vaccinate children based on the existing risk evidence has no basis in science and
there is no net benefit.

Why then did Dr. Fauci call for this? What is the benefit? Is this similar to when Dr. Fauci
initially called for double masking, only to then retract the statement? An ‘assumption’ or
‘'speculation’ or ‘supposition’ it may work is not science! Is a ‘children vaccine’ retraction
coming from Dr. Fauci? Absolutely, children need vaccinations for measles, mumps, rubelia
etc. but not for Covid. Similar for masks, there is no benefit we can see.

To close, masking children is as absurd, illogical, nonsensical, and potentially dangerous as
trying to stop ‘every case of Covid’ or ‘stopping Covid at all costs.’ Masks are not needed
for children based on near zero risk in children. The risk of dying from Covid-19 is "almost
zero” for young people. The issue of masks in children is really a risk management question
for parents and any decision-maker. The science is settled.
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Code References come from: https://leginfo.legislature.ca.qgov/faces/codes.xhtml

Violations of Law:

A.

Government Code 8558: GC 8558 (c) “L.ocal emergency” means the duly

proclaimed existence of conditions of disaster or of extreme peril to the
safety of persons and property within the territorial limits of a county, caused
by conditions such as epidemic, which are or are likely to be beyond the control
of the services, personnel, equipment, and facilities of that political subdivision and
require the combined forces of other political subdivisions to combat.

1) Duly proclaimed: The authority cited in the 14 February 2020 declaration of a pandemic in
San Diego County was the World Health Organization who declared a pandemic

a. The WHO is not a United States of America authority and has no power to declare
anything here.

b. The word pandemic is found no where in US, or Ca law or either US or CA
constitutions and therefore cannot be declared in San Diego County.

2) Existence of a disaster or of EXTREME PERIL

a. On 14 February 2020 there were zero COVID-19 deaths or illnesses according to the
Health Officers own data which indicates that no disaster existed

b. On 19 February 2020 Greg Cox stated in the Ratification that “while the current, local
situation remains stable” indicates no extreme peril existed

c. As of today the San Diego County Health Officer has not produced material evidence of
a COV-SAR2 virus 100% isolated from any of the few thousand deaths or the
Thousands of ilinesses attributed to COVID-19 that have occurred. Therefore no
extreme peril has been demonstrated or proven, not even the existence of a virus called
COVID-19.

d. As stated in the SD County Health Officer’s presentation given here to the BOS and
presented on her website the percent of deaths was 0.00032% and never exceeded
0.11% of the SD County Population. Evidence that a disaster or extreme peril was
never in existence.

e. Therefore by the law’s definition of a “Local Emergency” the San Diego County Health
Officer and the past and existing Board of Supervisors did not have the authority to

declare or ratify a Local Emergency in San Diego County and still do not.

3) Beyond the Control of San Diego Emergency Services

B.

a. Since there was no extreme peril, Nothing was ever gone beyond the control of the
Emergency Services

b. President Trump stationed a Military medical ship off the coast of California with
instructions that if any hospital was ever overwhelmed, send the over load to the ship.
No bed was utilized by San Diego County Emergency Services. Zero.

CA Govt Code § 101808: Local Health Emergencies: Whenever a release, spill,
escape, or entry of waste occurs as described in paragraph (2) of subdivision (b) of
Section 101075 and the director or the local health officer reasonably determines
that the waste is a hazardous waste or medical waste, or that it may become a
hazardous waste or medical waste because of a combination or reaction with other
substances or materials, and the director or local health officer reasonably



determines that the release or escape is an immediate threat to the public health,
or whenever there is an imminent and proximate threat of the introduction of any
contagious, infectious, or communicable disease, chemical agent,
noncommunicable biologic agent, toxin, or radioactive agent, the director may
declare a health emergency and the local health officer may declare a local health
emergency in the jurisdiction or any area thereof affected by the threat to the public
health. Whenever a local health emergency is declared by a local health officer
pursuant to this section, the local health emergency shall not remain in effect
for a period in excess of seven days unless it has been ratified by the board of
supervisors, or city council, whichever is applicable to the jurisdiction. The board of
supervisors, or city council, if applicable, shall review, at least every 30 days until
the local health emergency is terminated, the need for continuing the local health
emergency and shall proclaim the termination of the local health emergency at the

earliest possible date that conditions warrant the termination.
Reference: https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?

lawCode=HSC&sectionNum=101080

Oath of Office:

1.

5 U.S. Code § 3331: Oath of Office for Elected or Appointed Officials:

a. Anindividual, except the President, elected or appointed to an office of honor or profit
in the civil service or uniformed services, shall take the following oath “l, AB, do
solemnly swear (or afflrm) i d
States against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that | will bear true faith and
allegiance to the same; that | take this obligation freely, without any mental reservation

or purpose of evasion; and that | will well and fajthfully discharge the duties of the office

on which | am about to enter. So help me God.”
b. This section does not affect other oaths required by law.

c. Reference: hitps://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/5/3331

As elected officials, and required by the California Constitution, you have taken an oath to
support and defend both the CA Constitution and the United States Constitution.

As supervisors, you have no constitutional authority, nor any other form of lawful authority,
to oppose and violate the very documents to which you swore an oath.

By conspiring with other public servants to discriminate against a citizen’s lawful entry into
any business establishment or to run a legal business, you are depriving us of our rights as
protected by:

a. Title 2 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964

b. Religious Freedom Restoration Act of 1993

c. California Civil Code 51: Free and equal access to public accommodations
d. California Civil Code 52.1 Prevents threat, intimidation or coercion

GOVERNMENT CODE; TITLE 1. GENERAL, DIVISION 4. PUBLIC OFFICERS AND
EMPLOYEES CHAPTER 1, ARTICLE 2. Disqualifications for Office or Employment
1026: Every person who exercises the duties of any office in violation of the provisions of



this article relative to oaths, and every person who knowingly appoints to office a person
ineligible by reason of the provisions of this article relative to oaths, is guilty of a felony.

California Govt Code § 37100: The legislative body may pass ordinances not in conflict

with the Constitution and laws of the State or the United States.

a. No law is valid or lawful that violates the state or federal Constitution. No health order,
emergency order, state of emergency, municipal ordinance, or private business policy
may suspend or violate the constitution, PERIOD!

b. Reference: https://law.onecle.com/california/government/37100.html

According to California Government Code 37100, no governing body may make a law
that is in conflict with another law. Thus, all of these health orders are unlawful, null and
void, and carry no force of law.

All County Supervisors are in violation of:

1.

Penal Code 504Pc which makes a public officer guilty of embezzlement if he or she
fraudulently uses any public property or funds in a way not consistent with his OFFICIAL
authority. You are using the Cares Acts fund fraudulently because there is NO Emergency.
See attached Health Officer’s data showing 0.00032% deaths. That is not an Emergency.
Fraud is a felony and carries a prison sentence.

Penal Code 148.3 PC the California Statute that makes it a crime for a person to make a
false report of an emergency.

18 US Code 1038 makes it a FELONY to provide false information regarding biological
hazards and hoaxes. If someone dies because of your false information, you will have a
sentence of life in prison. San Diego County Health Officer, Dr. Wilma Wooten, keeps
saying cases are up to scare people. The scared constituent that stays home and dies from
suicide or drug overdose, that death is on her and all that support her lie. Cases should be
counted only if people are ill or die specifically from COVID not any other ailments.

18 US Code 1040 makes it a felony to perpetrate fraud in connection with major disaster or
emergency benefits. This carries a prison sentence.

California Government Code Section 8630(D) and the CA Health and Safety Code 101080
both state that the local health emergency MUST BE TERMINATED by the governing body,
Board of Supervisors at the EARLIEST POSSIBLE DATE and can be overturned by a 3 to
2 vote.

The above statements are true, factual, lawful and constitutionally ordained. Based on the
forementioned irrefutable facts, please state which of the following actions the County
District Attorney, the County Sheriff and the Board of Supervisors will take: Rescind
the illegally Declared local health emergency, AS required by law or Continue to violate
state and federal laws, including those that are felonies and carry a prison sentence.

California State Government Violates the Following:

1.

United States Constitution Article IV Section 4: “The United States shall guarantee to
every state in this union a republican form of government, and shall protect each of them
against invasion; and on application of the legislature, or of the executive (when the
legislature cannot be convened) against domestic violence.”

United States Constitution Article Vi: This Constitution, and the Laws of the United
States which shall be made in Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties made, or which shall be
made, under the Authority of the United States, shall be the supreme Law of the Land; and



the Judges in every State shall be bound thereby, any Thing in the Constitution or Laws of
any State to the Contrary notwithstanding.

First Amendment, United States Constitution: “Congress shall make no law respecting
an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the
freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and
to petition the government for a redress of grievances.”

. Fourth Amendment, United States Constitution: The right of the people to be secure in
their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures,
shall not be violated, and no Warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by
Oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons
or things to be seized.

. Sixth Amendment, United States Constitution: in all criminal prosecutions, the accused
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of the State and district
wherein the crime shall have been committed, which district shall have been previously
ascertained by law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; to be
confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory process for obtaining
witnesses in his favor, and to have the Assistance of Counsel for his defense.

Fourteenth Amendment, United States Constitution: Section 3. No Person shall be a
Senator or Representative in Congress, or elector of President and Vice-President, or hold
any office, civil or military, under the United States, or under any State, who, having
previously taken an oath, as a member of Congress, or as an officer of the United States, or
as a member of any State legislature, or as an executive or judicial officer of any State, to
support the Constitution of the United States, shall have engaged in insurrection or
rebellion against the same, or given aid or comfort to the enemies thereof. But Congress
may by a vote of two-thirds of each House, remove such disability.

. 21 U.S. Code § 360bbb-3(e)(1)(A)i)(I-1ll), Authorization for Medical Products for Use in

Emergencies:
ii. Appropriate conditions designed to ensure that individuals to whom the product is
administered are informed
) that the Secretary has authorized the emergency use of the_product;
ll) of the significant known and potential benefits and risks of such use, and of the
extent to which such benefits and risks are unknown; and
lIl) of the option to accept or refuse administration of the product, of the
consequences, if any, of refusing administration of the product, and of the
alternatives to the product that are available and of their benefits and risks

Summary: Emergency Use Authorization (EUA) products are by definition experimental
and thus require the right to refuse. Under the Nuremberg Code, the foundation of
ethical medicine, no one may be coerced to participate in a medical experiment.
Consent of the individual is “absolutely essential.”

a. Afederal court held that the U.S. military could not mandate EUA vaccines to
soldiers. Doe #1 v. Rumsfeld, 297 F.Supp.2d 119 (2003). The court held: "...the
United States cannot demand that members of the armed forces also serve as
guinea pigs for experimental drugs." Id. at 135.

b. No court has ever upheld a mandate for an EUA vaccine. The liability for forced
participation in a medical experiment, including injury or death, may be incalculable.
Medical and religious exemptions will be insufficient to overcome the illegality of
EUA vaccine mandates.



c. References: hitps://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/21/360bbb-3; https://

childrenshealthdefense.org/wp-content/uploads/chd-notice-for-eua-
vaccines-6.4.21.pdf

. If nothing else these documents will stand as evidence in a Nuremburg type trial for
falsifying data to create a public scare coercing and mandating people to participate in an
experimental medical procedure and the wearing of experimental medical devices.

. The Nuremberg Code: Permissible Medical Experiments:

The great weight of the evidence before us to effect that certain types of medical
experiments on human beings, when kept within reasonably well-defined bounds,
conform to the ethics of the medical profession generally. The protagonists of the
practice of human experimentation justify their views on the basis that such
experiments yield results for the good of society that are unprocurable by other
methods or means of study. All agree, however, that certain basic principles must be
observed in order to satisfy moral, ethical and legal concepts:

1.

The voluntary consent of the human subiject is absolutely essential. This means that

the person involved should have legal capacity to give consent; should be so

situated as to be able to exercise free power of choice, without the intervention of
any element of force, fraud, deceit, duress, overreaching, or other ulterior form of

constraint or coercion; and should have sufficient knowledge and comprehension of
the elements of the subject matter involved as to enable him to make an
understanding and enlightened decision. This latter element requires that before the
acceptance of an affirmative decision by the experimental subject there should be
made known to him the nature, duration, and purpose of the experiment; the
method and means by which it is to be conducted; all inconveniences and hazards
reasonably to be expected; and the effects upon his health or person which may
possibly come from his participation in the experiment.

The duty and responsibility for ascertaining the quality of the consent rests upon
each individual who initiates, directs, or engages in the experiment. It is a personal
duty and responsibility which may not be delegated to another with impunity.

The experiment should be such as to yield fruitful results for the good of society,
unprocurable by other methods or means of study, and not random and
unnecessary in nature.

The experiment should be so designed and based on the results of animal
experimentation and a knowledge of the natural history of the disease or other
problem under study that the anticipated results justify the performance of the
experiment.

The experiment should be so conducted as to avoid all unnecessary physical and
mental suffering and injury.

No experiment should be conducted where there is an a priori reason to believe that
death or disabling injury will occur; except, perhaps, in those experiments where the
experimental physicians also serve as subjects.

The degree of risk to be taken should never exceed that determined by the
humanitarian importance of the problem to be solved by the experiment.

Proper preparations should be made and adequate facilities provided to protect the
experimental subject against even remote possibilities of injury, disability or death.
The experiment should be conducted only by scientifically qualified persons. The
highest degree of skill and care should be required through all stages of the
experiment of those who conduct or engage in the experiment.

During the course of the experiment the human subject should be at liberty to bring
the experiment to an end if he has reached the physical or mental state where
continuation of the experiment seems to him to be impossible.




10. During the course of the experiment the scientist in charge must be prepared to
terminate the experiment at any stage, if he has probable cause to believe, in the
exercise of the good faith, superior skill and careful judgment required of him, that a
continuation of the experiment is likely to result in injury, disability, or death to the
experimental subject.

Reference: http://www.cirp.org/library/ethics/nuremberg/

10. Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA)
HIPAA does the following:

a. Provides the ability to transfer and continue health insurance coverage for millions of
American workers and their families when they change or lose their jobs
Reduces health care fraud and abuse
Mandates industry-wide standards for health care information on electronic billing and
other processes; and
d. Requires the protection and confidential handling of protected health information

2

11. HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE - HSC

1. DIVISION 101. ADMINISTRATION OF PUBLIC HEALTH [100100 - 101997] ( Division
101 added by Stats. 1995, Ch. 415, Sec. 3. ) PART 3. LOCAL HEALTH
DEPARTMENTS [101000 - 101490] ( Part 3 added by Stats. 1995, Ch. 415, Sec. 3.)
CHAPTER 2. Powers and Duties of Local Health Officers and Local Health Departments
[101025 - 101165] ( Chapter 2 added by Stats. 1995, Ch. 415, Sec. 3. ) ARTICLE 2.
Local Health Emergencies [101075 - 101095] ( Article 2 added by Stats. 1995, Ch.
415, Sec. 3. ) California Health and Safety Code 101080 ... or whenever there is an
imminent and proximate threat of the introduction of any contagious, infectious, or
communicable disease, ... may declare a health emergency and the local health officer
may declare a local health emergency in the jurisdiction or any area thereof affected by
the threat to the public health. Whenever a local health emergency is declared by a local
health officer pursuant to this section, the local health emergency shall not remain in
effect for a period in excess of seven days unless it has been ratified by the board of
supervisors, or city council, whichever is applicable to the jurisdiction. The board of
supervisors, or city council, if applicable, shall review, at least every 30 days until the
local health emergency is terminated, the need for continuing the local health
emergency and shall proclaim the termination of the local health emergency at the
earliest possible date that conditions warrant the termination.

2. HSC 101080.2: (a) The local health officer may issue, and first responders may execute,
an order authorizing first responders to immediately isolate exposed individuals
that may have been exposed to biological, chemical, toxic, or radiological agents that
may spread to others. An order issued pursuant to this section shall not be in effect
for a period longer than two hours and shall only be issued if the means are both
necessary and the least restrictive possible to prevent human exposure.

a. February 14, 2020 Declaration of local health emergency

b. Shall proclaim the termination at the earliest possibie date

c. Isolation shall not be in effect for a period longer that two hours

d. shall only be issued if the means are both necessary and the least restrictive
possible to prevent human exposure

3. DIVISION 105. COMMUNICABLE DISEASE PREVENTION AND CONTROL [120100 -
122476] (Division 105 added by Stats. 1995, Ch. 415, Sec. 7. ), PART 1.
ADMINISTRATION OF COMMUNICABLE DISEASE PREVENTION AND CONTROL
[120100 - 120305] ( Part 1 added by Stats. 1995, Ch. 415, Sec. 7. ), CHAPTER 1.
General Provisions and Definitions [120100 - 120115] ( Chapter 1 added by Stats.
1995, Ch. 415, Sec. 7. ), California Health and Safety Code 120100: “Health officer,”



as used in the Communicable Disease Prevention and Control Act (Section 27) includes
county, city, and district health officers, and city and district health boards, but does not
include advisory health boards.

1. Definition of a Health Officer?

12. Restrictions of Authority to Govern: Authority to Govern: GOVERNMENT CODE - GOV
TITLE 2. GOVERNMENT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA [8000 - 22980] ( Title 2 enacted by
Stats. 1943, Ch. 134. ), DIVISION 1. GENERAL [8000 - 8899.72] ( Division 1 enacted by Stats.
1943, Ch. 134. ), CHAPTER 7. California Emergency Services Act [8550 - 8669.7] ( Chapter 7
added by Stats. 1970, Ch. 1454. ), ARTICLE 1. Purpose [8550 - 8551] ( Article 1 added by
Stats. 1970, Ch. 1454. ), California Government Code 8550 California Emergency Services
Act The state has long recognized its responsibility to mitigate the effects of natural, manmade,
or war-caused emergencies that result in conditions of disaster or in extreme peril to life,
property, and the resources of the state, and generally to protect the health and safety and
preserve the lives and property of the people of the state.
1. There does not exist nor has a disaster or extreme peril in San Diego County ever
existed for COVID-19
2. “to protect the health and safety and preserve the lives and property of the people of
the state”, Shutting down Businesses, Churches, and schools is not protecting it is
destroying the livelihood of citizen. Separating People is denying liberty.
3. Note: Court Case: (not unconstitutional delegation of legisiative power, Newsom vs
Superior Court, May 5 2021, No C093006)

13. GOVERNMENT CODE - GOV, TITLE 2. GOVERNMENT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
[8000 - 22980] ( Title 2 enacted by Stats. 1943, Ch. 134. ), DIVISION 1. GENERAL [8000 -
8899.72] ( Division 1 enacted by Stats. 1943, Ch. 134.), CHAPTER 7. California
Emergency Services Act [8550 - 8669.7] ( Chapter 7 added by Stats. 1970, Ch. 1454. ),
ARTICLE 14. Local Emergency [8630 - 8634] ( Article 14 added by Stats. 1970, Ch.
1454. ), California government Code 8630: Local Emergency: (a) A local emergency may
be proclaimed only by the governing body of a city, county, or city and county, or by an
official designated by ordinance adopted by that governing body. (b) Whenever a local
emergency is proclaimed by an official designated by ordinance, the local emergency
shall not remain in effect for a period in excess of seven days unless it has been
ratified by the governing body. (c) The governing body shall review the need for
continuing the local emergency at least once every 60 days until the governing body
terminates the local emergency. (d) The governing body shall proclaim the termination
of the local emergency at the earliest possible date that conditions warrant.

a. Proclamation of Local Emergency for COVID-19 County Chief Administrative Officer
b. No more than 7 days unless
c. Ratified by BOS, Review every 60 days to determine if conditions exist GC 8558
d. Terminate at earliest possible date

14. California Government code 8627.5a/b: State of Emergency: (a) The Governor may
make, amend, or rescind orders and regulations during a state of emergency that
temporarily suspend any state, county, city, or special district statute, ordinance, regulation,
or rule imposing nonsafety related restrictions on the delivery of food products,
pharmaceuticals, and other emergency necessities distributed through retail or institutional
channels, including, but not limited to, hospitals, jails, restaurants, and schools. The
Governor shall cause widespread publicity and notice to be given to all of these orders
and regulations, or amendments and rescissions thereof. (b) The orders and regulations
shall be in writing and take effect immediately on issuance. The temporary suspension of
any statute, ordinance, regulation, or rule shall remain in effect until the order or regulation



is rescinded by the Governor, the Governor proclaims the termination of the state of

emergency, or for a period of 60 days, whichever occurs first.

a. Only authorized to regulate businesses that handle food, Pharmaceuticals and other
emergency necessities;

b. This section gives the Governor authority to suspend certain rules but never to suspend
any part of the United States or California Constitutions and never for more than 60
days.

c. The Governor proclaims the termination of the state of emergency, or for a period of 60
days, whichever occurs first.

15. California Government Code 8625: The Governor is hereby empowered to proclaim a

state of emergency in an area affected or likely to be affected thereby when: (a) He finds
that circumstances described in subdivision (b) of Section 8558 exist; and either (b) He is
requested to do so (1) in the case of a city by the mayor or chief executive, (2) in the case
of a county by the chairman of the board of supervisors or the county administrative officer;
or (c) He finds that local authority is inadequate to cope with the emergency.

a. Proclaim in the area affected

b. Finds that GC conditions exist of GC 8558

c. Finds local authorities are inadequate to cope with disaster.

16. OSHA regulations: You can look up the OSHA regulations for the wearing of masks as
mandated by an employer. Violations carry a fine of $10,000. Since the County, businesses
or schools are requiring them | suspect that cost is covered by these Organizations
(County). Some masks require changing every half hour, quite a few violations as there are
approximately 3.38 million citizens in the County. Also, every mask wearer must be certified
by OSHA before they can wear the mask to ensure they are in compliance with OSHA
regulations, more violations against our County codes.

Order of Events:

1. World Health Organization (WHO) Declares a Pandemic (World Wide health disaster)

2. California Governor declares a State of Emergency

3. San Diego County Health Officer with the County Chief Administrator declares a pandemic
as local emergency 14 February 2020 citing the WHO

4. San Diego Board of Supervisors, BOS, ratifies local emergency on 19 February 2020 even
though the local situation is stable.

5. San Diego Board of Supervisors, BOS, ratifies local emergency on 27 August 2021 even
though the local situation is stable and no material evidence has been given to continue in a
local emergency

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Occupational Safety and Health Administration

29 CFR Parts 1910 and 1926

[Docket No. H-049]

RIN 1218-AA05

Respiratory Protection

AGENCY: Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA),
Department of Labor.



ACTION: Final rule; Request for comment on paperwork requirements.

OSHA Fact Sheet:
Personal Protective Equipment (PPE)
1. Employer Responsibilities

1.

3.

OSHA's primary personal protective equipment standards are in

Title 29 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 1910

Subpart I, and equivalent regulations in states with OSHA-

approved state plans, but you can find protective equipment

requirements elsewhere in the General Industry Standards.

You must also train workers who are required to wear personal

protective equipment on how to do the following:

« Use protective equipment properly,

« Be aware of when personal protective equipment is necessary,

- Know what kind of protective equipment is necessary,

- Understand the limitations of personal protective equipment in
protecting workers from injury,

 Put on, adjust, wear, and take off personal protective equipment,
and

« Maintain protective equipment properly.

Workers must use appropriate respirators to protect against adverse

health effects caused by breathing air contaminated with harmful

dusts, fogs, fumes, mists, gases, smokes, sprays, or vapors.

Respirators generally cover the nose and mouth or the entire face or

head and help prevent iliness and injury. A proper fit is essential,

however, for respirators to be effective. Required respirators must

be NIOSH-approved and medical evaluation and training must be

provided before use.

To report an emergency, file a complaint or seek OSHA advice,

assistance or products, call (800) 321-OSHA or contact your nearest

OSHA regional or area office.

The information, methods and procedures in this guide are based
on the OSHA requirements for PPE as set forth in the Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) at 29 CFR 1910.132 (General
requirements); 29 CFR 1910.133 (Eye and face protection); 29 CFR
1910.135 (Head protection); 29 CFR 1910.136 (Foot protection); 29
CFR 1910.137 (Electrical protective equipment); 29 CFR 1910.138
(Hand protection); and regulations that cover the construction
industry, at 29 CFR 1926.95 (Criteria for personal protective



equipment); 29 CFR 1926.96 (Occupational foot protection); 29 CFR
1926.100 (Head protection); 29 CFR 1926.101 (Hearing protection);
and 29 CFR 1926.102 (Eye and face protection); and for the
maritime industry at 29 CFR 1915.152 (General require- ments); 29
CFR 1915.153 (Eye and face protection); 29 CFR 1915.155 (Head
protection); 29 CFR 1915.156 (Foot protection); and 29 CFR
1915.157 (Hand and body protection).

6. This guide does not address PPE requirements related to
respiratory protection (29 CFR 1910.134). There is a brief discussion
of hearing protection in this publication but users should refer to
OSHA Publication 3074, “Hearing Conservation” for more detailed
information on the requirements to protect employees’ hearing in
the workplace.

Conduit for Fraud: Who makes money on our Local Emergency:
CalPers:

The California Public Employees’ Retirement System bought
more Moderna (ticker: MRNA), Costco Wholesale (COST), and
Carnival (CCL) stock, and cut its investment in Coca-Cola (KO) in
the second quarter. $472 billion in assets end of fiscal year
CalStrs:
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THE OMEGA BRIEF

Irrefutable Facts Behind COVID

presented by

TEXAS RIGHT TO KNOW
More Unites Us Than Divides Us

The Omega Brief is a consolidation of evidence of criminal activity provided
by national and international expert witnesses, revealing bad actors who
are responsible for the coronavirus pandemic. Federal agencies established
treatment guidelines, based on a chosen narrative to direct the actions of
state medical boards, physician and hospital treatment options, and state
and local Departments of State Health Services.

Evidence presented is from patents issued to Federal agencies,
Federal employees, pharmaceutical companies, and
based upon agency guidelines.

Includes recent activity of FDA recall of PCR testing, etc.,
VA study conclusion and relevance on Remdesivir,
alleged under reporting of vaccine injuries.

New evidence is being uncovered daily,
visit www.TheOmegaBrief.com
for latest information.

To receive alerts and action items
Text “DEFEND” to 855-822-1010.
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More Unites Us Than Divides Us
Press Release

Texas State Elected Officials Received
Notice of Pandemic Criminal Conspiracy and Racketeering

08/19/21 - Texas Right to Know (TRTK), Brady, Texas: Beginning August, 9, 2021, Texas
Right To Know delivered the Omega Brief to open offices of Texas Representatives, Texas
Senators, Governor Greg Abbott, Lt. Governor Dan Patrick, Speaker Dade Phelan, Department
of Public Safety Capitol office, and August 17, overnight delivery to Attorney General Ken
Paxton and the State of Department Health and Human Services (DSHS).

Summarized from the July 11, 2021 interview of David Martin, PhD by Reiner Fuellmich, the
Omega Brief suggests that the current pandemic is a criminal conspiracy and racketeering
enterprise beginning in 1999. The brief includes Dr. Martin’s Fauci/COVID-19 Dossier that
outlines eight federal criminal charges from evidence contained in patent records. “The Omega
Brief is a consolidation of evidence of criminal activity provided by national and international
expert witnesses revealing individuals who are responsible for the coronavirus pandemic. There
is reasonable evidence that federal agencies under the direction of Anthony Fauci, established
treatment guidelines mandating a chosen narrative to direct the actions of state medical boards,
physicians, hospital and health provider administrators, and state and local DSHS, with
premeditated intent to prevent early treatment to escalate fear and death totals,” said Sheila
Hemphill, CEO and author.

The following quotes are referenced by paragraph number (PN) of interview, “In 1999, Anthony
Fauci funded research _at the University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill ... Where the NIAID
built, ""an infectious replication defective coronavirus" that was specifically targeted for human
lung epithelium. In other words, we made SARS and we patented it on April 19, 2002.” (PN 12)

Per the statement made by Peter Daszak, Head of EcoHealth Alliance (recipient of NIH
funding) reported in the National Academies of Press publication on February 12, 2016,
"We need to increase public understanding of the need for medical countermeasures such as
a pan _coronavirus vaccine. A key driver is the media, and the economics will follow the
hype... We need to use that livpe to our advantage to get to the real issues. Investors will
respond if they see profit at the end of the process.' (PN 48)

Evidence establishes, that in-order to achieve world distribution of an annual or bi-annual,
mandatory influenza and/or coronavirus vaccine, the following possible goals would be necessary.

GOAL #1: Create “The New Normal campaign” for the purpose of “getting people to accept
universal pan influenza, pan coronavirus vaccine” as scripted by MERCK in 2004 and adopted
by the World Health Organization in 2020. To achieve this goal, the following steps would be
necessary: 1. Create simulations and exercises of a pandemic, 2. Create a “new” virus, “though

Legislative Advertisement: Texas Right To Know, Sheila Hemphill, Brady, Texas
www.texasrighttoknow.com | info@texasrighttoknow.com | Pageiof2
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it’s really not new”, 3. Leak the virus, “there wasn't a lab leak this was an intentional
bioweaponization™, 4. Declare national / state / county emergencies, 5. Create media fear and
hysteria.

GOAL #2: “Warp Speed” Vaccine Development.

It was necessary for the CDC, which directs state medical boards and state departments of health
services, and the National Institute of Health, which directs physicians and hospital policies, to
develop guidelines that would effectively insure there would be no “adequate, approved, or
alternative treatment” available in order to meet Emergency Use Authorization (EUA) criteria
for COVID-19 vaccine development. These guidelines intentionally prohibited early, effective
treatments that would have saved lives to protect COVID-19 vaccine development.

GOAL #3: COVID-19 vaccines manufacturers to conduct trials on children with intent to
receive full FDA approval in order for the COVID-19 vaccines to be added the childhood
vaccine schedule, so that all "'covered persons" are shielded from liability with the National
Childheod Vaccine Injury Act of 1986. With full FDA approval, vaccine manufacturers lose
their liability immunity from the Public Readiness and Emergency Preparedness (PREP) Act.

GOAL #4: Implement world—-wide mandates for vaccine compliance with bio-evidenced,
identification mark and force vaccine compliance through bio-trackable “passports” to buy,
sell, or travel.

“On behalf of Texans and humanity, we plead for Governor Greg Abbott and General Ken Paxton
to defend us and enforce SCR 12 to immediately halt state agency and businesses adherence to
CDC and NIH guidelines and command actions necessary to prosecute all perpetrators for
racketeering and for ‘Terror to Intimidate or Coerce a Civilian Population’,” urged Sheila
Hemphill.

SCR 12 was signed by Governor Abbott on June 16, 2021 — “Claiming sovereignty under the
Tenth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution over all powers not otherwise enumerated and
granted to the federal government by the U.S. Constitution, serving notice to the federal
government to halt and reverse certain mandates, and providing that certain federal legislation
be prohibited or repealed.”

Visit www.theomegabrief.com for information, text updates, and action alerts,
Text “DEFEND” to 855-822-1010.
Media Contact: Sheila Hemphill, CEO Texas Right To Know | info@theomegabrief.com

Each state elected official was served this notice by August 19, 2021. It is the responsibility of
each person to hold their US, state, county, and local elected officials culpable to the content of
this brief and hold them responsible for taking all actions necessary to prosecute the guilty
perpetrators and to put a stop to these crimes against humanity.

They need to know, we know, they know.
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The Omega Brief is comprised into four evidentiary sections of criminal activity involved in the
coronavirus pandemic based upon:

I.  CRIMINAL ACTIVITY BY EVIDENCE ATTAINED FROM PATENT FILINGS
II.  FRAUDULENT IMPLEMENTATION OF EMERGENCY USE AUTHORIZATION FOR PCR TESTING

FOR DETECTING SARS-COV-2 AND COVID-19 VACCINE LICENSING

lIl.  CONSPIRACY TO DEFRAUD THE UNITED STATES BY EVIDENCE OF UNPRECENDENTED
RECKLESS IMPLEMENTATION OF EMERGENCY USE AUTHORIZATION AND AGENCY
RESTRICTIVE GUIDELINES

IV.  CONSPIRACY TO DEFRAUD THE UNITED STATES AND ITS CITIZENS BY FAILING TO VET THE
WHO, NIH, CDC, FDA, ET.AL. PANDEMIC SCIENCE, PROTOCOLS, AND REPORTING

Evidence establishes, that in order to achieve world distribution of an annual or bi-annual,
mandatory influenza and/or coronavirus vaccine, the following possible goals would be necessary.

GOAL #1: Create “The New Normal campaign” for the purpose of “getting people to accept
universal pan influenza, pan coronavirus vaccine.”

Create simulations and exercises of a pandemic.
Create a “new” virus, though it is really not new.
Leak the virus — Martin/Fuellmich interview.
Declare national / state / county emergencies.
Create media fear and hysteria.

LA Sl S

GOAL #2: “Warp Speed” Vaccine Development.
1. Inorder for vaccine manufacturers to have green light for development for EUA
licensing,
2. Inorder to effectively obstruct treatment options, the following Federal agencies,
i. CDC directs state medical boards and state departments of health services (DSHS).
ii. National Institute of Health (NIH) COVID-19 Treatment Guidelines directs physicians
and hospitals and insurance companies.

GOAL #3: COVID-19 vaccines to receive full FDA approval in order to be added to the
childhood vaccine schedule, so that all "covered persons" are shielded from liability with the
National Childhood Vaccine Injury Act of 1986.

coo -

Legislative Advertisement: Texas Right To Know, Sheila Hemphill, Brady, Texas v080621
www texasrighttoknow.com | info@texasrighttoknow.com | Page1of2




More Unites Us Than Divides Us

‘Qr TEXAS RIGHT TO KNOW The Omega Brief

Table of Contents

GOAL #4: Implement world-wide mandates for vaccine compliance with bio-evidenced,
identification mark and force vaccine compliance through bio-trackable “passports” to buy,
sell, or travel.

PLEA: WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, we pray that the evidence contained in
the following documents will result in the State of Texas pursuing criminal charges
against all national and international bad actors who premeditated crimes against
humanity by instigating the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic, which is responsible for loss of
millions of lives and devastation to world economies. As evidenced, the coronavirus
pandemic is a racketeering, criminal conspiracy managed by Anthony Fauci, Peter Daszak,
and Ralph Baric outlined in the Fauci Dossier document.

On behalf of Texans and the people of the world, we plead for Governor Greg
Abbott to immediately command actions necessary to file racketeering charges against all
perpetrators, for “Terror to Intimidate or Coerce a Civilian Population” in violation of
Section 802 of the USA Patriot Act and the other nine criminal activities outlined in the
attached Fauci/COVID-19 Dossier.

Section Il. Worldometer Table ...ttt s e PDF page 10
Summary of World, USA, Texas COVID Statistics as of August 6, 2021.

Section lll Supplementation Documentation ............ccccecvveeeenernic e e PDF page 11
Provides supporting detail for Executive Summary, predominately collated highlights segments
from the David Martin, PhD and Reiner Fuellmich, July 11, 2021 deposition type interview.

CRIMINAL ACTIVITY BY EVIDENCE ATTAINED FROM PATENT FILINGS

A. Background for Reiner Fuellmich, International trial lawyer ............... PDF page 11
B. Background for David Martin, PhD .......ccccemerecnecrerce e seeeceees PDF page 11
C. Timeline of patents from The Fauci/COVID-19 Dossier .........cceeevveeunene PDF page 20
D. Alleged criminal violation.........cccocveveecesrecscccenmeincis st s e PDF page 23
Section IV. Worldometer Table ..........cccoer et PDF page 24

Detailed data for World, USA, Texas COVID Statistics as of August 6, 2021.

Section V. Texas Complete Transcription of Deposition-type interview................... PDF page 27
David Martin by Reiner Fuellmich with color-coded highlights of content for emphasis.

Section VI. The Fauci / COVID-19 DOSSIEF .........cc.occrrrerrerermmreserereeeaessesnrsssssssssseassssassesses PDF page 47
Documentation of patent evidence regarding SARS CoV 2 and alleged criminal activity.

List of Patents from M-CAM International LLC and WorldOMeter spreadsheets are available
at www.TheOmegaBrief.com
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Executive Summary

The Omega Brief is comprised into four evidentiary sections of criminal activity involved in the
coronavirus pandemic based upon:

I.  CRIMINAL ACTIVITY BY EVIDENCE ATTAINED FROM PATENT FILINGS
lllegally issued patents to government agencies and pharmaceutical companies
through bribery, “73 patents issued between 2008 and 2019, with elements that were
allegedly novel to SARS CoV2, ... it was patented for commercial exploitation - 73
times.”
II.  FRAUDULENT IMPLEMENTATION OF EMERGENCY USE AUTHORIZATION FOR PCR TESTING
FOR DETECTING SARS-COV-2 AND COVID-19 VACCINE LICENSING
July 23, 2021, The FDA announced today that the CDC PCR test for COVID-19 has failed
its full review... After December 31, 2021, CDC will withdraw the request to the U.S.
Food and Drug Administration (FDA) for Emergency Use Authorization (EUA) of the CDC
2019-Novel Coronavirus (2019-nCoV) Real-Time RT-PCR Diagnostic Panel
lll.  CONSPIRACY TO DEFRAUD THE UNITED STATES BY EVIDENCE OF UNPRECENDENTED
RECKLESS IMPLEMENTATION OF EMERGENCY USE AUTHORIZATION AND AGENCY
RESTRICTIVE GUIDELINES
Federal agency issuance of restrictive guidelines by the World Health Organization
(WHO) directives to Center of Disease Control (CDC), National Institute of Health
(NIH), the Food and Drug Administration (FDA), indicates collusion to protect
Emergency Use Authorization licensing of the COVID-19 vaccine.
IV.  CONSPIRACY TO DEFRAUD THE UNITED STATES AND ITS CITIZENS BY FAILING TO VET THE
WHO, NIH, CDC, FDA, ET.AL. PANDEMIC SCIENCE, PROTOCOLS, AND REPORTING

Evidence establishes that the current pandemic has been a criminal conspiracy and racketeering
enterprise beginning in 1999 with the ultimate goal of creating a “New Normal Campaign” for the
purpose of “getting people to accept universal pan influenza, pan coronavirus vaccine” as scripted
by MERCK at the January 6, 2004, SARS and Bioterrorism Emerging Infectious Diseases,
Antimicrobials Therapeutics, and Inmune Modulators Conference.

Supplemental documents for this brief are: The Omega Brief Detail, collated, transcribed video
source with Paragraph Numbers (PN), tables, and external links, The Fauci/COVID-19 Dossier (FD).
Visit www.theomegabrief.com for information and text updates, text “DEFEND” to 855-822-1010.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This executive summary establishes a hub-and-spoke type conspiracy, the chain conspiracy and the
enterprise (RICO) conspiracy. In a classic hub-and-spoke conspiracy a central core of conspirators
recruits separate groups of co-conspirators to carry out the various functions of the illegal

Legislative Advertisement: Texas Right To Know, Sheila Hemphill, Brady, Texas v080621
www.texasrighttoknow.com | info@texasrighttoknow.com | Pagelof4




.A' TEXAS RIGHT TO KNOW The Omega Brief

More Unites Us Than Divides Us 1
: Executive Summary

enterprise. See Kotteakos v. United States, 328 U.S. 750, 755, 66 S.Ct. 1239, 90 L.Ed. 1557 (1946). In
such a conspiracy the core conspirators are the hub and each group of co-conspirators form a
spoke leading out from the center in different directions. Kotteakos, 328 U.S. at 755, 66 S.Ct. 1239.
The core conspirators move from spoke to spoke directing the functions of the conspiracy.

Evidence establishes, that in order to achieve world distribution of an annual or bi-annual,
mandatory influenza and/or coronavirus vaccine, the following possible goals would be necessary.

GOAL #1: Create “The New Normal campaign” for the purpose of “getting people to accept
universal pan influenza, pan coronavirus vaccine.”

1. Create simulations and exercises of a pandemic.
a. Published in 2017 by John Hopkins Center for Health Security, SPARS Pandemic 2025-
2028 document conveys futuristic role playing of a fictitious viral pandemic in the years
2025-2028. SPARS reads more like your morning news headlines beginning in 2020,
b. In October 2019, the NIH, CDC, and WHO planned, orchestrated, and conducted Event 201
with funding by the Gates Foundation, World Economic Forum, et. al. to provide exercises in
the event of a pandemic that was predicted by Anthony Fauci in 2017.

2. Create a “new” virus, though it is really not new.

a. 1990 - Pfizer patent - vaccine for S-spike protein on coronavirus, abandoned in 2010, (FD 20)

b. 1999 — Anthony Fauci, NiIH funds Ralph Baric, University of North Carolina (UNC), Chapel Hill,
NC, “Ralph Baric's wark on rabbits, and the rabbit cardiomyopathy” PN 9

c. 2000, January 28 — “The first vaccine ever patented for coronavirus was actually sought by Pfizer.,
specifically this s-spike protein” PN 8

d. 2002, April 19 — Ralph Baric patents recombinant virus,
“We made SARS and we patented it on April 19, 2002” PN 12

e. 2003, April 25 — “CDC filed the patent on the SARS coronavirus in 2003 ... “and the treatment
was available three days later.” PN 26
i. The NIH is the named owner of at least 138 patents since 1980, (FD p15)
ii. The United States Department of Health and Human Services is the named owner of at

least 2,600 patents. (FD p15)

3. Leak the virus — Martin/Fuellmich interview.
“This was not a lab leak; this was an intentional bio weaponization of spike proteins to inject into
people to get them addicted to a pan coronavirus vaccine.” PN 57

4. Declare national / state / county emergencies.
a. 2019 January 24, - Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act (CARES)
H.R. 748: was introduced in Congress, signed by President Trump, March 2020,
b. 2020, January 23 - China has 239 cases and 8 deaths_in 1.4 billion population,
¢. 2020, January 25 - Gilead Sciences accepting requests from clinicians for compassionate use
of Remdesivir — NEJM reports 60% adverse events reported June 11, 2020.

T - = — = ; T T T e
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2020, February 4 - Public Readiness and Emergency Preparedness Act (PREP) invoked,
2020, March 11 — WHO announces coronavirus global pandemic,

2020, March 11 - United Kingdom lockdown due to Neil Ferguson’s highly flawed
mathematical model which projected 600,000 deaths in the United Kingdom,

2020, March 13 - US declares national emergency

2020, March 13 - Governor of Texas declares emergency

Create media fear and hysteria.
a.

Inflate false positives via FDA’s EUA authorization of the fraudulent, Christian Drosden PCR
Test, a technology that according to the inventor, Kary Mullis, “should never be used to
diagnose contagious diseases”, (American Frontline Doctors VS HHS /Fuellmich Int’l LawSuit)
Elevate death totals by listing cause of death as COVID on death certificates with no clinical
confirmation and discourage autopsies.

Implement detrimental recommendations for diagnosis and for treatment protocols,
Increase Medicare Inpatient Prospective Payment System (IPPS) payments by 20% for
patients previously treated for COVID-19. Hospitals reported to encourage physicians to give
diagnosis of COVID in order to raise reimbursement.

Create 24-7 news and social media fear and hype with constant reporting of case numbers,
Tables below depict the gross distortion of the number of COVID deaths when

compared to common diseases in the US and other countries.

6. GOAL #2: “Warp Speed” Vaccine Development.

a.

In order for vaccine manufacturers to have green light for development for EUA licensing,
it was necessary for the CRITERIA AND CONSIDERATIONS FOR THE ISSUANCE OF AN EUA
FOR A COVID-19 VACCINE to be met, therefore, there could be “no adequate, approved, and
available alternative to the product for diagnosing, preventing, or treating the disease or
condition” such that recognition of any “adequate, approved, or alternative” treatments
could not be tolerated in order to meet the Criteria and Considerations for EUA licensing of
COVID-19 vaccines.

In order to effectively obstruct treatment options, the following Federal agencies had to

develop restrictive guidelines to prevent any treatments to protect EUA vaccine criteria.

CDC directs state medical boards and state departments of health services (DSHS).

COVID-19, CDC clinical management recommends not to prescribe treatment for viral

symptoms. As reported, these limiting guidelines were implemented for out-patients who

tested positive for COVID-19 and were sent home with no medical assistance and told not to
seek hospital care until severe respiratory distress. In-patient care is limited to FDA
recommendations of Remdesivir and steroids.

i. “Current clinical management of COVID-19 consists of infection prevention and control
measures and supportive care, including supplemental oxygen and mechanical ventilatory
support when indicated. FDA has approved one drug, remdesivir (Veklury), for the
treatment of COVID-19 in hospitalized, patients aged 12 years and older who weigh at
least 40 kg.”

=3
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7. National Institute of Health (NIH) COVID-19 Treatment Guidelines directs physicians and
hospitals and insurance companies. NIH COVID-19 guidelines are to not treat outside of a
clinical trial.

a.  ‘“recommends against the use of any agents for severe acute respiratory syndrome
coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) pre-exposure or post-exposure prophylaxis (PrEP), except in a clinical
trial (Alll).”

GOAL #3: COVID-19 vaccines to receive full FDA approval in order to be added to the childhood
vaccine schedule, so that all "covered persons" are shielded from liability with the National
Childhood Vaccine Injury Act of 1986.

Once COVID-19 vaccines receive full FDA approval, EUA vaccine licensing is null and shielding from

“PREP Act and COVID-19: Limiting Liability for Medical Countermeasures” is no longer applicable:

a. Covered persons include (i) the United States; (ii) manufacturers and distributors of covered
countermeasures; (iii) “program planners”; and (iv) “qualified persons” who prescribe,
administer, or dispense covered countermeasures.

b. In October 23, 2020, the PREP Act was amended to include private businesses that may qualify
as “program planners” (and thus covered persons) when performing certain functions like
following CDC guidelines.

¢. Private businesses will receive immunity from liability under PREP Act from COVID 19 exposure.

GOAL #4: Implement world-wide mandates for vaccine compliance with bio-evidenced,
identification mark and force vaccine compliance through bio-trackable “passports” to buy, sell,
or travel.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, we pray that the evidence contained in the
following documents will result in the State of Texas pursuing criminal charges against all
national and international bad actors who premeditated crimes against humanity by
instigating the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic, which is responsible for loss of millions of lives and
devastation to world economies. As evidenced, the coronavirus pandemic is a racketeering,
criminal conspiracy managed by Anthony Fauci, Peter Daszak, and Ralph Baric outlined in the
Fauci Dossier document.

On behalf of Texans and the people of the world, we plead for Governor Greg Abbott
to immediately command actions necessary to file racketeering charges against all
perpetrators, for “Terror to Intimidate or Coerce a Civilian Population” in violation of Section
802 of the USA Patriot Act and the other nine criminal activities outlined in the attached
Fauci/COVID-19 Dossier.

This document was collated with the help of countless, sacrificial, international and
national researchers, scientists, physicians, and activists. | serve on behalf of the people and |
am not an attorney.

Thank you for your consideration,
Sheila Hemphill, CEO
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The “New Normal Campaign” as outlined in the Executive Summary, reveals criminal activity
surrounding the coronavirus pandemic and the schemes necessary for the purpose of “getting
people to accept universal pan influenza, pan coronavirus vaccine”, which are crimes against
humanity. The four evidentiary sections of criminal activity are:

I CRIMINAL ACTIVITY BY EVIDENCE ATTAINED FROM PATENT FILINGS
A. Background for Reiner Fuellmich, International trial lawyer
B. Background for David Martin, PhD
C. Timeline of patents from The Fauci/COVID-19 Dossier
D. Alleged criminal violation

Pending Discovery
It FRAUDULENT IMPLEMENTATION OF EMERGENCY USE AUTHORIZATION FOR PCR TESTING
FOR DETECTING SARS-COV-2 AND COVID-19 VACCINE LICENSING

ill.  CONSPIRACY TO DEFRAUD THE UNITED STATES AND ITS CITIZENS 8Y EVIDENCE OF
UNPRECENDENTED RECKLESS IMPLEMENTATION OF EMERGENCY USE AUTHORIZATION
WITH COLLUSION OF FEDERAL AGENCY’S RESTRICTIVE GUIDELINES

IV.  CONSPIRACY TO DEFRAUD THE UNITED STATES AND ITS CITIZENS BY FAILING TO VET THE
WHO, NIH, CDC, FDA, ET.AL. PANDEMIC SCIENCE, PROTOCOLS, AND REPORTING

I CRIMINAL ACTIVITY BY EVIDENCE ATTAINED FROM PATENTS
A. Background and Video source for Dr. Reiner Fuellmich

Dr. Reiner Fuellmich, is an international trial lawyer with licenses in California and Germany. He
one of the four founding members of the German Corona Investigative Committee. Dr. Fuellmich
has successfully sued large fraudulent corporations, like Volkswagen and Deutsche Bank. His
worldwide network of lawyers has listened to a hundred experts from every field of science. They
collected undeniable evidence that the COVID pandemic is a planned criminal operation.
According to Dr Fuellmich a second Nuremberg trial may be needed, to prosecute all who are
complicit in this unprecedented crime against humanity.

B. Background and Video source for David Martin, PhD
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OnJuly 12, 2021, Dr. Martin was interviewed by Reiner Fuellmich,

Dr. David E. Martin is the Founder and Chairman of M:CAM Inc., the international leader in
innovation finance, trade, and intangible asset finance. He is the developer of the first innovation-
based quantitative index of public equities and is the Managing Partner of the Purple Bridge
Funds. He is the creator of the world’s first quantitative public equity index ~ the CNBC 1Q100
powered by M-CAM.

“From a corporate standpoint, since 1998, we have been the world's largest underwriter of
intangible assets used in finance in 168 countries. In the majority of the countries around the
world, our underwriting systems include the entire corpus of all patents, patent applications,
federal grants, procurement records, e-government records etc. We have the ability to not only
track what is happening and who is involved in what's happening, but we monitor a series of
thematic interests for a variety of organizations and individuals, as well as, for our own
commercial use. Because as you probably know we maintain three global equities in the
indices which are the top-performing large-cap and mid-cap equity indexes worldwide. So, our
business is to monitor the innovation that's happening around the world and specifically to
monitor the economics of that innovation to the degree to which you know financial interests
are being served, you know corporate interests are being dislocated etc. So, our business is the
business of innovation and its foreign finance industry of social innovation."

TRANSCRIBED HIGHLIGHTS FROM THE MARTIN/FUELLMICH VIDEO
Video links available at www.TheOmegaBrief.com

Paragraph Number (PN) represents the paragraph marker in the full video transcript.
Coloration of text indicates severity of content contained in the transcript as determined by the
author of the brief -

Black Bolded — Significant, Red bolded — Shocking, Red bolded Underlined — Alarming

SUMMARY OF VIDEO COMMENTS FROM DAVID MARTIN:

1. PN1: So, our business is to monitor the innovation that's happening around the world
and specifically to monitor the economics of that innovation the degree to which you know
financial interests are being serve, corporate interests are being dislocated, etc. Our business
is the business of innovation and its finance.

— . —~
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2. PN4: we have reviewed the over 4,000 patents that have been issued around SARS
coronavirus,

3. PN6: What we found, as you'll see in this report, are over 120 patented pieces of
evidence to suggest that the declaration of a novel coronavirus was actually entirely a fallacy;
that there was no novel coronavirus. ... Not only was this not novel anything, it has not been
novel for over two decades.

4. PNS8: The first vaccine ever patented for coranavirus was actually sought by Pfizer. The
application for the the, the first vaccine for coronavirus, specifically this s-spike protein, so the exact
same thing that allegedly we have rushed into invention the application first was filed on January 28,
2000.

5. PN9: But as | said, the early work up until 1999, was largely focused in the area of
vaccines for animals. The two animals receiving the most attention were probably Ralph Baric's
work on rabbits, and the rabbit cardiomyopathy that was associated with significant problems
among rabbit breeders, and then canine coronavirus in Pfizer's work to identify how to develop
S and spike protein vaccine target candidates. Giving rise to the obvious evidence that says
that neither the coronavirus concept of a vaccine nor the principle of the coronavirus itself as
a pathogen of interest with respect to the spike protein's behavior is anything novel at all. As
a matter of fact, it's twenty-two years old based on patent filings.

6. PN11: So, SARS is actually not a natural progression of a zoonetic modification of
coronavirus.

7. PN12: Where the NIAID built, "an infectious replication defective coronavirus" that was
specifically targeted for human lung epithelium. In other words, we made SARS and we
patented it on April 19, 2002 before there was ever any alleged outbreak in Asia which as you
know followed that by several months.

8. PN 14: scourge pathogen was not only engineered, but could be synthetically modified in
the laboratory using nothing more than gene sequencing technologies, taking computer code
and turning it into a pathogen or an intermediate of the pathogen.

9. PN17: And throughout fall of 2001, we began monitoring an enormous number of
bacterial and viral pathogens that were being patented through NIH, NIAID, US AMRID, the
US Armed Services Infectious Disease program, and a number of other agencies
internationally that collaborated with them. And our concern was that coronavirus was being
seen as not only a potential manipulable agent for potential use as a vaccine vector, but it was
also very clearly being considered as a biological weapon candidate.

=
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10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

15.

16.

PN 18: And this topic is of critical importance to get the nuance very precise because in
addition to filing the entire gene sequence, on what became SARS coronavirus, which is
actually a violation of 35 US Code Section 101. ... these patents not only covered the gene
sequence of SARS coronavirus but also covered the means of detecting it using rtPCR.

PN 20: Now the reason why this is a problem is because if you actually both own the
patent on the gene itself, as well as the patent on its detection, you have a cunning advantage
to being able to control 100% of the provenance of not only the virus itself but also its
detection, meaning you have entire scientific and message control. And this patent sought by
the CDC was allegedly justified by their public relations team as being "sought so that everyone
would be free to be able to research coronavirus." The only problem with that statement
was, is it's a lie. ... prior to CDC's filing for a patent, the patent office found "99.9 % identity"
with the already existing coronavirus recorded in the public domain.

PN 21: Over the rejection of the patent examiner, and after having to pay an appeal fine
in 2006 and 2007, the CDC overrode the patent office's rejection of their patent and
ultimately in 2007 got the patent on SARS coronavirus. Though every public statement that
CDC has made that said that this was in the public interest, is falsifiable by their own paid bribe
to the patent office. ... trying to "make information available for the public research" why
would you not pay a fee to keep the information private.

PN 22: I wish | could have made up anything | just said but all of that are available in the
public patent archive record which any member of the public can review and the public pair
as it’s called at the U.S. patent office has not only the evidence but the actual documents
which | have in my possession.

PN 24: It's critically important because “fact checkers"” have repeatedly stated that the
novel coronavirus designated as SARS CoV 2 is in fact distinct from the CDC patent. And here's
both the genetic and the patent problem; If you look at the gene sequence that is filed by the
CDC in 2003, again in 2005, and then again in 2006. What you find is identity in somewhere in
between 89% to 99% of the sequence overlaps that have been identified in what's called the
novel subclade of SARS CoV 2.

PN 26: on the 28th of April, and listen to the date very carefully because this date is
problematic. Three days after CDC filed the patent on the SARS coronavirus in 2003, three
days later Sequoia Pharmaceuticals, a company that was set up in Maryland. Sequoia
Pharmaceuticals on the 28 of April 2003 filed a patent on “anti-viral agents of treatment and
control of infections by coronavirus.” CDC filed three days early and the treatment was
available three days later.

PN 28: Sequoia Pharmaceuticals and ultimately AB Links Pharmaceuticals became rolled
into the proprietary holdings of Pfizer, Crucell, and Johnson and Johnson.

L i
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17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,
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PN 30: So ask yourself a simply question, how would one have a patent on a treatment for
a thing that had been invented three days earlier?

PN 32: The April 28, 2003 patent 7151163 issued to Sequoia Pharmaceuticals has another
problem. The problem is it was issued and published before the CDC patent on coronavirus
was actually allowed. So, the degree to which the information could have been known by any
means other than insider information between those parties is zero. It is not physically possible
for you to patent a thing, that treats a thing that had not been published because CDC had
paid an additional fee to keep it secret.

PN 34: This is definition of criminal conspiracy, racketeering, and collusion. This is not a
theory, this is evidence. You cannot have information in the future inform a treatment for a
thing that did not exist.

PN 36: This is a RICO case, not could blow up into it, it is a RICO case. And the RICO pattern
which was established in April of 2003 for the first coronavirus was played out to exactly the
same schedule with SARS CoV 2 show up, when we have Moderna getting the spike protein
sequence by phone from the Vaccine Research Center at NIAID prior to the definition of the
novel subclade. How do you treat a thing, before you actually have the thing?

PN 41: DARPA actively took an interest in coronavirus as a biological weapon. June 5,
2008, AB Links, which as you know now part of Sanofi, filed a series of patents that
specifically targeted what we've been told is the "novel feature” of the SARS CoV 2 virus. And
you heard what | said, this is the 5" of June 2008.

PN 43: Specifically, they targeted what was called the poly basic cleavage site for SARS
CoV, the novel spike protein, and the ACE2 receptor binding domain which is allegedly novel
to SARS CoV 2. All of that were patented on June 5, 2008, and those patents in sequence were
issued between November 24th of 2015, which was U.S. patent 9193780, so that one came out
after the gain of function moratorium ... every attribute that was allegedly uniquely
published by the single reference publication, “The novel bat coronavirus reveals natural
insertions at the S1, S2, ACE2 cleavage site of the spike protein and possible recombinant 3
origin of the SARC CoV 2 virus". The paper that has been routinely used to identify the novel
virus, unfortunately, if you actually take what they report to be novel you find 73 patents
issued between 2008 and 2019, which have the elements that were allegedly novel in the
SARS CoV2. Specifically, as it relates to the poly basic cleavage site, the ACE2 receptor binding
domain and the spike protein. So, the clinically novel components of the clinically unique,
clinically contagious, you know where I’'m going with this. There was no outbreak of SARS
because we had engineered all of the elements of it and by 2016. The paper that was funded
during the gain of function moratorium that said that the SARS coronavirus was "poised for
human emergence", written by Ralph Baric, was not only poised for human emergence but it
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23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

was patented for commercial exploitation - 73 times.

PN 48: The statement that was made by Peter Daszak in 2015 reported in the National
Academies of Press publication on February 12, 2016 who said, and I’'m quoting,

"We need to increase public understanding of the need for medical countermeasures such as
a_pan corona virus vaccine. A key driver is the media, and the economics will follow the
hype... We need to use that hype to our advantage to get to the real issues. Investors will
respond if they see profit at the end of the process."

PN 54: Peter Daszak the head of EcoHealth Alliance.

PN 57: Peter Daszak, the person who was independently corroborating the Chinese non-
lab leaked non-theory because there wasn't a lab leak this was an intentional
bioweaponization of spike proteins to inject into people to get them addicted to a pan
coronavirus vaccine. This has nothing to do with a pathogen that was released and every study
that's ever been launched to try to verify a lab leak is a red herring.

PN 58: And there's really nothing that is new, in this

PN 59: Nothing zero. 73 patents on everything clinically novel. 73 all issued before 2019
and I'm going to give you the biggest bombshell of all to prove that this was actually not a
release of anything. Because patent 7279327 the patent on the recombinant nature of that
lung targeting coronavirus, was transferred mysteriously from the University of North
Carolina Chapel Hill to the National Institutes of Health in 2018.

PN 56: the single patent required to develop the Vaccine Research Institute's mandate,
which was shared between the University of North Carolina Chapel Hill in November of 2019
and Moderna in November of 2019 when UNC Chapel Hill, NIAID, and Moderna began the
sequencing of a spike protein vaccine. A month before an outbreak ever happened.

PN 68: The script for this was written first January 6, 2004.

PN 70: MERCK. At a conference called SARS and Bioterrorism. Bioterrorism emerging
infectious diseases antimicrobials therapeutics and immune modulators. MERCK introduced
the notion of what they called, "The New Normal", proper noun. The new normal which is
the language that became the branded campaign that was adopted by the World Health
Organization, the Global Preparedness Monitoring Board, which was the board upon, which the
Chinese director of Center for Disease Control, Bill Gates's Dr. Elias of the Gates Foundation
and Anthony Fauci sat together on that board of directors but the the first introduction of
“The New Normal” campaign which was about getting people to accept a universal pan
influenza, pan coronavirus vaccine was actually adopted January 6 2004.

s
ey 2 = . "

Legislative Advertisement: Texas Right To Know, Sheila Hemphill, Brady, Texas v080621
www.texasrighttoknow.com | info@texasrighttoknow.com | Page 6 of 13




More Unites Us Than Divides Us

dr TEXAS RIGHT TO KNOW The Omega Brief

Supplemental Documentation

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

PN 71: Moderna knew that it was going to be placed in the front of the line with respect
to the development of a vaccine in March of 2019. ... their term, “deliberate release of
coronavirus.” ... in November they entered into a research and cooperative research and
development agreement with UNC Chapel Hill with respect to getting the spike protein to put
inside of the lipid nanoparticle. So that they actually had a candidate vaccine, before we had
a pathogen allegedly that was running around.

PN 73: Anthony Fauci lamented the fact that he could not find a way to get people to
accept the universal influenza vaccine. ... March of 2019 in the amended patent filings of
Moderna, we see that there is a epiphany that says, "What if there was an accidental or an
intentional release of a respiratory pathogen?

PN 74: recited in the book, “A World At Risk”, which is the scenario that was put together
by the World Health Organization in September of 2019. So, months before there's an alleged
pathogen, which says that we need to have a coordinated global experience of a respiratory
pathogen release, which by September 2020, must put in place a universal capacity for public
relations management, crowd control, and the acceptance of a universal vaccine mandate.
That was September of 2019. And the language of an intentional release of a respiratory
pathogen was written into the scenario that quote must be completed by September 2020.

PN 76: Well, this is the Global Preparedness Monitoring Board's unified statement.
PN 83: But it's Moderna's patent applications that were amended in March of 2019 to

include the deliberate release of a respiratory pathogen language.

PN 84: but any assertion that this, this pathogen is somehow unique or novel falls apart
on the actual gene sequences which are published in the patent record. And then more
egregiously falls apart in the fact that we have Peter Daszak himself stating that we have to
create public hype to get the public to accept the medical countermeasure of a pan
coronavirus vaccine. And what makes that most ludicrous is the fact that as we know World
Health Organization had declared coronavirus a a you know kind of a a dead, a dead interest.
| mean they, they said that that we had eradicated coronavirus as a concern, so why having
eradicated it in 2007 and 2008, why did we start spending billions of dollars globally on a
vaccine for a thing that had been eradicated by declaration in 2008?

PN 85: This is a tool and the interest of DARPA in creating a biological weapon out of this,
this is a tool for everything else that latches on to this including population control for
example.

PN 87: There is no question that by 2005 it was unquestionably a weapon of choice. ...
We are injecting a spike protein mRNA secret mRNA sequence which is a computer
simulation. It's not derived from nature. ... which has been known and patented for years. ...
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39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

the ludicrous nature of the story that this is somehow prophylactive or preventative flies in
the face of a hundred percent of the evidence. Because the evidence makes it abundantly
clear that there has been no effort by any pharmaceutical company to combat the virus. This
is about getting people injected with the known to be harmful S1 spike protein.

PN 89: Anthony Fauci tried desperately to get some of his guote “synthetic RNA
vaccines” published, he had his own patents rejected by the patent office.

PN 90: "These arguments are persuasive to the extent that an antigenic peptide
stimulates an immune response that may produce antibodies that bind to a specific peptide or
protein but it is not persuasive in regards to a vaccine."

PN 91: This is the patent office. This is not some sort of public health agency. This is the
patent office. “The immune response produced by a vaccine must be more than merely some
immune response but must also be protective. ... So, Anthony Fauci himself was told by
the patent office themselves, that what he was proposing as a vaccine does not meet the
patentable standard the legal standard or the clinical standard.

PN 94: hundreds of millions of people who are being injected with a pathogen
stimulating computer sequence. Which is being sold under what the patent office what the
medical profession and what the FDA in its own clinical standards would not suggest is a
vaccine but by using the term we actually are now subjecting hundreds of millions of people
to what was known to be by 2005 a biological weapon.

PN 109 So, this is where we see an enormous amount of response and reflexive behavior
to media hype. There is no and I’m going to repeat this there is no evidence that the Delta
variant is somehow distinct from anything else on GISIAD.

PN 104: the databases contain as many as more or 40 000 virus strains so could this could
this Delta variant some kind of media hype you told us about before there.

PN 106: There is no such thing as an Alpha or a Beta or gamma Delta variant. This is a this
is a means by which what is desperately sought a degree to which individuals can be coerced
into accepting something that they would not otherwise accept. There has not been in any of
the published studies on what has been reportedly the Delta variant. There has not been a
population are not calculated which is the actual replication rate.

PN 107:  What has been estimated are computer simulations but unfortunately, if you look
at GISAID, which is the public source of uploading any one of a number of variations what
you'll find is that there has been no ability to identify any clinically altered gene sequence
which has then a clinically expressed variation. And this is the problem all along. This is the
problem going back to the very beginning of what's alleged to be a pandemic is we do not
have any evidence that the gene sequence alteration had any clinical significance whatsoever.
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47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

There has not been a single paper published by anyone that has actually established that
anything novel since November of 2019 has clinical distinction from anything that predates
November of 2019. The problem with the 73 patents that | described, is that those 73 patents
all contain what was reported to be novel in December and January of 2019 and 2020
respectively. So, the problem is, that even if we were to accept that there are idiopathic
pneumonias. Even if we were to accept that there are some set of pathogen-induced
symptoms. We do not have a single piece of published evidence that tells us that anything
about the subclade SARS CoV 2 has clinical distinction from anything that was known and
published prior to November 2019 in 73 patents dating to 2008.

PN 109:  So, this is where we see an enormous amount of response and reflexive behavior
to media hype. There is no and I’'m going to repeat this there is no evidence that the Delta
variant is somehow distinct from anything else on GISIAD.

PN 110:  “Is the Delta variant anything other than the selection of a sequence in a
systematic shift of an already disclosed other sequence?” The answer is it's just an alteration
in when you start and stop what you call the reading frame. There is no novel anything.

PN 112:  When they actually talk about the DNA strands, which they call sequence id
numbers, they actually specifically say the “organism is an artificial sequence an artificial

sequence”

PN 113:  the exact sequence that has gone into what is amplified inside of the injection
seems to be elusive. It seems to be something that someone cannot in fact state with a
hundred percent the sequence is x. ... This was a manufactured illusion.

PN 116: influenza did not leave the human population. Influenza was a failed decade-long
pan-influenza vaccine mandate that was desperately, desperately, desperately promoted by
governments around the world. They failed and they decided if influenza doesn't deliver on
the public promise of getting everybody to get an injection, let's change the pathogen.

PN 123: Yeah, you need you need to create the illusion of demand and there is nothing
right now that does a better job of creating the illusion of demand than the urgency of an
event that you've manufactured.

PN 125:  this was not a public health crisis this was an opportunistic marketing campaign to
address a stated objective. And that's why this is Occam's Razor, it's the easiest thing to
describe because they're the ones that said it and the Occam's Razor reality is they said, “they
needed to get the public to accept a pan coronavirus vaccine counter measure and they
needed the media to create the hype and investors would follow where they see profit.” ... if |
have somebody who says we need to use the media to hype a medical countermeasure which
is in fact the injection of a synthetic recombinant chimeric protein developed off of a
computer simulation, if I'm actually going to listen to the motivation for why that might be
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being done, | will listen to the person doing the manipulation who says, “Investors will follow
where they see profit.”

C. Timeline of patents from page 19 of Fauci/COVID 19 Dossier
“Our underwriting systems include the entire corpus of all patents, patent applications,
federal grants, procurement records, e-government records etc.” List of these patents are

available at www.TheOmegaBrief.com

1986-1990

1990

1990s

2000

2001

2002

2003

July 21, 2003

NIAID Grant Al 23946 leading to patent U.S. 7,279,327 “Methods for Producing
Recombinant Coronavirus” Filed 2002 and issued 2007
https://patents.google.com/patent/US7279327B2/ru

The paper first published from the NIAID grant is
https://europepmc.org/backend/ptpmcrender.fcgi?accid=PMC7109931&blobtype=pdf

Pfizer files U.S. Patent 6,372,224 on a vaccine for the S-protein on coronavirus
November 14, 2000 which was abandoned April 2010 making it public domain.

Work focused on CoV association with cardiomyopathy (see above)

Early reference to the “emergence” of CoV as a respiratory pathogen in
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007%2F978-1-4615-1899-0_91.pdf

Ralph Baric Al23946 and GM63228 from the National Institutes of Health actively
working recombinant CoV

National Institute of Health, Allergy and Infectious diseases. “Reverse Genetics with a
Coronavirus Infectious cDNA Construct.” 4/1/2001-3/31/005 $1.0 million total costs/yr.
RS Baric, PI

Asia CoV SARS outbreak

CDC Patent filed and ultimately becomes US7,220,852 (the patent on
the RNA sequence) and 7,776,521 (the patent on the testing methodology. These
patents give the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services the ability to control
the commercial exploitation of SARS coronavirus.

Dr. Anthony Fauci appointed to the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation’s Global Grand
Challenges Scientific Advisory Board (served through 2010).
Sequoia Pharmaceuticals $953K for pathogen response and patent

US7,151,163 https://www.sbir.gov/node/305319

Ralph Baric’s team (using Al23946 and GM63228) file U.S. Patent

7,618,802 which issued on November 17, 2009.
https://patents.google.com/patent/US7618802B2

Dana Farber Cancer Institute files U.S. Patent 7,750,123 on a monoclonal antibody to
neutralize SARS CoV. This research is supported by several NiH grants including National

>
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2004

2005

2008

2009

2010

Institutes of Health Grants A128785, A148436, and A1053822.

January 6, 2004 — SARS and Bioterrorism linked at Bioterrorism and Emerging Infectious
Diseases: antimicrobials, therapeutics and immune modaulators.
https://tks.keystonesymposia.org/index.cfm?e=web.meeting.program&meetingid=706
At was introduced by Merck

FAUCI AND BARIC start making money!!! National institutes of Health, Allergy and
Infectious Diseases. SARS Reverse Genetics. AlI059136-01. $1.7 million total costs, RS
Baric, Pl. 10% effort. 4/1/04- 3/31/09. The project develops a SARS-CoV full length
infectious cDNA, the development of SARS-CoV replicon particles expressing
heterologous genes, and seeks to adapt SARS-CoV to mice, producing a pathogenic
mouse model for SARS-CoV infection.

National Institutes of Health, Allergy and Infectious Diseases. RO1. Remodeling the SARS
Coronavirus Genome Regulatory Network. RS Baric, Pl 10% effort. 7/1/04-6/30/09. $2.1
million

University of Hong Kong patents SARS associated spike protein

on CoV and pursues patent US 7,491,489

DARPA gets in on the game Synthetic Coronaviruses. Biohacking: Biological Warfare
Enabling Technologies, June 2005. Washington, DC. DARPA/MITRE sponsored event.
Invited Speaker

Review timeline from https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rO_EeYB0iOU and

https://www.davidmartin.world/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/20APRBotWslides.pdf

Biodefense Grant U54 Al057157 commences with $10,189,682 to UNC Chapel Hill
https://taggs.hhs.gov/Detail/AwardDetail?arg_awardNum=U54AI1057157&arg_ProgOffic
eCode=104

Biodefense Grant U54 Al057157 continues with $5,448,656 to UNC Chapel Hill (non-
competitive grant from NIAID)

Biodefense Grant U54 AI057157 continues with $8,747,142 to UNC Chapel Hill (non-
competitive grant from NIAID)

Patent issuance for SARS coronavirus patents peak post the Asia outbreak at 391 issued
patents.

August 6, 2010, Moderna (prior to its establishment) files U.S. Patent 9,447,164 which
attracted the investment of (and “inventorship” for) venture capitalists at Flagship
Ventures. This patent grew out of the work of Dr. Jason P. Schrum of Harvard Medical
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School supported by National Science Foundation Grant #0434507. While the
application claims priority to August 2010, the application didn’t get finalized until

October, 2015. On November 4, 2015, the USPTO issued a non-final rejection on this
original patent rejecting all claims.
https://www.nsf.gov/awardsearch/showAward?AWD_1D=0434507 with reference to
the grant funding in
https://molbio.mgh.harvard.edu/szostakweb/publications/Szostak_pdfs/Schrum_et_al_
JACS_2009.pdf

2011 Crucell joined the Janssen Pharmaceutical Companies of Johnson & Johnson in February
taking with it all of its SARS technology.

Biodefense Grant U54 Al057157 continues with $7,344,820 to UNC Chapel Hill (non-
competitive grant from NIAID)

2012 MERS isolated in Egypt
Biodefense Grant U54 Al057157 continues with $7,627,657 to UNC Chapel Hill (non-
competitive grant from NIAID)

2013 Biodefense Grant U54 Al057157 continues with $7,226,237 to UNC Chapel Hill (non-
competitive grant from NIAID)

2014 April 23, 2014, Moderna files patent on nucleic acid vaccine with Patents US9872900
and US10022435
2015 Moderna signs a vaccine development agreement with NIAID and executes it with the

lead on the mRNA-1273 lead developer and inventor Guiseppe Ciaramella.
https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/6935295-NIH-Moderna-Confidential-
Agreements.html

2016 NIH through Scripps Institute and Dartmouth College file patent application WO
2018081318A1 “Prefusion Coronavirus Spike Proteins and their Use” disclosing mRNA
technology that overlaps (and is used in tandem with) Moderna’s technology.
https://patents.google.com/patent/W02018081318A1/en Lead Inventor Barney Scott
Graham was well known to Moderna as he’s the person at NIH that Moderna “e-mailed”
to get the sequence for SARS CoV-2 according to Moderna’s report here (“In January
2020, once it was discovered that the infection in Wuhan was caused by a novel
coronavirus, Bancel quickly emailed Dr. Barney Graham, deputy director of the Vaccine
Research Center at the National Institutes of Health, asking him to send the genetic

aqme
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sequence for the virus.”) https://www.wsws.org/en/articles/2020/05/26/vacc-m26.html
In addition, co-inventor Jason McLellan worked with Graham on a vaccine patent jointly
owned with the Chinese government filed in Australiain 2013
https://patents.google.com/patent/AU2014231357A1/en?inventor=Jason+MCLELLAN.

2017 August — Sanofi buys Protein Science Corp with considerable SARS patent holdings
2018 June - Sanofi buys Ablynx with considerable SARS patent holdings
2019 March, https://wyss.harvard.edu/news/sherlock-biosciences-licenses-wyss-technology-

to-create-affordable-molecular-diagnostics/ funded by Open Philanthropy — the same
organization that would be the financial sponsor of the Event 201 “table-top” exercise
that laid out the entire “pandemic” plan in October 2019.

D. Alleged criminal violation

In the following 30-page Fauci/COVID-19 Dossier, are the following criminal allegations from Dr.
Martin as identified from patent applications and agency and corporation activity:

B ). S G G L0 cdii i Freiuesoiisssos e SEbemnstoa evsri anin oot Eebstessate sesmedesaes seonms btusossnssetarbors hionmanreit iunernnss Sremeate 6

18 U.S.C. §2339 C et seq. — Funding and Conspiring to Commit Acts of Terror .........occeceevueeurnee 9

18 U.S.C. § 2331 §§ 802 - Acts of Domestic Terrorism resulting in death of American Citizens..13
18 U.S.C. § 1001 = LYING 0 CONBIESS ..cvrevrrmrcecrcrisussiseesriesssssessissess cesassassessessmsnsssssssssassssassassssssessane 15
15 U.S.C. §1-3 — Conspiring to Criminal Commercial ACtIiVILY .........couvveervsevinmisinccccsnisnsssne e 19
15 U.S.C. §8 — Market Manipulation and AHOCALION ........vveveececrrererece e s eseresessessassssuraas 24
15 U.S.C. § 19 — INterlocking DIr@CLOTALES ......ccceeerrerrerreesseeesssmesncssesssresssssasssesnessssrsnsasssmssnssssesssssenes 25
35 S.C. §200 - 206 — Disclosure of Government INtErest .........ccccoimrveriecescrsenvrnc s cnseesesnsreseensanes 27
21 C.F.R. § 50.24 et seq., lllegal Clinical Trial ......ccccoveiirsnicmiiseisi e s 29

The following three evidentiary sections are pending discovery:

in. FRAUDULENT IMPLEMENTATION OF EMERGENCY USE AUTHORIZATION FOR PCR TESTING
FOR DETECTING SARS-COV-2 AND COVID-19 VACCINE LICENSING

n. CONSPIRACY TO DEFRAUD THE UNITED STATES BY EVIDENCE OF UNPRECENDENTED
RECKLESS IMPLEMENTATION OF EMERGENCY USE AUTHORIZATION AND AGENCY
RESTRICTIVE GUIDELINES

. CONSPIRACY TO DEFRAUD THE UNITED STATES AND ITS CITIZENS BY FAILING TO VET THE
WHO, NiH, CDC, FDA, ET.AL. PANDEMIC SCIENCE, PROTOCOLS, AND REPORTING
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A L David Martin, PhD Interview by Reiner Fuellmich

SARS CoV 2 No Variant — Not Novel

David Martin, PhD with Reiner Fuellmich

The following content was transcribed from the July 11, 2021 video interview conducted by
Reiner Fuellmich and David Martin and this document is a word for word transcript.

Videos available at www.TheOmegaBrief.com

Legend of interviewed participants:

DM: David Martin, PhD

RF: Reiner Fuellmich, Attorney - Corona Investigative Committee
MS:  Martin Schwab, Professor of law

VF: Viviane Fischer - Corona Investigative Committee

WW: Wolfgang Wodarg, MD

1. DM: Chairman of MCAM CNBC IQ100 index, international innovation risk. From a
corporate standpoint, we have since 1998 been the world's largest underwriter of intangible
assets used in finance in 168 countries so ,in the majority of the countries around the world.
Our underwriting systems include the entire corpus of all patents, patent applications,
federal grants, procurement records, e-government records etc. We have the ability to not
only track what is happening and who is involved in what’s happening, but we monitor a
series of thematic interests for a variety of organizations and individuals as well as for our
own commercial use. Because as you probably know, we maintain three global equities in
the indices which are the top performing large-cap and mid-cap equity indexes worldwide.
So, our business is to monitor the innovation that's happening around the world and
specifically to monitor the economics of that innovation the degree to which you know
financial interests are being serve, corporate interests are being dislocated, etc. Our
business is the business of innovation and its finance.

2. RF: Translates into German
3. MINUTE MARKER 2:57

4. DM: From the standpoint of this interview, we have reviewed the over 4,000 patents
that have been issued around SARS coronavirus, and we have done a very comprehensive
review of the financing of all the manipulations of coronavirus which gave rise to SARS as a
subclade of the beta coronavirus family.

5. DM: And so what | wanted to give you a quick overview timeline, because we're not
going to go through 4,000 patents in this conversation. But | have sent to you and your team
a document that is exceptionally important; this was made public in the spring of 2020. This

document which you do have and can be posted in the public record is quite critical in that
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we took the reported gene sequence which was reportedly isolated as a novel coronavirus
indicated as such as the by the ICTV the International Committee on Taxonomy of viruses of
the World Health Organization. We took the actual genetic sequences that were reportedly
novel, and reviewed those against the patent records that were available as of the spring of
2020.

6. DM: What we found, as you'll see in this report, are over 120 patented pieces of
evidence to suggest that the declaration of a novel coronavirus was actually entirely a
fallacy; that there was no novel coronavirus. There are countless very subtle modifications
of coronavirus sequences that have been uploaded but there was no single identified novel
coronavirus at all. As a matter of fact, we found records in the patent records of sequences
attributed to novelty going to patents that were sought as early as 1999. Not only was this
not novel anything, it has not been novel for over two decades.

7. MINUTE MARKER 5:40

8. DM: But let's let's take a very short um and and, and, what I'll do is I'll take you on a
very short journey through the patent landscape to make sure people understand what
happened. But as you know, up until 1999 the topic of coronavirus, vis-a-vis the patenting
activity around coronavirus, was uniquely applied to veterinary sciences. The first vaccine
ever patented for coronavirus was actually sought by Pfizer. The application for the the, the
first vaccine for coronavirus, specifically this s-spike protein, so the exact same thing that
allegedly we have rushed into invention the application first was filed on January 28, 2000,
twenty-one years ago. The idea that we mysteriously stumbled on the way to intervene with
vaccines is not only ludicrous, it is incredulous.

9. DM: Because Timothy Miller, Sharon Klepfer, Albert Paul Reed, and Elaine Jones on
January 28, 2000 filed what ultimately was issued as U.S. patent 6372224, which was the
spike protein virus, a vaccine for the canine coronavirus which is actually one of the multiple
forms of coronavirus. But as | said, the early work up until 1999, was largely focused in the
area of vaccines for animals. The two animals receiving the most attention were probably
Ralph Baric's work on rabbits, and the rabbit cardiomyopathy that was associated with
significant problems among rabbit breeders, and then canine coronavirus in Pfizer's work to
identify how to develop S and spike protein vaccine target candidates. Giving rise to the
obvious evidence that says that neither the coronavirus concept of a vaccine nor the
principle of the coronavirus itself as a pathogen of interest with respect to the spike
protein's behavior is anything novel at all. As a matter of fact, it's twenty-two years old
based on patent filings.

10. MINUTE MARKER 8:32

11.DM: What's more problematic, what is actually the most egregious problem is that

ey
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Anthony Fauci and NIAID found the malleability of coronavirus to be a potential candidate for
HIV vaccines. So, SARS is actually not a natural progression of a zoonetic modification of
coronavirus.

DM: As a matter of fact, very specifically, in 1999, Anthony Fauci funded research at
the University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill specifically to create and you cannot, you cannot,
help but, but you know lament, what I’'m about to read because it come directly from a
patent application filed on April 19, 2002. And you heard the date correctly, 2002. Where
the NIAID built, "an infectious replication defective coronavirus" that was specifically
targeted for human lung epithelium. In other words, we made SARS and we patented it on
April 19, 2002 before there was ever any alleged outbreak in Asia which as you know
followed that by several months.

MINUTE MARKER 10:15

DM: That patent issued as U.S. patent 7279327, that patent clearly lays out in very
specific gene sequencing the fact that we knew that the ACE receptor, the ACE2 binding
domain, the S1 spike protein, and other elements of what we have come to know as this
scourge pathogen was not only engineered, but could be synthetically modified in the
laboratory using nothing more than gene sequencing technologies, taking computer code
and turning it into a pathogen or an intermediate of the pathogen. And that technology
was funded exclusively in the early days as a means by which we could actually harness
coronavirus as a vector to distribute HIV vaccine. I'll let you translate that, cause that’s a lot
of material.

RF: Okay
MINUTE MARKER 11:34

DM: It gets worse. We were, my organization was asked to monitor biological and
chemical weapons treaty violations in the very early days of 2000. You will remember the
Anthrax events in September of 2001 and we were part of an investigation that gave rise to
the congressional inquiry into not only the Anthrax origins, but also into what was unusual
behavior around Bayer's ciprofloxacin drug, which was a drug used as a potential treatment
for Anthrax poisoning. And throughout fall of 2001, we began monitoring an enormous
number of bacterial and viral pathogens that were being patented through NIH, NIAID, US
AMRID, the US Armed Services Infectious Disease program, and a number of other agencies
internationally that collaborated with them. And our concern was that coronavirus was
being seen as not only a potential manipulable agent for potential use as a vaccine vector,
but it was also very clearly being considered as a biological weapon candidate.

DM: And so, our first public reporting on this took place prior to the SARS outbreak in

‘Legislative Advertisement:  Texas Right To Know, Sheila Hemphill,  Brady, Texas
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19.

20.

21.

22,

the latter part of 2001. So, you can imagine how disappointed | am to be sitting here 20
years later, having 20 years earlier pointed that there was a problem looming on the horizon
with respect to coronavirus. But after the alleged outbreak and I'm, | will always say alleged
outbreak because | think it’s important for us to understand that coronavirus as a circulating
pathogen inside of the viral model that we have is actually not new to the human condition
and is not new to the last two decades. It's actually been part of the sequence of proteins
that that circulated for quite a long time. But the alleged outbreak that took place in China in
2002 and going into 2003, gave rise to a very problematic April 2003 filing by the United State
Center for Disease Control and Prevention. And this topic is of critical importance to get the
nuance very precise because in addition to filing the entire gene sequence, on what became
SARS coronavirus, which is actually a violation of 35 US Code Section 101. You cannot
patent a naturally occurring substance. The 35 US Code Section 101 violation was patent
number 7220852. Now that patent also had a series of derivative patents associated with it.
These are are patent applications were broken apart because they were of multiple
patentable subject matter. But these include U.S. patent 46592703P, which is actually an
interesting designation. U.S. patent 776521 that is 776521, these patents not only covered
the gene sequence of SARS coronavirus but also covered the means of detecting it using
rtPCR.

MINUTE MARKER 15:58

DM: Now the reason why this is a problem is because if you actually both own the
patent on the gene itself, as well as the patent on its detection, you have a cunning
advantage to being able to control 100% of the provenance of not only the virus itself but
also its detection, meaning you have entire scientific and message control. And this patent
sought by the CDC was allegedly justified by their public relations team as being "sought so
that everyone would be free to be able to research coronavirus." The only problem with
that statement was, is it's a lie. The patent office not once but twice rejected the patent on
the gene sequence as unpatentable, because the gene sequence was already in the public
domain. In other words, prior to CDC's filing for a patent, the patent office found "99.9 %
identity" with the already existing coronavirus recorded in the public domain.

DM: Over the rejection of the patent examiner, and after having to pay an appeal
fine in 2006 and 2007, the CDC overrode the patent office's rejection of their patent and
ultimately in 2007 got the patent on SARS coronavirus. Though every public statement that
CDC has made that said that this was in the public interest, is falsifiable by their own paid
bribe to the patent office. This is not something that's subtle, and to make matters worse
they paid an additional fee to keep their application private. Last time | checked if you're
trying to "make information available for the public research” why would you not pay a fee
to keep the information private.

DM: | wish | could have made up anything | just said but all of that are available in the
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public patent archive record which any member of the public can review and the public pair
as it’s called at the U.S. patent office has not only the evidence but the actual documents
which | have in my possession.

23. MINUTE MARKER 18:36

24. DM: Now this this is critically important. It’s critically important because “fact
checkers" have repeatedly stated that the novel coronavirus designated as SARS CoV 2 is in
fact distinct from the CDC patent. And here's both the genetic and the patent problem; If
you look at the gene sequence that is filed by the CDC in 2003, again in 2005, and then
again in 2006. What you find is identity in somewhere in between 89% to 99% of the
sequence overlaps that have been identified in what's called the novel subclade of SARS
CoV 2. What we now know is that the core designation of SARS coronavirus which is actually
the clade of the beta coronavirus family and the subclade that has been called SARS CoV 2
have to overlap from a taxonomy point of view. You cannot have SARS designation on a
thing, without it first being SARS. So the the disingenuous "fact checking" that has been done
saying that somehow or another that the CDC has nothing to do with this particular patent,
or this particular pathogen is beyond both the literal credibility of the published sequences
and it’s also beyond credulity when it comes to the ICTV taxonomy; because it very clearly
states that this is in fact a subclade of the clade called SARS coronavirus.

25. MINUTE MARKER 20:28

26. DM: Now what’s important is on the 28th of April, and listen to the date very carefully
because this date is problematic. Three days after CDC filed the patent on the SARS
coronavirus in 2003, three days later Sequoia Pharmaceuticals, a company that was set up
in Maryland. Sequoia Pharmaceuticals on the 28" of April 2003 filed a patent on “anti-viral
agents of treatment and control of infections by coronavirus.” CDC filed three days early
and the treatment was available three days later. Now just hold that thought for a second.

27.RF: Who is Sequoia Pharmaceuticals?

28. Well, there you go, that a good question because Sequoia Pharmaceuticals and ultimately AB
Links Pharmaceuticals became rolled into the proprietary holdings of Pfizer, Crucell, and
Johnson and Johnson.

29. RF: Wow

30. DM: So ask yourself a simply question, how would one have a patent on a treatment
for a thing that had been invented three days earlier?

31.RF: Yea
- T e e e
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32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

7

DM: The April 28, 2003 patent 7151163 issued to Sequoia Pharmaceuticals has another
problem. The problem is it was issued and published before the CDC patent on coronavirus
was actually allowed. So, the degree to which the information could have been known by
any means other than insider information between those parties is zero. it is not physically
possible for you to patent a thing, that treats a thing that had not been published because
CDC had paid an additional fee to keep it secret.

MINUTE MARKER 23:21

DM: This is definition of criminal conspiracy, racketeering, and collusion. This is not a
theory, this is evidence. You cannot have information in the future inform a treatment for a
thing that did not exist.

RF: This could well blow up into a RICO case ultimately.

DM: This is a RICO case, not could blow up into it, it is a RICO case. And the RICO
pattern which was established in April of 2003 for the first coronavirus was played out to
exactly the same schedule with SARS CoV 2 show up, when we have Moderna getting the
spike protein sequence by phone from the Vaccine Research Center at NIAID prior to the
definition of the novel subclade. How do you treat a thing, before you actually have the
thing?

RF: Laughter

MINUTE MARKER 24:06

DM: Yea well, it’s going to get worse here.
RF: Oh no, it can’t get worse
DM: Oh it does, on June 5, 2008, which is an important date because it’s actually

around the time when DARPA actively took an interest in coronavirus as a biological
weapon. June 5, 2008, AB Links, which as you know now part of Sanofi, filed a series of
patents that specifically targeted what we've been told is the "novel feature" of the SARS
CoV 2 virus. And you heard what | said, this is the 5t of June 2008.

RF: They found what?
DM: Specifically, they targeted what was called the poly basic cleavage site for SARS

CoV, the novel spike protein, and the ACE2 receptor binding domain which is allegedly
novel to SARS CoV 2. All of that were patented on June 5, 2008, and those patents in
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45.

46.

47.

48,

sequence were issued between November 24th of 2015, which was U.S. patent 9193780, so
that one came out after the gain of function moratorium, that one came after the MERS
outbreak in the middle east, but what you find is that then 2016, 2017, 2019, a series of
patents all covering not only the RNA strands but also the sub components of the gene
strands were issued to AB Links and Sanofi. And then we have Crucell and Rubio
Therapeutics, Children's Medical Corporation, we have countless others that include Ludwig
Maximilians Universitat in Munchen, Protein Science Corporation, Dana-Farber Cancer
Institute, University of lowa, University of Hong Kong, and the Chinese National Genome
genome center in Shanghai, all identifying in patent filings that ranged from 2008 until 2017,
every attribute that was allegedly uniquely published by the single reference publication,
“The novel bat coronavirus reveals natural insertions at the $1, $2, ACE2 cleavage site of
the spike protein and possible recombinant 3 origin of the SARC CoV 2 virus". The paper
that has been routinely used to identify the novel virus, unfortunately, if you actually take
what they report to be novel you find 73 patents issued between 2008 and 2019, which
have the elements that were allegedly novel in the SARS CoV2. Specifically, as it relates to
the poly basic cleavage site, the ACE2 receptor binding domain and the spike protein. So, the
clinically novel components of the clinically unique, clinically contagious, you know where I'm
going with this. There was no outbreak of SARS because we had engineered all of the
elements of it and by 2016. The paper that was funded during the gain of function
moratorium that said that the SARS coronavirus was "poised for human emergence"”,
written by Ralph Baric, was not only poised for human emergence but it was patented for
commercial exploitation - 73 times.

. RF: Didn’t Ralph Baric in a video clip said to his audience that you can make a lot of

money with this.
DM: Yes, you can and he has made a lot of money doing this.
MINUTE MARKER 29:14

DM: So, for those who want to live in the illusion that somehow or another that's the
end of the story, be prepared for a greater disappointment because somebody knew
something in 2015 and 2016 which gave rise to my favorite quote of this entire pandemic.
And by that I'm not being cute my favorite quote of this pandemic was a statement made in
2015 by Peter Daszak.

MINUTE MARKER 29:48:00

DM: The statement that was made by Peter Daszak in 2015 reported in the National
Academies of Press publication on February 12, 2016 who said, and I'm quoting,

"We need to increase public understanding of the need for medical countermeasures such
as a pan corona virus vaccine. A key driver is the media, and the economics will follow the

T
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57.

58.

59.

60.

hype... We need to use that hype to our advantage to get to the real issues. Investors will
respond if they see profit at the end of the process."

VF: That's quite shocking because | thought

DM: Let me let me just read that again just because | don't know if | might get lost in
translation, so let me just go ahead and read it slowly, yeah when speaking to a multilingual
audience maybe | should say it louder and as Americans love to do.

DM: "We need to increase public understanding of the need for medical
countermeasures such as a pan corona virus vaccine. A key driver is the media, and the
economics will follow the hype... We need to use that hype to our advantage to get to the
real issues. Investors will respond if they see profit at the end of the process.”

VF: That's really | mean Peter Doshi wasn't he the one who
RF: No, no, no, Peter Daszak, Peter Doshi is the good guy
DM: Peter Daszak the head of EcoHealth Alliance.

RF: No, no, Peter Doshi is the good guy

MINUTE MARKER 31:36:00

DM: Peter Daszak, the person who was independently corroborating the Chinese
non-lab leaked non-theory because there wasn't a lab leak this was an intentional
bioweaponization of spike proteins to inject into people to get them addicted to a pan
coronavirus vaccine. This has nothing to do with a pathogen that was released and every
study that's ever been launched to try to verify a lab leak is a red herring.

VF: And there's really nothing that is new, in this

DM: Nothing zero. 73 patents on everything clinically novel. 73 all issued before 2019
and I'm going to give you the biggest bombshell of all to prove that this was actually not a
release of anything. Because patent 7279327 the patent on the recombinant nature of that

lung targeting coronavirus, was transferred mysteriously from the University of North
Carolina Chapel Hill to the National Institutes of Health in 2018.

DM: Now here's the problem with that. Under the Bayh Dole Act, the U S Government
already has what's called a March in Right Provision. That means if the U S Government has
paid for research, they are entitled to benefit from that research at their demand or at their
whim.
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DM: So, explain why in 2017 and 2018 suddenly the National Institutes of Health have
to take ownership of the patent that they already had rights to held by the University of
North Carolina Chapel Hill. And how did they need to file a certificate of correction to make
sure that it was legally enforceable because there was a typographical error in the grant
reference in the first filing. So they needed to make sure that not only did they get it right
but they needed to make sure every typographical error that was contained in the patent
was correct on the single patent required to develop the Vaccine Research Institute's
mandate, which was shared between the University of North Carolina Chapel Hill in
November of 2019 and Moderna in November of 2019 when UNC Chapel Hill, NIAID, and
Moderna began the sequencing of a spike protein vaccine. A month before an outbreak
ever happened.

RF: You have all the evidence right yeah?

DM: So that's why my focal isn't it | don't have to read it again
RF: No, you speak German huh?

DM: Yeah.

MINUTE MARKER: 34:50

RF: So, it's all about money?

DM: it has always been about money and just to answer a question that was asked
slightly earlier. The script for this was written first January 6, 2004.

RF: January 6, 2004? Who wrote the script?

DM: MERCK. At a conference called SARS and Bioterrorism. Bioterrorism emerging
infectious diseases antimicrobials therapeutics and immune modulators. MERCK
introduced the notion of what they called, "The New Normal", proper noun. The new
normal which is the language that became the branded campaign that was adopted by the
World Health Organization, the Global Preparedness Monitoring Board, which was the board
upon, which the Chinese director of Center for Disease Control, Bill Gates's Dr. Elias of the
Gates Foundation and Anthony Fauci sat together on that board of directors but the the
first introduction of “The New Normal” campaign which was about getting people to accept
a universal pan influenza, pan coronavirus vaccine was actually adopted January 6 2004.

So, it's been around quite quite a long time.

71. DM: I'm not going to belabor many more points other than to say that it was very clear

" Legislative Advertisement:  Texas Right To Know, Sheila Hemphill,  Brady, Texas
www.texasrighttoknow.com | info@texasrighttoknow.com | Page 9 of 20




d TEXAS RIGHT TO KNOW The Omega Brief

More Unites Us Than Divides Us ) ) 5 ) .
David Martin, PhD Interview by Reiner Fuellmich

72.

73.

74.

75.

that MERCK knew that. Sorry that Moderna knew that it was going to be placed in the front
of the line with respect to the development of a vaccine in March of 2019. And this is a very
important date. Because in March of 2019, for reasons that are not transparent, they
suddenly amended a series of rejected patent filings. Which was a very bizarre behavior. But
they amended a number of patent filings to specifically make reference to an "intentional or
accidental release.” I'm sorry their term, "deliberate release of coronavirus.” So, in March,
they amended four failed patent applications to begin the process of a coronavirus vaccine
development and they began dealing with a very significant problem that they had, which
was they relied on technology that they did not own. Two Canadian companies, Arbutus
Pharmaceuticals and Accuitis Pharmaceuticals, actually own the patent on the lipid
nanoparticle envelope that's required to deliver the injection of the mRNA fragment. And
those patents have been issued both in Canada and in the US and then around the world in
their world intellectual property equivalents. Moderna knew that they did not own the
rights and began trying to negotiate with Arbutus and Accuitis to get the resolution of the
lipid nanoparticle patented technology available to be put into a vaccine. And we know, as |
made reference to before, that in November they entered into a research and cooperative
research and development agreement with UNC Chapel Hill with respect to getting the
spike protein to put inside of the lipid nanoparticle. So that they actually had a candidate
vaccine, before we had a pathogen allegedly that was running around.

MINUTE MARKER 39:00

DM: What makes that story most problematic, beyond the self-evident nature of it, is
that we know that from 2016 until 2019, at every one of the NIAID Advisory Council board
meetings, Anthony Fauci lamented the fact that he could not find a way to get people to
accept the universal influenza vaccine which is what was his favorite target. He was trying to
get the population to engage in this process. And what becomes very evident with Peter
Daszak, with Ecohealth Alliance, UNC Chapel Hill and others. And then most specifically by
March of 2019 in the amended patent filings of Moderna, we see that there is a epiphany
that says, "What if there was an accidental or an intentional release of a respiratory
pathogen?

DM: And what makes that particular phrase problematic is it is exactly recited in the
book, “A World At Risk”, which is the scenario that was put together by the World Health
Organization in September of 2019. So, months before there's an alleged pathogen, which
says that we need to have a coordinated global experience of a respiratory pathogen
release, which by September 2020, must put in place a universal capacity for public
relations management, crowd control, and the acceptance of a universal vaccine mandate.
That was September of 2019. And the language of an intentional release of a respiratory
pathogen was written into the scenario that quote must be completed by September 2020.

RF: This was the text where Mrs. Brundtland was heading this commission. Isn't it?
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DM: Well, this is the Global Preparedness Monitoring Board's unified statement.
There are a number of people who have taken credit and then backed away from credit for it.
But yes. you're right.

WW: | am right too when | say that also the ACE2 receptor, that it was already
described in the patents before 2019.

DM: Yes, we have 117 patents with specifically the ACE2 receptor targeting
mechanism for SARS coronavirus.

WWw: So, because they always say this is the new thing with the virus.

DM: No, it's not new and it has not been even remotely new. It's in publications going
back to 2008 in the weaponization conferences that took place in Slovenia in Europe, all
across Europe and all across, the DARPA infrastructure. We've known about that since 2013,
its isolation and amplification.

VF: And this, the amendment that MERCK did to this, the rejected patents
applications, so, is was it only about the fact that it's like deliberately, you know like put into
the environment or something or did they add anything else?

DM: Well, so these were fake there were four failed patent applications that were
essentially revitalized in March of 2019. And it was Moderna. | misspoke. | spoke about
MERCK. it was Moderna and | tried to correct that I'm sorry that that didn't come through.
But it's Moderna's patent applications that were amended in March of 2019 to include the
deliberate release of a respiratory pathogen language.

VF: Was those had not been rejected for some reason they were just not they were
just sitting there basically?

DM: No, they, they, they do processes similar to other pharmaceutical companies
where they ever green applications and continually modify, modify applications to enjoy the
earliest priority dates available but that's why you have to go back and look at the
amendment of the application records to find out when the actual amendment language was
put in place. But yes, | mean the the fact of the matter is and like I said I'm not going to
belabor all of the patent data but, but any assertion that this, this pathogen is somehow
unique or novel falls apart on the actual gene sequences which are published in the patent
record. And then more egregiously falls apart in the fact that we have Peter Daszak himself
stating that we have to create public hype to get the public to accept the medical
countermeasure of a pan coronavirus vaccine. And what makes that most ludicrous is the
fact that as we know World Health Organization had declared coronavirus a a you know
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kind of a a dead, a dead interest. | mean they, they said that that we had eradicated
coronavirus as a concern, so why having eradicated it in 2007 and 2008, why did we start
spending billions of dollars globally on a vaccine for a thing that had been eradicated by
declaration in 2008? You know kind of kind of falls into the zone of incredulity to say the
least.

RF: Doesn't that also mean if you, if you, if you take the entirety of the evidence, then
this is a tool the corona virus and the vaccines. This is a tool and the interest of DARPA in
creating a biological weapon out of this, this is a tool for everything else that latches on to
this including population control for example.

MINUTE MARKER 45:15

DM: Well, listen this this we have to stop falling for even the mainstream narrative in
our own line of questioning because the fact of the matter is this was seen as a highly
malleable bioweapon. There is no question that by 2005 it was unquestionably a weapon of
choice. And the illusion that we continue to unfortunately see very well-meaning people get
trapped in is conversations about whether we're having a vaccine for a virus. The fact of the
matter is we're not. We are injecting a spike protein mRNA secret mRNA sequence which is
a computer simulation. It's not derived from nature. It's a computer simulation of a
sequence which has been known and patented for years. And what we know is that that
sequence as reported is reported across things, like you know, the very reliable phone
conversations that took place between Moderna and the Vaccine Research Center by self-
report. Where | don't know if you were on a phone call and you heard "attccggttccgab
b b". You know is there any chance you might get "a a a" letter, a vowel, or a consonant
dropped here or there. The, the, the ludicrous nature of the story that this is somehow
prophylactive or preventative flies in the face of a hundred percent of the evidence.
Because the evidence makes it abundantly clear that there has been no effort by any
pharmaceutical company to combat the virus. This is about getting people injected with
the known to be harmful S1 spike protein. So, the cover story is that if you get an
expression of a spike protein, you're going to have some sort of general symptomatic relief,
but the fact of the matter is there has never been an intent to vaccinate a population as
defined by the vaccination universe. And it's important.

MINUTE MARKER 45:15

DM: I mean let's let's review just for the record. When Anthony Fauci tried desperately
to get some of his quote “synthetic RNA vaccines” published, he had his own patents
rejected by the patent office. And | want to read what the patent office told him when
NIAID's own Anthony Fauci thought that he could get an mRNA-like vaccine patented as a
vaccine and here's the quote.
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DM: "These arguments are persuasive to the extent that an antigenic peptide
stimulates an immune response that may produce antibodies that bind to a specific peptide
or protein but it is not persuasive in regards to a vaccine."”

DM: Okay. This is the patent office. This is not some sort of public health agency.
This is the patent office. “The immune response produced by a vaccine must be mare than
merely some immune response but must also be protective. As noted in the previous office
action, the art recognizes the term vaccine. To be a compound which prevents infection
applicant has not demonstrated that the instantly claimed vaccine meets even the lower
standard set forth in the specification. Let alone the standard definition for being operative.
In regards therefore claims 5, 7, and 9 are not operative as the anti-HIV vaccine.” , which is
what he was working on is not patentable utility. So, Anthony Fauci himself was told by
the patent office themselves, that what he was proposing as a vaccine does not meet the
patentable standard the legal standard or the clinical standard.

RF: | know that David | know a lot of our viewers are really shocked | can see that
from the responses one of our viewers is uh our PCR test specialist Professor Camera she
can't believe what's going on here.

MINUTE MARKER 49:56

DM: What's going on here well here here's this the sad and sober irony is that | raised
these issues beginning in 2002, after the Anthrax scare. And the tragedy is we are now
sitting in a world where we have hundreds of millions of people who are being injected
with a pathogen stimulating computer sequence. Which is being sold under what the
patent office what the medical profession and what the FDA in its own clinical standards
would not suggest is a vaccine but by using the term we actually are now subjecting
hundreds of millions of people to what was known to be by 2005 a biological weapon.

RF: Translates into German
MINUTE MARKER 51:45

DM: So, | have | obviously have hundreds of hours of of this stuff committed to
memory because I've been doing it for two decades, but if you have any questions, I'd be
happy to answer them.

RF: I'm sure they're going to be hundreds of questions David we're going to be in
touch | think you're going to be flooded by people by people's emails etc. I'm just going to
forward what comes in or we're going to forward what comes in, but | do think but oh yeah,
we have Martin Schwab he probably has a really serious question.
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99. MS: And after me Wolfgang too. Okay I'm a legal professor with the faculty of law
here in Budapest and | have to tell you that the Constitutional Protection Unit of the Ministry
of Interior Affairs observes the so-called corona denial scene corona denier is everyone who
dares to disagree with the official line with the official line, Yes, if this constitutional
protection unit takes notice of me taking part in discussion that this pandemic was put on
stage intentionally they will probably try to fire me from my job so | have to at least ask some
questions. While | heard you talking, | am | took a look at patent number what's which one
was it 7220852 and 7151163, 7220852 was filed in 12-Apr and 715 and so on was filed in
April 28 of 2004 | see a difference between 16 not three days what did | misunderstand?

100. DM: No April 23rd 2003 was the CDC master filing date

101. MS: Okay, okay | asked this question because if they try to make me redundant for my
job | have to provide strong evidence.

102. DM: Now listen, we have all of this sent to, | know Dr. Fuellmich has the has the entire
record in the Fauci Dossier 100% of this record is in there. The additional addendum that |
sent across all has the records in there including all the priority filing dates as well as the issue
dates so 100% of this is in written published records and you have the written records.

103. RF: Okay | have created my own file and it's labeled David Martin.

104. MS: Okay, okay | did an analysis of media reportings here and | can confirm that they
give a very one-sided account on the pandemic. Everyone who dares to declare the threat
less dangerous than the government does will be denounced as conspiracy theorists as tin
foil and so on you know. So the media exactly did what you pointed out in the sentence you
repeated twice before now. Actually, they tell us the story of the Delta variant which is told
to be much more contagious that everything else. Experts | have spoken to told me that the
databases contain as many as more or 40 000 virus strains so could this could this Delta
variant some kind of media hype you told us about before there.

105. MINUTE MAKER 56:15

106. DM: There is no such thing as an Alpha or a Beta or gamma Delta variant. This is a
this is a means by which what is desperately sought a degree to which individuals can be
coerced into accepting something that they would not otherwise accept. There has not
been in any of the published studies on what has been reportedly the Delta variant. There
has not been a population are not calculated which is the actual replication rate.

107. DM: What has been estimated are computer simulations but unfortunately, if you
look at GISAID, which is the public source of uploading any one of a number of variations
what you'll find is that there has been no ability to identify any clinically altered gene
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sequence which has then a clinically expressed variation. And this is the problem all along.
This is the problem going back to the very beginning of what's alleged to be a pandemic is
we do not have any evidence that the gene sequence alteration had any clinical significance
whatsoever. There has not been a single paper published by anyone that has actually
established that anything novel since November of 2019 has clinical distinction from
anything that predates November of 2019. The problem with the 73 patents that |
described, is that those 73 patents all contain what was reported to be novel in December
and January of 2019 and 2020 respectively. So, the problem is, that even if we were to
accept that there are idiopathic pneumonias. Even if we were to accept that there are
some set of pathogen-induced symptoms. We do not have a single piece of published
evidence that tells us that anything about the subclade SARS CoV 2 has clinical distinction
from anything that was known and published prior to November 2019 in 73 patents dating
to 2008.

108. VF:  Butcould it be that the Delta variant sort of is that just the difference is you know
that the clinical symptoms are the same, but that it has the the you know the capability of
like infecting someone who'd already gone, who's already gone through like variant B better
well.

109. DM: So, this is where we see an enormous amount of response and reflexive
behavior to media hype. There is no and I’'m going to repeat this there is no evidence that
the Delta variant is somehow distinct from anything else on GISIAD. The fact that we are
now looking for a thing doesn't mean that it is a thing, because we are looking at fragments
of things and the fact is that if we choose any fragment, | could come up with you know |
could come up with variant omega tomorrow. Yes and | could come up with variant omega
and | could say I'm looking for this sub strand of either DNA or RNA or even a protein and |
could run around the world going, “oh my gosh, fear the omega variant” and the problem is
that because of the nature of the way in which we currently sequence genomes, which is
actually a compositing process, it's what we'd call in mathematics an interleaving, we don't
have any point of reference to actually know whether or not the thing we're looking at is in
fact distinct from either clinical or even genomic sense.

110. DM: And so, we're trapped in a world where unfortunately if you go and look as | have
at the papers that isolated the Delta variant and actually asked the question, “Is the Delta
variant anything other than the selection of a sequence in a systematic shift of an already
disclosed other sequence?” The answer is it's just an alteration in when you start and stop
what you call the reading frame. There is no novel anything. Yes, Wolfgang.

111. RF: I'll make a long story very short he's, he's in full agreement with your analysis. He
understands your anguish with respect to you having told the world about these 20 years ago
almost and he admires your tenacity. And he's extremely grateful for you having taken this
very close look at the problem through patent law. It's Dr. Vodak believes that patents are
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really problematic because it turns out that it is probably five times more expensive to patent
drugs as opposed to having public, | mean not public private but public universities getting
the stipends getting the money that they need in order to develop these vaccines.

112. DM: Yeah, let me I'm going to do something that's very unfair but I'm going to hold the
document very close to the screen and it's only for representational purposes but | want you
to see that this. This is the Baric patent that NIH needed to have returned to them for
mysterious reasons in 2018. This is 7279327 people can look this up on their own. But if you
actually look at the sequences that are patented, which is one of the things that we've done.
We actually look at the published sequences and realize that depending on where you clip
the actual sequence string, you will have the same thing or you'll have a different thing based
nothing more than on where you decide to parse the clip. | want to read you, | mean this is
something that comes directly from their patent application. When they actually talk about
the DNA strands, which they call sequence id numbers, they actually specifically say the
“organism is an artificial sequence an artificial sequence” meaning that it is not a sequence
that has a rule base in nature. It is not something that was manifest for a particular natural
derivative protein or natural derivative mRNA sequence that was isolated. Every one of these
is in fact a synthetic artificial sequence. And if you go back and you look at each one of them,
which we have done what you'll find is that the sequences in fact are contiguous in many
instances but are overlapping in others. Where it is merely a caprice determination that says
something is or is not part of an open reading frame or it is or is not part of a particular
oligonucleotide sequence.

113. DM: Now the reason why that's important is because if we are going to examine what
ultimately is being injected into individuals, we need the exact sequence not a kind of, similar
to. We need the exact sequence and if you look at the FDA's requirement and if you look at
the European regulatory environment and if you look at the rest of the world's regulatory
environment for reasons that cannot be explained the exact sequence that has gone into
what is amplified inside of the injection seems to be elusive. It seems to be something that
someone cannot in fact state with a hundred percent the sequence is x. The problem that
that presents is that at this point in time as much as we can be told that there are you know
clinical trials going on and there are all sorts of other things going on we have no way of
verifying that a complete sequence has been is or potentially even could be manufactured
into what ultimately becomes the lipid nanoparticle that is the carrier frequency into which
the injection is delivered. And it's important for people to understand that as far back as
2002, and all the way through the patent filings of 2003, and then the weaponization patents
that began in 2008, in every one of these instances, fragments are identified, but they are
identified without specificity. So, we don't have direct terminal ends of the fragments. We
have fragments which have you know essentially hypothecated gaps into which anything can
be placed. And that's the reason why | find the fact checking around the patent situation to
be most disappointing because the reason why fact checkers among their general lazy
attributes the reason why fact checkers are not actually checking facts, when it comes to the
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patent matters, is because the actual sequences are not represented in a digital form that
makes it easy to do this comparison. We literally had to take images of submitted typed
paper and then code those in to do our own assessment. You cannot do this on the EPOS
patent site. You cannot do this with WIPO data from Geneva. You cannot do this with the US
Patent Office data. You actually have to go in and reconstruct the actual gene sequences by
hand and then you compare them to what has been uploaded on the public servers and
that's where you find that the question of novelty is something that was not addressed. This
was a manufactured illusion.

114. MINUTE MARKER 1:07:47

115. WW: | had one more question is it possible that we have we see that the influenza has
vanished. Is gone. We don't have influenza anymore. The influenza for sure is the viruses
are also sequenced and is it possible that those, that those parts sequences we now speak
about that they may they may exist in in both of the virus type so that it's just a matter of
testing and matter of instruments to observe, What we find whether we find influenza or
whether we find corona. If we if we have a certain if you have a book you have a word with
five letters, and you will find this five letters in many books right.

116. DM: Exactly and yeah, Wolfgang your question is a beautiful metaphor of exactly the
problem. The problem is if what we're looking for is something we've decided we've decided
is worth looking for then, we'll find it. And the good news is we'll find it a bunch of places.
And if we've decided that we're no longer looking for a thing it's not entirely surprising that
we don't find it because we're not looking for it. The fact of the matter is whether it's the
rtPCR tests that we decided that there are fragments, Which by the way | have looked at
every one of the regulatory submissions that has been submitted to the FDA to try to figure
out what was the gold standard to get the Emergency Use Authorization and what fragment
of SARS Cov2 was officially the official fragment that was the comparator standard. And the
problem is that you can't get a single standard. So, the question becomes in a world where
there is no single standard, what is it that you actually find? Because if I'm looking for and
why don't | just read this if I'm looking forccacgctttg. Doladdthe nextstrandgordol
go no, no, no the next bitisgtttagttcgandyou get the point. The point is that where |
choose to start and stop, | can actually say | found it! Oh, 1 didn't find it yeah and and | didn't
find the match that | projected onto the data because | chose to look at the data in a way that
| could not find the match. Influenza did not leave the human population. Influenza was a
failed decade-long pan-influenza vaccine mandate that was desperately, desperately,
desperately promoted by governments around the world. They failed and they decided if
influenza doesn't deliver on the public promise of getting everybody to get an injection,
let's change the pathogen.

117. RF:  There are many more they can change.
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DM: Oh goodness we've got tons more to come.

118.

119. RF: Yes, but now we're on to them.

120. MINUTE MARKER 11:11:11

121. VF: 1would like to tell you something about this development of the Drosden PCR

test. You know because we looked at it, | mean just briefly not to that extent that you now

looked at the patents that you just described, but we looked at this kind of miracle or like |
mean strange aspect of like the Drosden test development. Because he in in despite the fact

that he would have needed to basically through his employer, the charity who would be

entitled to holding the patents on this you know his invention. He just published the
instruction to the vehicle so everyone could see it so basically the whole invention lost its

you know the possibility to be patented. And that's kind of strange you know when you look
atit. So, we asked the charity in a freedom of information act request. And so, they said well
you know, because it there was so much rush to get the you know this the test out, because
there was this pandemic going on, so it was like we didn't look at the finances you know we
just didn't care. So that's kind of strange as a procedure because | mean basically this this
test is worth like billions. You know how could you just | mean this is a publicly financed
hospital. How can they just give you know give away all this this whole thing. And then
because he was also in close cooperation with the private company TIB Molbiol, it's the same
with which he had developed all the PCR tests from 2002 from the first size and the mass
sticker and so on and so on. So, it's very strange you know because he was basically like
functioning as a door opener for this company you know because they also said to us. So
basically it was Drosden who decided to which possible country or like laboratory or
whatever the test this you know TIB Molbiol company would send out the test kits. In order
to then of course make more money because he was basically like he had a first mover
advantage you now Drosden and or this company. So, it's clear now | mean maybe there was
nothing at that point because there was so many patterns already going on. So, basically
from this not novel virus or PCR test. He couldn't patent anything that would have been new.
So basically, was really like a very logical to thing to do then to use the whole thing as a just
to you know make profit from this first mover advantage and maybe Drosden is somehow
involved in this whole legal.

122. RF: He's one of the most important people in this scheme because he's the one who's

whose strings they pulled first.

123. DM: Yeah, you need you need to create the illusion of demand and there is nothing

right now that does a better job of creating the illusion of demand than the urgency of an
event that you've manufactured.

124. RF: [Laughter] this sounds almost like comedy but it is not.
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125. DM: Well, it is in that we have to realize that part of the reason why it was so easy for
us to monitor and track this particular you know campaign of coercion and terror was
because we've done it before. You know | started my comments by making sure people
remember that when it came to solving for the Anthrax outbreak. Now remember that while
we had hundreds of thousands of military people in the Middle East allegedly getting even for
the events of September of 2001. We had two postal inspectors investigating Anthrax. Two.
The largest alleged bioweapons attack on US soil and we had two postal inspectors. You
can't genuinely believe that two postal inspectors are the you know the crime stopping you
know mind bendingly powerful individuals in the universe. Now | have nothing against postal
inspectors, but | can guarantee you that if | was investigating a bioterror attack, | would not
have the post office having two postal inspectors as their crack team doing the investigation.
You know it was disingenuous and Congress knew it. And that's the reason why you know,
we publish a thing that's that that is not necessarily a bestseller but we publish an
intelligence briefing on every violation of the biological and chemical weapons treaties that
people have signed around the world. And it's a phone book that tells you where and who
and who's funding. And so for us it wasn't hard to figure out that this was not a public
health crisis this was an opportunistic marketing campaign to address a stated objective.
And that's why this is Occam's Razor, it's the easiest thing to describe because they're the
ones that said it and the Occam's Razor reality is they said, “they needed to get the public to
accept a pan coronavirus vaccine counter measure and they needed the media to create
the hype and investors would follow where they see profit.” You do not have anything else
you need to rely on to explain the events of the last 20 months, then the actual statement of
the actual perpetrator. And | don't do the naval gazing exercise of going in to try to
understand whether there were mommy issues behind a bank robber if they're holding a bag
of money outside of a bank, | actually make the crazy assumption that maybe they're a bank
robber. Similarly, if | have somebody who says we need to use the media to hype a medical
countermeasure which is in fact the injection of a synthetic recombinant chimeric protein
developed off of a computer simulation, if I'm actually going to listen to the motivation for
why that might be being done, | will listen to the person doing the manipulation who says,
“Investors will follow where they see profit.” |don't need more explanation.

126. RF: Me neither okay this is mind-boggling. I'm really glad David that we spoke a
couple of months ago maybe three four months ago. We were introduced to each other by
David I'm, I'm sorry um James Henry right. And | was trying to find patent lawyers in this
country who might be interested in this case. Now there are a few patent lawyers who
understand about it but there's no one apparently up till now but maybe this is going to
change. But there was no one willing to tackle this in the context of corona. That's the
problem.

127. WW: But this is not new I've tried to find such a lawyer too specialized on patents for
the commission for the German Bundestag some 10 years ago of more than 15 years ago and
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we did not find because they were all afraid to be critical on the system.

128. DM: Yes

129.

WW: They wouldn't be they would be distracted they would destroy their own job. This
was very difficult

130. DM: Yeah, bear in mind bear that this is an old problem. Because the where the

problem comes in. Ever since the establishment of the European patent office the Germans
and the French not surprisingly have maintained animosity. That has you know been just this
newest version of animosity that goes back centuries but when the EPO was set up the role
of the patent office in Munich became a very nationalistic issue for Germany. And the notion
that German patent examiners and German patent professionals still enjoyed supremacy
over the rest of Europe became dogmatic. In 2003 and 2004 when the European patent
office was first audited by my organization, and where we showed that somewhere between
20 and 30 percent of the patents in Europe were functional forgeries, meaning that they
were copied from previous patents.

131. DM: The German representation of the European patent office lost their mind at the

notion that they were doing anything remotely wrong. When the European union
commissioned us to do an examination into software patents a few years later, at the request
of the Swedish delegation, to the European Union and we showed hundreds and hundreds of
software patents which were illegally granted by the European Union through the EPO and
then we found out that it was German patent examiners and German patent practitioners
who were the ones who were responsible for their filing. We once again saw that there was
an enormous outcry. And so what happens is that we have a dogmatically held position,
which says that even though the European patent office is supposed to be pan-European
there is still in the minds of the German patent establishment a supremacy over the rest of
Europe. And if you call into question anything including patents granted on a bio weapon you
are treading on ground that there is no forgiveness for.

132. WW: Yes, we have we had some questions from transparency international and we

were wiped out the topic was not followed.

133. DM: Yep, you just can'tit's not it's not accessible and that's just the tragedy of what

has unfortunately become a captured a regulatory capture organization. It's actually not
doing the public service well thank you thank you for the time that you've spent and | hope
that it was helpful it was very helpful thank you very much we're going to hear a lot of echoes
thank you David and have a great weekend okay take care everybody.

Yeah, you too bye-bye
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This work was supported, in part, by a fund-raising effort in which approximately 330 persons contributed

funds in support of the New Earth technology team and Urban Global Health Alliance. It is released under
a Creative Commons license CC-BY-NC-SA. Any derivative use of this dossier must be made public for the
benefit of others. All documents, references and disclosures contained herein are subject to an AS-IS
representation. The author does not bear responsibility for errors in the public record or references therein.
Throughout this document, uses of terms commonly accepted in medical and scientific literature do not
imply acceptance or rejection of the dogma that they represent.

Background:

Over the past two decades, my company — M-CAM — has been monitoring possible violations of the 1925
Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous, or other Gases, and of
Bacteriological Methods of Warfare (the Geneva Protocol) 1972 Convention on the Prohibition of the
Development, Production, and Stockpiling of Bacteriological and Toxin Weapons and Their Destruction
(the BTWC). In our 2003-2004 Global Technology Assessment: Vector Weaponization M-CAM
highlighted China’s growing involvement in Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) technology with respect to
joining the world stage in chimeric construction of viral vectors. Since that time, on a weekly basis, we
have monitored the development of research and commercial efforts in this field, including, but not
limited to, the research synergies forming between the United States Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC), the National Institutes for Allergies and Infectious Diseases (NIAID), the University of
North Carolina at Chapel Hill (UNC), Harvard University, Emory University, Vanderbilt University,
Tsinghua University, University of Pennsylvania, many other research institutions, and their commercial
affiliations.

The National Institute of Health’s grant Al123946-08 issued to Dr. Ralph Baric at the University of North
Carolina at Chapel Hill (officially classified as affiliated with Dr. Anthony Fauci’s NIAID by at least 2003)
began the work on synthetically altering the Coronaviridae (the coronavirus family) for the express
purpose of general research, pathogenic enhancement, detection, manipulation, and potential
therapeutic interventions targeting the same. As early as May 21, 2000, Dr. Baric and UNC sought to
patent critical sections of the coronavirus family for their commercial benefit.! In one of the several
papers derived from work sponsored by this grant, Dr. Baric published what he reported to be the full
length cDNA of SARS CoV in which it was clearly stated that SAR CoV was based on a composite of DNA
segments.

“Using a panel of contiguous cDNAs that span the entire genome, we have assembled a full-
length cDNA of the SARS-CoV Urbani strain, and have rescued molecularly cloned SARS

1 U.S. Provisional Application No. 60/206,537, filed May 21, 2000



viruses (infectious clone SARS-CoV) that contained the expected marker mutations inserted
into the component clones.”?

On April 19, 2002 — the Spring before the first SARS outbreak in Asia — Christopher M. Curtis, Boyd
Yount, and Ralph Baric filed an application for U.S. Patent 7,279,372 for a method of producing
recombinant coronavirus. In the first public record of the claims, they sought to patent a means of
producing, “an infectious, replication defective, coronavirus.” This work was supported by the NIH grant
referenced above and GM63228. In short, the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services was
involved in the funding of amplifying the infectious nature of coronavirus between 1999 and 2002
before SARS was ever detected in humans.

Against this backdrop, we noted the unusual patent prosecution efforts of the CDC, when on April 25,
2003 they sought to patent the SARS coronavirus isolated from humans that had reportedly transferred
to humans during the 2002-2003 SARS outbreak in Asia. 35 U.S.C. §101 prohibits patenting nature. This
legality did not deter CDC in their efforts. Their application, updated in 2007, ultimately issued as U.S.
Patent 7,220,852 and constrained anyone not licensed by their patent from manipulating SARS CoV,
developing tests or kits to measure SARS coronavirus in humans or working with their patented virus for
therapeutic use. Work associated with this virus by their select collaborators included considerable
amounts of chimeric engineering, gain-of-function studies, viral characterization, detection, treatment
(both vaccine and therapeutic intervention), and weaponization inquiries.

In short, with Baric’s U.S. Patent 6,593,111 (Claims 1 and 5) and CDC'’s ‘852 patent (Claim 1), no research
in the United States could be conducted without permission or infringement.

We noted that gain-of-function specialist, Dr. Ralph Baric, was both the recipient of millions of dollars of
U.S. research grants from several federal agencies but also sat on the World Health Organization’s
International Committee on Taxonomy of Viruses (ICTV) and the Coronaviridae Study Group (CSG). In
this capacity, he was both responsible for determining “novelty” of clades of virus species but directly
benefitted from determining declarations of novelty in the form of new research funding authorizations
and associated patenting and commercial collaboration. Together with CDC, NIAID, WHO, academic and
commercial parties (including Johnson & Johnson; Sanofi and their several coronavirus patent holding
biotech companies; Moderna; Ridgeback; Gilead; Sherlock Biosciences; and, others), a powerful group of
interests constituted what we would suggest are “interlocking directorates” under U.S. anti-trust laws.

These entities also were affiliated with the WHO's Global Preparedness Monitoring Board (GPMB)
whose members were instrumental in the Open Philanthropy-funded global coronavirus pandemic
“desk-top” exercise EVENT 201 in October 2019. This event, funded by the principal investor in Sherlock
Biosciences and linking interlocking funding partner, the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation into the
GPMB mandate for a respiratory disease global preparedness exercise to be completed by September
2020 alerted us to anticipate an “epidemic” scenario. We expected to see such a scenario emerge from
Wuhan or Guangdong China, northern Italy, Seattle, New York or a combination thereof, as Dr. Zhengli
Shi and Dr. Baric’s work on zoonotic transmission of coronavirus identified overlapping mutations in
coronavirus in bat populations located in these areas.

This dossier is by no means exhaustive. It is, however, indicative the numerous criminal violations that
may be associated with the COVID-19 terrorism. All source materials are referenced herein. An

2 https://www.pnas.org/content/100/22/12995



additional detailed breakdown of all the of individuals, research institutions, foundations, funding
sources, and commercial enterprises can be accessed upon request.
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35 U.S.C. §101

From Justice Clarence Thomas’ opinion for the majority

Section 101 of the Patent Act provides: "Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful ...
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor,
subject to the conditions and requirements of this title." 35 U.S.C. § 101.

We have "long held that this provision contains an important implicit exception[:] Laws of nature,
natural phenomena, and abstract ideas are not patentable." Mayo, 566 U.S., at ___, 132 5.Ct., at 1293
{internal quotation marks and brackets omitted). Rather, ""they are the basic tools of scientific and
technological work'" that lie beyond the domain of patent protection. Id., at___, 132 S.Ct., at 1293. As
the Court has explained, without this exception, there would be considerable danger that the grant of
patents would "tie up" the use of such tools and thereby "inhibit future innovation premised upon
them." Id., at___, 132 S.Ct., at 1301. This would be at odds with the very point of patents, which exist
to promote creation. Diamond v. Chakrabarty, 447 U.S. 303, 309, 100 $.Ct. 2204, 65 L.Ed.2d 144 (1980)
(Products of nature are not created, and ""manifestations... of nature [are] free to all men and
reserved exclusively to none'").?

In their majority opinion in 2013, the U.S. Supreme Court made it abundantly clear that the Court had
“long held” that nature was not patentable. Merely isolating DNA does not constitute patentable
subject matter. In their patent, the CDC made false and misleading claims to the United States Patent &
Trademark Office by stating that, “A newly isolated human coronavirus has been identified as the
causative agent of SARS, and is termed SARS-CoV.”* No “causal” data was provided for this statement.

When they filed their patent application on April 25, 2003 their first claim (and the only one that
survived to ultimate issuance over the objection of the patent examiner in 2006 and 2007) was the
genome for SARS CoV.

While this patent is clearly illegal under 35 U.S.C. §101, not only did the CDC insist on its granting over
non-final and final rejections, but they also continued to pay maintenance fees on the patent after the
2013 Supreme Court decision confirmed that it was illegal.

In addition, the CDC patented the detection of SARS CoV using a number of methods including reverse
transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR). With this patent, they precluded anyone outside of
their licensed or conspiring interest from legally engaging in independent verification of their claim that
they had isolated a virus, that it was a causative agent for SARS, or that any therapy could be effective
against the reported pathogen.

It is important to note that the CDC’s patent applications were also rejected in non-final and final
rejections for ineligibility under 35 U.S.C. § 102 for being publicly disclosed prior to their own filing. In
the first non-final rejection, the USPTO stated that the CDC’s genome was published in four Genbank
accession entries on April 14, 18, and 21, 2003 with identity ranging from 96.8% to 99.9% identical

2 Association for Molecular Pathology v. Myriad Genetics, Inc., 569 U.S. 576 {2013)
4 U.S. Patent 7,220,852



sequences.® Dr. Fauci knew, and failed to disclose evidence that the CDC patent was illegal, based on
work he had funded in the years leading up to the SARS outbreak.

After seeking an illegal patent, petitioning to override the decision of an examiner to reject it, and
ultimately prevailing with the patent’s grant, the CDC lied to the public by stating they were controlling
the patent so that it would be “publicly available”.® Tragically, this public statement is falsified by the
simple fact that their own publication in Genbank had, in fact, made it public domain and thereby
unpatentable. This fact, confirmed by patent examiners, was overridden by CDC in a paid solicitation to
override the law.

While not covered under 35 U.S.C. §101, Dr. Fauci’s abuse of the patent law is detailed below. Of note,
however, is his willful and deceptive use of the term “vaccine” in patents and public pronouncements to
pervert the meaning of the term for the manipulation of the public.

In the 1905 Jacobson v. Mass case, the court was clear that a PUBLIC BENEFIT was required for a vaccine
to be mandated. Neither Pfizer nor Moderna have proved a disruption of transmission. In Jacobson v.
Massachusetts, 197 U.S. 11 (1905), the court held that the context for their opinion rested on the
following principle:

“This court has more than once recognized it as a fundamental principle that 'persons and property are
subjected to all kinds of restraints and burdens in order to secure the general comfort, health, and
prosperity of the state...”

The Moderna and Pfizer “alleged vaccine” trials have explicitly acknowledged that their gene therapy
technology has no impact on viral infection or transmission whatsoever and merely conveys to the
recipient the capacity to produce an S1 spike protein endogenously by the introduction of a synthetic
mRNA sequence. Therefore, the basis for the Massachusetts statute and the Supreme Court’s
determination is moot in this case.

Further, the USPTOQ, in its REJECTION of Anthony Fauci's HIV vaccine made the following statement
supporting their rejection of his bogus "invention"

5 USPTO Non-Final Rejection File #10822904, September 7, 2006, page 4.
® https://apnews.com/article/145b4e8d156cddc93e996ae52dc24ec0



Application/Control Number: 09/869,003 Page S
Art Unit: 1648

These arguments are persuasive to the extent that an
antigenic peptide stimulatés an immune response that may produce
antibodies that bind to a specific peptide or protein but is not
persuasive in regards to a vaccine. The immune response
produced by a vaccine must be more than merely some immune
response but must be protective. As noted in the previous
Office Action, the art recognizes the term “vaccine” to be a
compound which prevents infection. Applicant has not
demonstrated that the instantly claimed vaccine meets even the
lower standard set forth in the specification, let alone the
standard art definition, for being operative in this regards.
Therefore, claims S, 7, and 9 are not operative as an anti-HIV-1

vaccine and therefore lack patentable utility.



18 U.S.C. §2339 C et seq. — Funding and Conspiring to Commit Acts of
Terror

Indirectly, unlawfully and willfully provides or collects funds with the intention that such funds be

used, or with the knowledge that such funds are to be used, in full or in part, in order to carry out—
(A) an act which constitutes an offense within the scope of a treaty specified in subsection
(e)(7), as implemented by the United States, or
(B) any other act intended to cause death or serious bodily injury to a civilian, or to any
other person not taking an active part in the hostilities in a situation of armed conflict, when
the purpose of such act, by its nature or context, is to intimidate a population, or to compel a
government or an international organization to do or to abstain from doing any act....

By no later than April 11, 2005, Dr. Anthony Fauci was publicly acknowledging the association of SARS
with bioterror potential. Leveraging the fear of the anthrax bioterrorism of 2001, he publicly celebrated
the economic boon that domestic terror had directed towards his budget. He specifically stated that
NIAID was actively funding research on a “SARS Chip” DNA microarray to rapidly detect SARS (something
that was not made available during the current “pandemic”) and two candidate vaccines focused on the
SARS CoV spike protein.” Led by three Chinese researchers under his employment — Zhi-yong Yang,
Wing-pui Kong, and Yue Huang — Fauci had at least one DNA vaccine in animal trials by 2004.% This
team, part of the Vaccine Research Center at NIAID, was primarily focused on HIV vaccine development
but was tasked to identify SARS vaccine candidates as well. Working in collaboration with Sanofi,
Scripps Institute, Harvard, MIT and NIH, Dr. Fauci’s decision to unilaterally promote vaccines as a
primary intervention for several designated “infectious diseases” precluded proven therapies from
being applied to the sick and dying.’

The CDC and NIAID led by Anthony Fauci entered into trade among States (including, but not limited to
working with EcoHealth Alliance Inc.) and with foreign nations (specifically, the Wuhan Institute of
Virology and the Chinese Academy of Sciences) through the 2014 et seq National Institutes of Health
Grant R01AI110964 to exploit their patent rights. This research was known to involve surface proteins
in coronavirus that had the capacity to directly infect human respiratory systems. In flagrant violation of
the NIH moratorium on gain of function research, NIAID and Ralph Baric persisted in working with
chimeric coronavirus components specifically to amplify the pathogenicity of the biologic material.

By October 2013, the Wuhan Institute of Virology 1 coronavirus S1 spike protein was described in
NIAID’s funded work in China. This work involved NIAID, USAID, and Peter Daszak, the head of
EcoHealth Alliance. This work, funded under RO1A1079231, was pivotal in isolating and manipulating
viral fragments selected from sites across China which contained high risk for severe human response.’°

By March 2015, both the virulence of the S1 spike protein and the ACE Il receptor was known to present
a considerable risk to human health. NIAID, EcoHealth Alliance and numerous researchers lamented the

7 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3320336/

8 https://www.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7095382/

9 https://www.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1232869/

10 Ge, XY., Li, JL., Yang, XL. et al. Isolation and characterization of a bat SARS-like coronavirus that uses the ACE2
receptor. Nature 503, 535-538 (2013).



fact that the public was not sufficiently concerned about coronavirus to adequately fund their desired
research.l!

Dr. Peter Daszak of EcoHealth Alliance offered the following assessment:

“Daszak reiterated that, until an infectious disease crisis is very real, present, and at an emergency
threshold, it is often largely ignored. To sustain the funding base beyond the crisis, he said, we need to
increase public understanding of the need for MCMs such as a pan-influenza or pan-coronavirus vaccine.
A key driver is the media, and the economics follow the hype. We need to use that hype to our advantage
to get to the real issues. Investors will respond if they see profit at the end of process, Daszak stated.”*?

Economics will follow the hype.

The CDC and NIAID entered into trade among States (including, but not limited to working with
University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill) and with foreign nations (specifically, the Wuhan Institute of
Virology and the Chinese Academy of Sciences represented by Zheng-Li Shi) through U19A1109761
(Ralph S. Baric), U19AI107810 (Ralph S. Baric), and National Natural Science Foundation of China Award
81290341 (Zheng-Li Shi) et al. 2015-2016. These projects took place during a time when the work being
performed was prohibited by the United States National Institutes of Health.

The public was clearly advised of the dangers being presented by NIAID-funded research by 2015 and
2016 when the Wuhan Institute of Virology material was being manipulated at UNC in Ralph Baric’s lab.

“The only impact of this work is the creation, in a lab, of a new, non-natural risk,” agrees Richard Ebright,
a molecular biologist and biodefence expert at Rutgers University in Piscataway, New Jersey. Both
Ebright and Wain-Hobson are long-standing critics of gain-of-function research.

In their paper, the study authors also concede that funders may think twice about allowing such
experiments in the future. "Scientific review panels may deem similar studies building chimeric viruses
based on circulating strains too risky to pursue,” they write, adding that discussion is needed as to
"whether these types of chimeric virus studies warrant further investigation versus the inherent risks
involved”.

But Baric and others say the research did have benefits. The study findings “move this virus from a
candidate emerging pathogen to a clear and present danger”, says Peter Daszak, who co-authored the
2013 paper. Daszak is president of the EcoHealth Alliance, an international network of scientists,
headquartered in New York City, that samples viruses from animals and people in emerging-diseases
hotspots across the globe.

11 Forum on Medical and Public Health Preparedness for Catastrophic Events; Forum on Drug Discovery, Development, and
Translation; Forum on Microbial Threats; Board on Health Sciences Policy; Board on Global Health; Institute of Medicine;
National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine. Rapid Medical Countermeasure Response to Infectious Diseases:
Enabling Sustainable Capabilities Through Ongoing Public- and Private-Sector Partnerships: Workshop Summary. Washington
(DC): National Academies Press (US); 2016 Feb 12. 6, Developing MCMs for Coronaviruses. Available from:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK349040/

12 1bid.
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Studies testing hybrid viruses in human cell culture and animal models are limited in what they can say
about the threat posed by a wild virus, Daszak agrees. But he argues that they can help indicate which
pathogens should be prioritized for further research attention.”*?

Knowing that the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (through CDC, NIH, NIAID, and their
funded laboratories and commercial partners) had patents on each proposed element of medical
counter measures and their funding, Dr. Fauci, Dr. Gao (China CDC), and Dr. Elias (Bill and Melinda Gates
Foundation) conspired to commit acts of terror on the global population — including the citizens of the
United States — when, in September 2019, they published the following mandate:

“Countries, donors and multilateral institutions must be prepared for the worst. A rapidly spreading
pandemic due to a lethal respiratory pathogen (whether naturally emergent or accidentally or
deliberately released) poses additional preparedness requirements. Donors and multilateral institutions
must ensure adequate investment in developing innovative vaccines and therapeutics, surge
manufacturing capacity, broad-spectrum antivirals and appropriate non-pharmaceutical interventions.
All countries must develop a system for immediately sharing genome sequences of any new pathogen for
public health purposes along with the means to share limited medical countermeasures across countries.

Progress indicator(s) by September 2020

¢ Donors and countries commit and identify timelines for: financing and development of a
universal influenza vaccine, broad spectrum antivirals, and targeted therapeutics. WHO and its
Member States develop options for standard procedures and timelines for sharing of sequence
data, specimens, and medical countermeasures for pathogens other than influenza.

* Donors, countries and multilateral institutions develop a multi-year plan and approach for
strengthening R&D research capacity, in advance of and during an epidemic.

e WHO, the United Nations Children’s Fund, the International Federation of Red Cross and Red
Crescent Societies, academic and other partners identify strategies for increasing capacity and
integration of social science approaches and researchers across the entire
preparedness/response continuum.”*

As if to confirm the utility of the September 2019 demand for “financing and development of” vaccine
and the fortuitous SARS CoV-2 alleged outbreak in December of 2019, Dr. Fauci began gloating that his
fortunes for additional funding were likely changing for the better. in a February 2020 interview in
STAT, he was quoted as follows:

13 https://www.nature.com/news/engineered-bat-virus-stirs-debate-over-risky-research-%201.18787
14 https://apps.who.int/gpmb/assets/annual_report/GPMB_annuaireport_2019.pdf (page 8)
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““The emergence of the new virus is going to change that figure, likely considerably, Fauci said. “l don’t
know how much it’s going to be. But I think it’s going to generate more sustained interest in
coronaviruses because it’s very clear that coronaviruses can do really interesting things.””*

15 https://www.statnews.com/2020/02/10/fluctuating-funding-and-flagging-interest-hurt-coronavirus-research/
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18 U.S.C. § 2331 §§ 802 — Acts of Domestic Terrorism resulting in death
of American Citizens

Section 802 of the USA PATRIOT Act (Pub. L. No. 107-52) expanded the definition of terrorism to cover
"domestic," as opposed to international, terrorism. A person engages in domestic terrorism if they do
an act "dangerous to human life" that is a violation of the criminal laws of a state or the United States,
if the act appears to be intended to: (i) intimidate or coerce a civilian population; (ii) influence the
policy of a government by intimidation or coercion;

Dr. Anthony Fauci has intimidated and coerced a civilian population and sought to influence the policy of
a government by intimidation and coercion.

With no corroboration, Dr. Anthony Fauci promoted®® Professor Neil Ferguson’s computer simulation
derived claims that,

“The world is facing the most serious public health crisis in generations. Here we provide concrete
estimates of the scale of the threat countries now face.

“We use the latest estimates of severity to show that policy strategies which aim to mitigate the
epidemic might halve deaths and reduce peak healthcare demand by two-thirds, but that this will
not be enough to prevent health systems being overwhelmed. More intensive, and socially disruptive
interventions will therefore be required to suppress transmission to low levels. it is likely such
measures — most notably, large scale social distancing — will need to be in place for many months,
perhaps until a vaccine becomes available.” ¥

Reporting to the President that as many as 2.2 million deaths may result from a pathogen that had not
yet been isolated and could not be measured with any accuracy, Dr. Fauci intimidated and coerced the
population and the government into reckless, untested, and harmful acts creating irreparable harm to
lives and livelihoods.*® Neither the Imperial College nor the “independent” Institute for Health Metrics
and Evaluation (principally funded by the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation)*® had any evidence of
success in estimating previous burdens from coronavirus but, without consultation or peer-review, Dr.
Fauci adopted their terrifying estimates as the basis for interventions that are explicitly against medical
advice.

e The imposition of social distancing was based on computer simulation and environmental
models with NO disease transmission evidence whatsoever.

e The imposition of face mask wearing was directly against controlled clinical trial evidence and
against the written policy in the Journal of the American Medical Association.

16 https://www.cato.org/blog/did-mitigation-save-two-million-lives

17 https://www.imperial.ac.uk/news/196234/covid-19-imperial-researchers-model-likely-impact/

18 https://www.npr.org/2020/03/31/823916343/coronavirus-task-force-set-to-detail-the-data-that-led-to-extension-of-
guideline

19 https://www.gatesfoundation.org/Media-Center/Press-Releases/2017/01/IHME-Announcement
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“Face masks should not be worn by healthy individuals to protect themselves from
acquiring respiratory infection because there is no evidence to suggest that face masks
worn by healthy individuals are effective in preventing people from becoming ill.”*

¢ [n both the Imperial College and the IHME simulations, quarantines were modeled for the sick,
not the healthy.

Insisting on vaccines while blockading the emergency use of proven pharmaceutical interventions may
have contributed to the death of many patients and otherwise healthy individuals.?

Using the power of NIAID during the alleged pandemic, Dr. Anthony Fauci actively suppressed proven
medical countermeasures used by, and validated in scientific proceedings, that offered alternatives to
the products funded by his conspiring entities for which he had provided direct funding and for whom

he would receive tangible and intangible benefit.

20 https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2762694?fbclid=IwAR2RE-c4V-

fhUodui0JQRbiHRcgEJUDKG_21N4oL5zAfciQfWCyHAsetimo
2 https://www.reuters.com/investigates/special-report/health-coronavirus-usa-cost/
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18 U.S.C. § 1001 — Lying to Congress

(a)Except as otherwise provided in this section, whoever, in any matter within the jurisdiction of the
executive, legislative, or judicial branch of the Government of the United States, knowingly and
willfully—

(1) falsifies, conceals, or covers up by any trick, scheme, or device a material fact;

(2) makes any materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement or representation; or

(3) makes or uses any false writing or document knowing the same to contain any materially

false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement or entry;
shall be fined under this title, imprisoned not more than 5 years or, if the offense involves
international or domestic terrorism (as defined in section 2331}, imprisoned not more than 8 years, or
both. If the matter relates to an offense under chapter 109A, 109B, 110, or 117, or section 1591, then
the term of imprisonment imposed under this section shall be not more than 8 years.

On October 22, 2020, the United States Government Accountability Office (GAO) published a report
entitled: BIOMEDICAL RESEARCH: NIH Should Publicly Report More Information about the Licensing
of Its Intellectual Property. In this document, the authors reported that the National Institutes of
Health (NIH) received, “up to $2 billion in royalties from its contributions to 34 drugs sold from 1991-
2019.”%

A casual review of the NIH Office of Technology Transfer report of active licenses?® appears to conflict
with the GAO report on several important facts. Conspicuously absent from the GAO report are over 30
patents associated with active compounds generating billions of dollars in revenue. Why would it be
that the GAO and the NIH couldn’t agree on something as simple as drugs generating income for NIH?

Since the passage of the Bayh Dole Act (Pub. L. 96-517, December 12, 1980), federally funded research
has been an economic bonanza for U.S. universities, federal agencies, and their selected patronage. For
the first decade following Bayh Dole, NIH funding doubled from $3.4 billion to $7.1 billion. A decade
later, it doubled again to $15.6 billion. In the wake of September 2001, the National Institute for Allergy
and Infectious Diseases (NIAID) saw its direct budget increase over 300% without accounting for DARPA
funds of as much as $1.7 billion annually from 2005 forward. In 2020, NiH’s budget was over $41 billion.

What has become of the $763 billion of taxpayer funds allocated to making America healthier since
inventors have been commercially incentivized? Who has been enriched?

The answer, regrettably, is that no accountability exists to answer these questions.
The NIH is the named owner of at least 138 patents since 1980.

The United States Department of Health and Human Services is the named owner of at least 2,600
patents.

NIAID grants or collaboration have resuited in 2,655 patents and patent applications of which only 95
include an assignment to the Department of Health and Human Services as an owner. Most of these
patents are assigned to universities thereby making the ultimate commercial beneficiaries entirely

22 https://www.gao.gov/products/GAO-21-52
23 https://www.ott.nih.gov/reportsstats/hhs-license-based-vaccines-therapeutics
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opaque. One of the largest holders is SIGA Technologies (NASDAQ: SIGA) who, while publicly reporting
close affiliation with NIAID, is not referenced in the NIH GAO report. SIGA’s CEO, Dr. Phillip L. Gomez
spent 9 years at NIAID developing its vaccine program for HIV, SARS, Ebola, West Nile Virus, and
Influenza before exiting to commercial ventures. While their technology is clearly derived from NIAID
science, the company reports revenue from NIAID but no royalty or commercial payments to NIH or any
of its programs.

NIAID’s Director, Dr. Anthony Fauci is listed as an inventor on 8 granted U.S. patents. None of them are
reported in NIAID, NIH, or GAO reports of active licensing despite the fact that Dr. Fauci reportedly was
compelled to get paid for his interleukin-2 “invention” — payments he reportedly donated to an
unnamed charity.

Of the 21 patents listed in the U.S. Food and Drug Administration’s (FDA) Orange book itemized in the
GAO report, none of Dr. Anthony Fauci’s patents are listed. Furthermore, none of the NIAID patents are
listed despite clear evidence that Gilead Sciences and Janssen Pharmaceuticals (a division of Johnson &
Johnson) have generated over $2 billion annually from sales that were the direct result of NIAID funded
science. Missing from the GAO report are 2 patents for Velclade® which has been generating sales in
excess of $2.18 billion annually for several years. None of the patents for Yescarta® are listed in the
GAO report. None of the Lumoxiti® patents are listed in the GAO report. None of the Kepivance®
patents are listed in the GAO report. In violation of 37 USC §410.10 and 35 USC §202(a), over 13 of the
21 patents in the GAO report fail to disclose government interest despite being the direct result of NIH
funding.

Dr. Anthony Fauci’s Own Patent Track Record:

US Patent 6,190,656 and 6,548,055 Immunologic enhancement with intermittent interleukin-2
therapy

A method for activating a mammalian immune system entails a series of IL-2 administrations that are
effected intermittently over an extended period. Each administration of IL-2 is sufficient to allow
spontaneous DNA synthesis in peripheral blood or lymph node cells of the patient to increase and peak,
and each subsequent administration follows the preceding administration in the series by a period of
time that is sufficient to allow IL-2 receptor expression in peripheral or lymph node blood of the patient
to increase, peak and then decrease to 50% of peak value. This intermittent IL-2 therapy can be
combined with another therapy which targets a specific disease state, such as an anti-retroviral therapy
comprising, for example, the administration of AZT, ddl or interferon alpha. In addition, IL-2
administration can be employed to facilitate in situ transduction of T cells in the context of gene
therapy. By this approach the cells are first activated in vivo via the aforementioned IL-2 therapy, and
transduction then is effected by delivering a genetically engineered retroviral vector directly to the
patient.

This application is a continuation of U.S. patent application Ser. No. 08/487,075, filed Jun. 7, 1995, now
abandoned, which is a continuation in part of U.S. patent application Ser. No. 08/063,315, filed May 19,
1993, now issued as U.S. Pat. No. 5,419,900, and U.S. patent application Ser. No. 08/452,440, filed May
26, 1995, now issued as U.S. Pat. No. 5,696,079, which is the National Stage filed under 35 USC 371 of
PCT/US94/05397, filed May 19, 1994, the contents of which are incorporated herein by reference.

24 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC545012/
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Filed May 19, 1993

Issued a Final Rejection January 20, 1998. Rejected after abandonment August 14, 1998 and April 12,
1999. Reduced and modified claims granted May 8, 2000.

This family of patents was the basis of Fauci’s lie to the British Medical Journal in which he falsely
stated:

“Dr Anthony Fauci told the BM that as a government employee he was required by law to put his name
on the patent for the development of interleukin 2 and was also required by law to receive part of the
payment the government received for use of the patent. He said that he felt it was inappropiate (sic) to
receive payment and donated the entire amount to charity.”?

He was not “required by law” to commit fraud on the patent office and then get paid for it!

US Patent 6,911,527 HIV related peptides

This invention is the discovery of novel specific epitopes and antibodies associated with long term
survival of HIV-1 infections. These epitopes and antibodies have use in preparing vaccines for preventing
HIV-1 infection or for controlling progression to AIDS.

Filed May 6, 1999

Rejected as unpatentable January 22, 2003. Issued with a final rejection on July 15, 2004 after
submitting reconsideration requests. Modified and restricted claims allowed September 29, 2004.

US Patent 7,368,114 Fusion protein including of CD4

Novel recombinant polypeptides are disclosed herein that include a CD4 polypeptide ligated at its C-
terminus with a portion of an immunoglobulin comprising a hinge region and a constant domain of a
mammalian immunoglobulin heavy chain. The portion or the IgG is fused at its C-terminus with a
polypeptide comprising a tailpiece from the C-terminus of the heavy chain of an IgA antibody ara
tailpiece from a C-terminus of the heavy chain of an IgM antibody. Also disclosed herein are methods for
using these CD4 fusion proteins.

Filed October 24, 2002

Rejected as unpatentable August 18, 2006. Paid appeal to overturn examiner’s findings February 15,
2007. Rejected again May 11, 2007. On October 10, 2007 applicants further narrowed the construction
of what was clearly not a patent and the USPTO granted less than half the claims that had been sought
in the original filing.

US Patent 9,896,509, 9,193,790 and 9,441,041 Use of antagonists of the interaction between HIV
GP120 and .alpha.4.beta.7 integrin

5 Ibid.
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Methods are provided for the treatment of a HIV infection. The methods can include administering to a
subject with an HIV infection a therapeutically effective amount of an agent that interferes with the
interaction of gp120 and .alpha.4 integrin, such as a .alpha.4.beta.1 or .alpha.4.beta.7 integrin
antagonist, thereby treating the HIV infection. In several examples, the .alpha.4 integrin antagonist is a
monoclonal antibody that specifically binds to a .alpha.4, .beta.1 or .beta.7 integrin subunit or a cyclic
hexapeptide with the amino acid sequence of CWLDVC. Methods are also provided to reduce HIV
replication or infection. The methods include contacting a cell with an effective amount of an agent that
interferes with the interaction of gp120 and .alpha.4 integrin, such as a .alpha.4.beta.1 or
.alpha.4.beta.7 integrin antagonist. Moreover, methods are provided for determining if an agent is
useful to treat Hiv.

Rejected May 22, 2017 as Double Patenting. In their response, the applicants acknowledge the illegal
act and seek only those components of their application that extend beyond the life of the issued
patents. On October 11, 2017, the limited claims were issued.

A sample of the convoluted flow of funds that evades public disclosure.

U.S. Patent 8,999,351 was issued to Tekmira Pharmaceuticals Corporation in Burnaby, British Columbia.
In their patent, they disclose that their research was supported by a grant from the National Institute of
Allergy and Infectious Disease (Grant HHSN266200600012C). Ironically, this $23 million grant was
awarded in 2006 to Alnylam Pharmaceuticals, Inc., not to Tekmira.?®

In 2012, Alnylam agreed to pay Tekmira $65 million to settle legal disputes including a $1 billion
damages claim for “relentless and egregious” misappropriation of Tekmira’s trade secrets. From the
patent filing’s earliest priority of November 10, 2008, there is no public record stating Tekmira as the
beneficiary of this NIAID grant. Notwithstanding, the lipid nanoparticle technology developed from this
grant is the technology now used in the Moderna COVID-19 intervention. In their 10-Q filing, Alnylam
reports to have a license to technology from Arbutus — formerly Tekmira — which has accused Acuitas of
misappropriating trade secrets and licensing them to Moderna and Pfizer’s collaboration with BioNTech.

Additional references can be found at:

https://www.ott.nih.gov/nih-and-its-role-technology-transfer
https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/drugsatfda_docs/appletter/2017/2062880rig1s000TAltr.pdf
https://www.gao.gov/assets/720/710287.pdf
https://grantome.com/search?q=%22National%20Institute%200f%20Allergy%20and%20Infectious%20D
iseases%22

26 https://www.technologynetworks.com/genomics/news/alnylam-awarded-23-million-us-government-contract-to-develop-
rnai-therapeutics-186097
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15 U.S.C. §1-3 — Conspiring to Criminal Commercial Activity

Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, in restraint of trade

or commerce among the several States, or with foreign nations, is declared to be illegal.

Every person who shall make any contract or engage in any combination or conspiracy hereby
declared to be illegal shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished
by fine not exceeding $100,000,000 if a corporation, or, if any other person, $1,000,000, or by
imprisonment not exceeding 10 years, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court.

The National Institute of Health’s grant Al23946-08 issued to Dr. Ralph Baric at the University of North
Carolina at Chapel Hill (officially classified as affiliated with Dr. Anthony Fauci’s NIAID by at least 2003)
began the work on synthetically altering the Coronaviridae (the coronavirus family) for the express
purpose of general research, pathogenic enhancement, detection, manipulation, and potential
therapeutic interventions targeting the same. As early as May 21, 2000, Dr. Baric and UNC sought to
patent critical sections of the coronavirus family for their commercial benefit.?’ In one of the several
papers derived from work sponsored by this grant, Dr. Baric published what he reported to be the full
length cDNA of SARS CoV in which it was clearly stated that SAR CoV was based on a composite of DNA
segments.

“Using a panel of contiguous cDNAs that span the entire genome, we have assembled a full-
length cDNA of the SARS-CoV Urbani strain, and have rescued molecularly cloned SARS
viruses (infectious clone SARS-CoV) that contained the expected marker mutations inserted
into the component clones.”?

On April 19, 2002 - the Spring before the first SARS outbreak in Asia — Christopher M. Curtis, Boyd
Yount, and Ralph Baric filed an application for U.S. Patent 7,279,372 for a method of producing
recombinant coronavirus. In the first public record of the claims, they sought to patent a means of
producing, “an infectious, replication defective, coronavirus.” This work was supported by the NIH grant
referenced above and GM63228. In short, the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services was
involved in the funding of amplifying the infectious nature of coronavirus between 1999 and 2002
before SARS was ever detected in humans.

Against this backdrop, we noted the unusual patent prosecution efforts of the CDC, when on April 25,
2003 they sought to patent the SARS coronavirus isolated from humans that had reportedly transferred
to humans during the 2002-2003 SARS outbreak in Asia. 35 U.S.C. §101 prohibits patenting nature. This
legality did not deter CDC in their efforts. Their application, updated in 2007, ultimately issued as U.S.
Patent 7,220,852 and constrained anyone not licensed by their patent from manipulating SARS CoV,
developing tests or kits to measure SARS coronavirus in humans or working with their patented virus for
therapeutic use. Work associated with this virus by their select collaborators included considerable
amounts of chimeric engineering, gain-of-function studies, viral characterization, detection, treatment
(both vaccine and therapeutic intervention), and weaponization inquiries.

In short, with Baric’s U.S. Patent 6,593,111 (Claims 1 and 5) and CDC'’s ‘852 patent (Claim 1), no research
in the United States could be conducted without permission or infringement.

27 .S. Provisional Application No. 60/206,537, filed May 21, 2000
28 https://www.pnas.org/content/100/22/12995
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We noted that gain-of-function specialist, Dr. Ralph Baric, was both the recipient of millions of dollars of
U.S. research grants from several federal agencies but also sat on the World Health Organization’s
International Committee on Taxonomy of Viruses (ICTV) and the Coronaviridae Study Group (CSG). In
this capacity, he was both responsible for determining “novelty” of clades of virus species but directly
benefitted from determining declarations of novelty in the form of new research funding authorizations
and associated patenting and commercial collaboration. Together with CDC, NIAID, WHO, academic and
commercial parties (including Johnson & Johnson; Sanofi and their several coronavirus patent holding
biotech companies; Moderna; Ridgeback; Gilead; Sherlock Biosciences; and, others), a powerful group of
interests constituted what we would suggest are “interlocking directorates” under U.S. anti-trust laws.

1986-1990 NIAID Grant Al 23946 leading to patent U.S. 7,279,327 “Methods for Producing
Recombinant Coronavirus” Filed 2002 and issued 2007
https://patents.google.com/patent/US7279327B2/ru

The paper first published from the NIAID grant is
https://europepmc.org/backend/ptpmcrender.fcgi?accid=PMC7109931&blobtype=pdf

1990 Pfizer files U.S. Patent 6,372,224 on a vaccine for the S-protein on coronavirus
November 14, 2000 which was abandoned April 2010 making it public domain.

1990s Work focused on CoV association with cardiomyopathy (see above)

Early reference to the “emergence” of CoV as a respiratory pathogen in
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007%2F978-1-4615-1899-0 91.pdf

2000 Ralph Baric Al23946 and GM63228 from the National Institutes of Health actively
working recombinant CoV

2001 National Institute of Health, Allergy and Infectious diseases. “Reverse Genetics with a
Coronavirus Infectious cDNA Construct.” 4/1/2001-3/31/005 $1.0 million total costs/yr.
RS Baric, PI

2002 Asia CoV SARS outbreak

2003 April 25,2003 CDC Patent filed and ultimately becomes US7,220,852 (the patent on

the RNA sequence) and 7,776,521 (the patent on the testing methodology. These
patents give the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services the ability to control
the commercial exploitation of SARS coronavirus.

Dr. Anthony Fauci appointed to the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation’s Global Grand
Challenges Scientific Advisory Board (served through 2010).

April 28, 2003 Sequoia Pharmaceuticals $953K for pathogen response and patent
US7,151,163 https://www.sbir.gov/node/305319
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2004

2005

2008

2009

2010

July 21, 2003 Ralph Baric’s team (using Al23946 and GM63228) file U.S. Patent
7,618,802 which issued on November 17, 2009.
https://patents.google.com/patent/US7618802B2

Dana Farber Cancer Institute files U.S. Patent 7,750,123 on a monoclonal antibody to
neutralize SARS CoV. This research is supported by several NIH grants including National
Institutes of Health Grants A128785, A148436, and A1053822.

January 6, 2004 — SARS and Bioterrorism linked at Bioterrorism and Emerging Infectious
Diseases: antimicrobials, therapeutics and immune modulators.

: index.cfm?e=web.meeting.program&meetingid=706
At this conference, the term “The New Normal” was introduced by Merck

FAUCI AND BARIC start making money!!! National Institutes of Health, Allergy and
Infectious Diseases. SARS Reverse Genetics. Al059136-01. $1.7 million total costs, RS
Baric, Pl. 10% effort. 4/1/04- 3/31/09. The project develops a SARS-CoV full length
infectious cDNA, the development of SARS-CoV replicon particles expressing
heterologous genes, and seeks to adapt SARS-CoV to mice, producing a pathogenic
mouse model for SARS-CoV infection.

National Institutes of Health, Allergy and Infectious Diseases. RO1. Remodeling the SARS
Coronavirus Genome Regulatory Network. RS Baric, Pl 10% effort. 7/1/04-6/30/09. $2.1
million

November 22, 2004  University of Hong Kong patents SARS associated spike protein
on CoV and pursues patent US 7,491,489

DARPA gets in on the game Synthetic Coronaviruses. Biohacking: Biological Warfare
Enabling Technologies, June 2005. Washington, DC. DARPA/MITRE sponsored event.
Invited Speaker

Review timeline from https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rO EeYBQi0U and
https://www.davidmartin.world/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/20APRBotWslides.pdf

Biodefense Grant U54 Al057157 commences with $10,189,682 to UNC Chapel Hill
https://taggs.hhs.gov/Detail/AwardDetail?7arg_awardNum=U54A1057157&arg_ProgOffic
eCode=104

Biodefense Grant U54 Al057157 continues with $5,448,656 to UNC Chapel Hill (non-
competitive grant from NIAID)

Biodefense Grant US54 Al057157 continues with $8,747,142 to UNC Chapel Hill (non-
competitive grant from NIAID)

Patent issuance for SARS coronavirus patents peak post the Asia outbreak at 391 issued
patents.
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2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

August 6, 2010, Moderna (prior to its establishment) files U.S. Patent 9,447,164 which
attracted the investment of (and “inventorship” for) venture capitalists at Flagship
Ventures. This patent grew out of the work of Dr. Jason P. Schrum of Harvard Medical
School supported by National Science Foundation Grant #0434507. While the
application claims priority to August 2010, the application didn’t get finalized until
October, 2015. On November 4, 2015, the USPTO issued a non-final rejection on this
original patent rejecting all claims.
https://www.nsf.gov/awardsearch/showAward?AWD 1D=0434507 with reference to

the grant funding in
https://molbio.mgh.harvard.edu/szostakweb/publications/Szostak pdfs/Schrum et al

JACS 2009.pdf

Crucell joined the Janssen Pharmaceutical Companies of Johnson & Johnson in February
taking with it all of its SARS technology.

Biodefense Grant US4 Al057157 continues with $7,344,820 to UNC Chapel Hill (non-
competitive grant from NIAID)

MERS isolated in Egypt

Biodefense Grant U54 Al057157 continues with $7,627,657 to UNC Chapel Hill (non-
competitive grant from NIAID)

Biodefense Grant U54 Al057157 continues with $7,226,237 to UNC Chapel Hill (non-
competitive grant from NIAID)

April 23, 2014, Moderna files patent on nucleic acid vaccine with Patents US9872900
and US10022435

Moderna signs a vaccine development agreement with NIAID and executes it with the
lead on the mRNA-1273 lead developer and inventor Guiseppe Ciaramella.
https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/6935295-NIH-Moderna-Confidential-
Agreements.html

NIH through Scripps Institute and Dartmouth College file patent application WO
2018081318A1 “Prefusion Coronavirus Spike Proteins and their Use” disclosing mRNA
technology that overlaps (and is used in tandem with) Moderna’s technology.
https://patents.google.com/patent/W02018081318A1/en Lead Inventor Barney Scott
Graham was well known to Moderna as he’s the person at NIH that Moderna “e-mailed”
to get the sequence for SARS CoV-2 according to Moderna’s report here (“In January
2020, once it was discovered that the infection in Wuhan was caused by a novel
coronavirus, Bancel quickly emailed Dr. Barney Graham, deputy director of the Vaccine
Research Center at the National Institutes of Health, asking him to send the genetic
sequence for the virus.”) https://www.wsws.org/en/articles/2020/05/26/vacc-m26.html
In addition, co-inventor Jason McLellan worked with Graham on a vaccine patent jointly
owned with the Chinese government filed in Australia in 2013
https://patents.google.com/patent/AU2014231357A1/en?inventor=Jason+MCLELLAN.
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2017 August — Sanofi buys Protein Science Corp with considerabie SARS patent holdings
2018 June — Sanofi buys Ablynx with considerable SARS patent holdings
2019 March, https: ss.harvard.edu/news/sherlock-biosciences-licenses-wyss-technolo,

to-create-affordable-molecular-diagnostics/ funded by Open Philanthropy ~ the same

organization that would be the financial sponsor of the Event 201 “table-top” exercise
that laid out the entire “pandemic” plan in October 2019.
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15 U.S.C. §8 — Market Manipulation and Allocation

Every combination, conspiracy, trust, agreement, or contract is declared to be contrary to public
policy, illegal, and void when the same is made by or between two or more persons or corporations,
either of whom, as agent or principal, is engaged in importing any article from any foreign country
into the United States, and when such combination, conspiracy, trust, agreement, or contract is
intended to operate in restraint of lawful trade, or free competition in lawful trade or commerce, or
to increase the market price in any part of the United States of any article or articles imported or
intended to be imported into the United States, or of any manufacture into which such imported
article enters or is intended to enter. Every person who shall be engaged in the importation of goods
or any commodity from any foreign country in violation of this section, or who shall combine or
conspire with another to violate the same, is guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof in
any court of the United States such person shall be fined in a sum not less than $100 and not
exceeding $5,000, and shall be further punished by imprisonment, in the discretion of the court, for a
term not less than three months nor exceeding twelve months.

Through non-competitive grant awards to UNC Chapel Hill’s Ralph Baric, to selection of the Bio-Safety
Level 4 laboratory locations, to the setting of prices for Remdesivir and mRNA therapies from Moderna
and Pfizer, NIAID, CDC, and the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services have been involved in
allocating Federal funds to conspiring parties without independent review.

Around March 12, 2020, in an effort to enrich their own economic interests by way of securing
additional funding from both Federal and Foundation actors, the CDC and NIAID’s Dr Fauci elected to
suspend testing and classify COVID-19 by capricious symptom presentation alone. Forcing the public to
rely on The COVID Tracking Project — funded by the Bloomberg, Zuckerberg and Gates Foundation and
presented by a media outlet (The Atlantic) — not a public health agency — Dr. Fauci used fraudulent
testing technology (RT-PCR) to conflate “COVID cases” with positive PCR tests in the living while insisting
that COVID deaths be counted by symptoms alone. This perpetuated a market demand for his desired
vaccine agenda which was recited by him and his conspiring parties around the world until the present.
Not surprisingly, this was necessitated by the apparent fall in cases that constituted Dr. Fauci’s and
others’ criteria for depriving citizens of their 1st Amendment rights.
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15 U.S.C. § 19 — Interlocking Directorates

(1) No person shall, at the same time, serve as a director or officer in any two corporations (other than
banks, banking associations, and trust companies) that are—
(A) engaged in whole or in part in commerce; and
(B) by virtue of their business and location of operation, competitors, so that the elimination
of competition by agreement between them would constitute a violation of any of
the antitrust laws; if each of the corporations has capital, surplus, and undivided profits
aggregating more than $10,000,000 as adjusted pursuant to paragraph (5) of this subsection.

Dr. Fauci is on the Leadership Council of the Bill and Malinda Gates Global Vaccine Action Plan

Dr. Fauci while controlling the economic dispensation of Federal research funding, Dr. Fauci has been,
and continues to be, on the World Health Organization’s Global Preparedness Monitoring Board. He is
joined on this board by the conflicted donor from the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation’s Dr. Chris Elias
and the State Council of China’s Dr. George F. Gao of the Chinese CDC. This GPMB stipulated that all
member states must take part in a global simulation of the release of a respiratory pathogen.

Dr. Baric is one of the primary beneficiaries of U.S. Federal funds, runs a BSL-4 facility and sits on the
International Committee on Taxonomy of Virus Coronaviridae Working Group tasked to confirm the
presence of absence of the pathogen for which he is directly compensated.

As referenced in the section covering violations of 18 U.S.C. § 1001 above, numerous undisclosed
commercial relationships exist between funded researchers, their funding agencies, and commercial
interests in which disclosed and undisclosed commercial terms exist. A complete list of all potential
implicated parties is listed in the section below entitled “The Commercial Actors”.

It appears that, during the period of patent enforcement and after the Supreme Court ruling confirming
that patents on genetic material were illegal, the CDC and National Institute of Allergy and Infectious
Diseases led by Anthony Fauci (hereinafter “NIAID” and "Dr Fauci", respectively) entered into trade
among States (including, but not limited to working with Ecohealth Alliance Inc.) and with foreign
nations (specifically, the Wuhan Institute of Virology and the Chinese Academy of Sciences) through the
2014 et seq National Institutes of Health Grant RO1A1110964 to exploit their patent rights.

It further appears that, during the period of patent enforcement and after the Supreme Court ruling
confirming that patents on genetic material was illegal, the CDC and National Institute of Allergy and
Infectious Diseases (hereinafter “NIAID”) entered into trade among States (including, but not limited to
working with University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill) and with foreign nations (specifically, the Wuhan
Institute of Virology and the Chinese Academy of Sciences represented by Zheng-Li Shi) through
U19AI109761 (Ralph S. Baric), U19A1107810 (Ralph S. Baric), and National Natural Science Foundation of
China Award 81290341 (Zheng-Li Shi) et al. 2015-2016.

It further appears that, during the period of patent enforcement and after the Supreme Court ruling
confirming that patents on generic material was illegal, the CDC and NIAID entered into trade among
States (including, but not limited to working with University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill) and with
foreign nations to conduct chimeric construction of novel coronavirus material with specific virulence
properties prior to, during, and following the determination made by the National Institutes for Health
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in October 17, 2014 that this work was not sufficiently understood for its biosecurity and safety
standards.

In this inquiry, it is presumed that the CDC and its associates were: a) fully aware of the work being
performed using their patented technology; b) entered into explicit or implicit agreements including
licensing, or other consideration; and, c) willfully engaged one or more foreign interests to carry forward
the exploitation of their proprietary technology when the U.S. Supreme Court confirmed that such
patents were illegal and when the National Institutes of Health issued a moratorium on such research.

Reportedly, in January 2018, the U.S. Embassy in China sent investigators to Wuhan Institute of Virology
and found that, “During interactions with scientists at the WIV laboratory, they noted the new lab has a
serious shortage of appropriately trained technicians and investigators needed to safely operate this
high-containment laboratory.” The Washington Post reported that this information was contained in a
cable dated 19 January 2018. Over a year later, in June 2019, the CDC conducted an inspection of Fort
Detrick’s U.S. Army Medical Research Institute of Infectious Diseases (hereinafter “USAMRIID”) and
ordered it closed after alleging that their inspection found biosafety hazards. A report in the journal
Nature in 2003 (423(6936): 103) reported cooperation between CDC and USAMRIID on coronavirus
research followed by considerable subsequent collaboration. The CDC, for what appear to be the same
type of concern identified in Wuhan, elected to continue work with the Chinese government while
closing the U.S. Army facility.

The CDC reported the first case of SARS-CoV like iliness in the United States in January 2020 with the
CDC'’s Epidemic Intelligence Service reporting 650 clinical cases and 210 tests. Given that the suspected
pathogen was first implicated in official reports on December 31, 2019, one can only conclude that CDC:
a) had the mechanism and wherewithal to conduct tests to confirm the existence of a “novel
coronavirus”; or, b) did not have said mechanism and falsely reported the information in January. It tests
credulity to suggest that the WHO or the CDC could manufacture and distribute tests for a “novel”
pathogen when their own subsequent record on development and deployment of tests has been shown
to be without reliability
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35 U.S.C. §200 - 206 — Disclosure of Government Interest

35 U.S.C. §202 (c)(6)

An obligation on the part of the contractor, in the event a United States patent application is filed by
or on its behalf or by any assignee of the contractor, to include within the specification of such
application and any patent issuing thereon, a statement specifying that the invention was made with
Government support and that the Government has certain rights in the invention.

Over 5000 patents and patent applications have included reference to SARS Coronavirus dating back to

priority dates of 1998. They are summarized below.
Statistics for Year
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On July 23, 2020, the Patent Trial and Appeal Board of the United States Patent and Trademark Office
rejected Moderna’s efforts to invalidate U.S. Patent 8,058,069. This patent, owned by Arbutus
Biopharma Corp (principally owned by Roivant Science Ltd), covers the lipid nanoparticle (LNP) required
to deliver an mRNA vaccine. Some of the core technology was based on work originally done at the
University of British Columbia and was first licensed in 1998.

mRNA-1273 - the experimental vaccine developed by Moderna for COVID-19 — uses the LNP technology
that Moderna thought it had licensed from Acuitas Therapeutics Inc., a firm developed by a former
principal of Arbutus’ prior company Tekmira. That license did not authorize Moderna to use the

technology for the COVID-19 vaccine.
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M-CAM and Knowledge Ecology International have independently confirmed that Moderna has violated
U.S. law in failing to disciose the U.S. government’s funding interest in their patents and patent
applications. While this negligence impacts all of Moderna’s over 130 granted U.S. patents, it is
particularly problematic for U.S. Patent 10,702,600 (‘600) which is the patent relating to, “a messenger
ribonucleic acid (mRNA) comprising an open reading frame encoding a betacoronavirus (BetaCoV) S
protein or S protein subunit formulated in a lipid nanoparticle.” The specific claims addressing the pivot
to the SARS Coronavirus were patented on March 28, 2019 — 9 months before the SARS CoV-2
outbreak! Both the patent and the DARPA funding for the technology were disclosed in scientific
publication (New England Journal of Medicine) but the government funds were not acknowledged in the
patent.

In 2013, the Autonomous Diagnostics to Enable Prevention and Therapeutics (ADEPT) program awarded
grant funding to Moderna Therapeutics for the development of a new type of vaccine based on
messenger RNA. The initial DARPA grant was W911NF-13-1-0417. The company used that technology
to develop its COVID-19 vaccine, currently undergoing Phase I clinical trials in conjunction with NIH.>®

Under the Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR) rules, contractor to the Federal Government must
provide information regarding intellectual property infringement issues as part of their contract. Under
FAR §27.201-1(c) and (d), the Government both requires a notice of infringement or potential
infringement as well as retention of economic liability for patent infringements. Specifically, in FAR
§52.227.3 (a), the “Contractor shall indemnify the Government and its officers, agents, and employees
against liability, including costs for infringement of any United States Patent...”. In addition to the
patents cited by the USPTO in their examination of ‘600, M-CAM has identified fourteen other issued
patents preceding the ‘600 patent which were used by patent examiners to limit patents arising from
the same funded research including patents sought by CureVac.

In short, while Moderna enjoys hundreds of millions of dollars of funding allegiance and advocacy from
Anthony Fauci and his NIAID, since its inception, it has been engaged in illegal patent activity and
demonstrated contempt for U.S. Patent law. To make matters worse, the U.S. Government has given it
financial backing in the face of undisclosed infringement risks potentially contributing to the very
infringement for which they are indemnified.

2 https://crsreports.congress.gov/product/pdf/IN/IN11446
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21 C.F.R. § 50.24 et seq., lllegal Clinical Trial

It is unlawful to conduct medical research (even in the case of emergency) without a series of steps
taken to:
a. Establish the research with a duly authorized and independent institutional review board;
b. Secure informed consent of all participants including a statement of risks and benefits;
and,
c. Engage in consultation with the community in which the study is to be conducted.

Dr. Anthony Fauci has forced upon the healthy population of the United States an unlawful clinical trial
in which the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services are extrapolating epidemiologic data. No
informed consent has been sought or secured for any of the “medical countermeasures” forced upon
the population and no independent review board — as defined by the statute — has been empaneled.

Through April 2020, the official recommendation by the Journal of the American Medical
Association was unambiguous.

“Face masks should not be worn by healthy individuals to protect themselves from acquiring respiratory
infection because there is no evidence to suggest that face masks worn by healthy individuals are
effective in preventing people from becoming ill.”*°

Part of that lack of evidence in fact showed that cloth facemasks actually increased influenza-linked
iliness.3!

In contravention to established science, States, municipalities, and businesses have violated the legal
requirements for the promulgation of medical counter measures during a public health emergency
stating a “belief” that face masks limit the spread of SARS CoV-2. To date, not a single study has
confirmed that a mask prevented the transmission of, or the infection by SARS CoV-2.

All parties mandating the use of facemasks are not only willfully ignoring established science but are
engaging in what amounts to a whole population clinical trial. This conclusion is reached by the fact that
facemask use and COVID-19 incidence are being reported in scientific opinion pieces promoted by the
United States Centers for Disease Control and Prevention and others.3?

Social distancing of up to 6 feet has been promoted as a means of preventing person-to-person
transmission of influenza-like viruses. While one study hypothesized that infection could happen in a 6
foot range, the study explicitly states that person-to-person transfer was not tested and viability of the
virus at 6 feet was not even a subject of the investigation.33 That did not stop the misrepresentation of
the study to be used as the basis for an unverified medical counter measure of social distancing. To
date, no study has established the efficacy of social distancing to modify the transmission of SARS CoV-
2. Public health officials have referenced:

30 https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2762694

31 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4420971/

32 https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/prevent-getting-sick/cloth-face-cover-guidance.htmi

33 Werner E. Bischoff, Katrina Swett, Iris Leng, Timothy R. Peters, Exposure to Influenza Virus Aerosols During Routine Patient
Care, The Journal of Infectious Diseases, Volume 207, Issue 7, 1 April 2013, Pages 1037-

1046, https://doi.orq/10.1093/infdis/jis773
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https://www.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5907354/#CR43

In contravention to established science, States, municipalities, and businesses have violated the legal
requirements for the promulgation of medical counter measures during a public health emergency
stating a “belief” that social distancing of a healthy population limits the spread of SARS CoV-2. To date,
not a single study has confirmed that social distancing of any population prevented the transmission of,
or the infection by SARS CoV-2.

it is unlawful under the FTC Act, 15 U.S.C. § 41 et seq., to advertise that a product or service can
prevent, treat, or cure human disease unless you possess competent and reliable scientific evidence,
including, when appropriate, well-controlled human clinical studies, substantiating that the claims are
true at the time they are made. As a result, every party promoting the use of face masks is violating the
FTC Act.

All of these laws have been broken. All relevant authorities in the United States must cease and desist
the use of face masks until the matters above are rectified.
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