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Non-Commercial, Public Domain Ebook 

This ebook as a public service for educational purposes, including for teaching, news reporting, 

criticism and comment and it is dedicated to the public domain. The Fair Use doctrine under 

Section 107 of the U.S. Copyright Act as stated on copyright.gov grants permission to display 

factual portions of news media stories for teaching, news reporting, criticism, and comment. For 

this ebook you are free to share, distribute, modify, remix, or reuse the information for any use.  

  

  



 

 

 
 

 

1. How can we use science to determine the truth about the 

“covid-19 vaccines”? 

 

 

The Scientific Method 

1. Ask a question (Are “covid-19 vaccines” safe & effective?) 

2. Conduct research 

3. Construct a hypothesis 

4. Test the hypothesis with an experiment, including: 

        a. Materials 

        b. Procedure 

            I. Variable (what is being tested) 

            II. Control (what it is being tested against—must be equal to variable) 

5. Analyze and record results 

6. Draw conclusions (and repeat process) 



 

 

 
 

 

2. What is a vaccine? 

The CDC’s definition of a vaccine prior to September 2, 2021 was “A product that stimulates a 

person’s immune system to produce immunity to a specific disease, protecting the person from 

that disease.” The phrase “to produce immunity” was removed on September 2, 2021 according 

to the Internet Archive snapshots. It shows this definition has not changed since at least 2015.i 

What was the CDC’s motive for its timing on changing the definition of a vaccine right when 

pharmaceutical companies were pushing to release their covid-19 products? Did they not feel 

confident that the proposed covid-19 product would “produce immunity” according to their 

definition? Is it possible that “lowering the bar” or broadening the definition of a vaccine would 

help interested parties to justify and validate calling the covid-19 injections a “vaccine?”  

Because this appears to be an intentional deception and because there is insufficient evidence 

that the products produce any immunity or meet the normal definition of a vaccine, the 

remainder of this ebook will only use quotes to refer to the Covid-19 “vaccine”. 

 



 

 

 
 

 

WHO and other agencies also changed their definitions of vaccines and immunity near the 

covid-19 “vaccine” rollout. 



 

 

 
 

“The greatest enemy of knowledge is not 

ignorance, it is the illusion of 

knowledge.” Daniel Boorstin 

 

3. Are covid-19 “vaccines” safe? 

 

From CDC’s website:  

 

From Google News:  

 



 

 

 
3. Are covid-19 “vaccines” safe? 

From CDC Director: 

  

 

From a US President Twitter account: 

 



 

 

 
3. Are covid-19 “vaccines” safe? 

Are these claims true that the covid-19 vaccine are “safe”? If so, what is their criteria or 

definition for the word “safe”?  

 

 

The word “safe” according to Merriam-Webster dictionary means “free from harm or risk.” This 

means there is no risk. So, is it true that the “covid-19 vaccines” have zero risk? 

If so, how can we scientifically measure whether this is true or not?  

One way would be if there were zero reports of injuries or death in any of the government 

databases. If it’s discovered that there are reports (at least one) of injuries or death from it, 

occurring anywhere in the world, even if unofficial, then this statement about it being “safe” 

cannot be confirmed as a true statement. Is this a fair and logical expectation? 

Fortunately, various regulators track adverse events for vaccines, including the CDC (VAERS), 

FDA (FAERS), and Medicare. So, all someone would need to do is to search one of these 

databases, search social media, search scientific journals, search clinic trial and research study 

reports, and if no mentions of any adverse reactions are found, then the hypothesis that a 

“vaccine” could be safe would not yet be disproven. 

Following the scientific method, we are creating a hypothesis that the covid-19 vaccines are 

“safe” and that no one has ever been injured or killed from it. To determine this, we will conduct 

a research experiment to find any evidence showing otherwise, then will base our conclusions on 

the found evidence. Let’s first look at the CDC’s data about it. 

 



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

 

4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

 

Does the CDC’s VAERS database show any adverse effects to covid-19 “vaccines”? 

According to the CDC’s VAERS database which openvaers.com tabulates, as of 12-24-2021 there 

have been more than 1 million injuries (adverse reactions) and 21,002 deaths have been 

reported from the Covid-19 “vaccine” just in the USA. This first piece of evidence refutes the 

hypothesis that they are safe. Even if it was only 1 injury that would refute the claim, but more 

than 1 million reported injuries is a very large number. Such a high number of injuries would 

normally sound loud alarm bells if it were in any other context. If this figure is true, how could 

anyone honestly claim it is safe? Let’s continue to follow the evidence anyway and see where it 

leads us.  

  



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

“How do we know these figures are true and not just fake, unconfirmed reports?” 

We could read some excerpts from the reports and see if sounds plausible or falsified. Each 

report begins with a VAERS ID number which appears it can be looked up in VAERS for further 

detail.ii 

Source: 

https://www.medalerts.org/vaersdb/findfield.php?TABLE=ON&GROUP1=AGE&EVENTS=ON

&VAX=COVID19&DIED=Yes 

 

0955256: "Patient was vaccinated in right arm. Within 5 to 10 seconds after vaccination, 

patient started clinching his hands tightly and became unresponsive. Patient was lowered to the 

floor and did not exhibit a pulse. CPR was initiated and 911 was called. An AED was used and 

healthcare professionals onsite continued compressions until the paramedics arrived." 

 

913143: Vaccine administered with no immediate adverse reaction at 11:29am. Vaccine 

screening questions were completed and resident was not feeling sick and temperature was 98F. 

At approximately 1:30pm the resident passed away. 

 

913733: My grandmother died a few hours after receiving the moderna covid vaccine booster. 

While I don't expect that the events are related, the treating hospital did not acknowledge this 

and I wanted to be sure a report was made. 914690: Within 24 hours of receiving the vaccine, 

fever and respiratory distress, and anxiety developed requiring oxygen, morphine and ativan. 

My Mom passed away on the evening of 12/26/2020. 

 

914961: pt passed away with an hour to hour and 1/2 of receiving vaccine. per nursing home 

staff they did not expect pt to make it many more days. pt was unresponsive in room when shot 

was given. per nursing home staff pt was 14 + days post covid 

 

915562: pt received vaccine at covid clinic on 12/30 at approximately 3:30, pt vomited 4 

minutes after receiving shot--dark brown vomit, staff reported pt had vomited night before. Per 

https://www.medalerts.org/vaersdb/findfield.php?TABLE=ON&GROUP1=AGE&EVENTS=ON&VAX=COVID19&DIED=Yes
https://www.medalerts.org/vaersdb/findfield.php?TABLE=ON&GROUP1=AGE&EVENTS=ON&VAX=COVID19&DIED=Yes


 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

staff report pt became short of breath between 6 and 7 pm that night. Pt had DNR on file. pt 

passed away at approximately 10pm. Staff reported pt was 14 + days post covid 

 

914994: pt was a nursing home pt. pt received first dose of covid vaccine. pt was monitored for 

15 minutes after getting shot. staff reported that pt was 15 days post covid. Pt passed away with 

in 90 minutes of getting vaccine 

 

915682: Resident received vaccine per pharmacy at the facility at 5 pm. Approximately 6:45 

resident found unresponsive and EMS contacted. Upon EMS arrival at facility, resident went 

into cardiac arrest, code initiated by EMS and transported to hospital. Resident expired at 

hospital at approximately 8 pm 915880: Patient died within 12 hours of receiving the vaccine. 

 

915920: Resident received vaccine in am and expired that afternoon. 

 

921175: Resident received Covid Vaccine, noted after 30 mins with labored breathing BP 

161/77, HR 116, R 38, T 101.4, 

 

921768: Vaccine received at about 0900 on 01/04/2021 at her place of work, Medical Center, 

where she was employed as a housekeeper. About one hour after receiving the vaccine she 

experienced a hot flash, nausea, and feeling like she was going to pass out after she had bent 

down. Later at about 1500 hours she appeared tired and lethargic, then a short time later, at 

about 1600 hours, upon arrival to a friends home she complained of feeling hot and having 

difficulty breathing. She then collapsed, then when medics arrived, she was still breathing slowly 

then went into cardiac arrest and was unable to be revived. 

 

927189: Patient was vaccinated at 11am and was found at the facility in his room deceased at 

approximately 3:00pm. Nurse did not have cause of death 

 



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

929764: The patient was found deceased at home about 24 hours after immunization. Date of 

Death:: 12/29/2020; estimated time of death 6:00pm 933578: Pronounced dead 1/9/2021 at 

12:42. Received first dose of vaccine 1/8/2021 

 

913143: Vaccine administered with no immediate adverse reaction at 11:29am. Vaccine 

screening questions were completed and resident was not feeling sick and temperature was 98F. 

At approximately 1:30pm the resident passed away. 

 

914690: Within 24 hours of receiving the vaccine, fever and respiratory distress, and anxiety 

developed requiring oxygen, morphine and ativan. My Mom passed away on the evening of 

12/26/2020. 

 

These reports appear to be specific in detail and dates. They appear to be reported by health 

providers as well as by some family relatives. Family likely wouldn’t describe their loved one as a 

resident, patient, or PT. These reports seem factual, concise and to the point, not appearing to 

have any narrative or agenda, such as an anti-vaccine bias. They are also heartbreaking to read, 

as these people probably took a vaccine thinking it would help them stay safe, but instead they 

died.  

 

“Yeah, but maybe they died of other causes; maybe they were going to die anyway?” 

Maybe, or maybe not. According to the CDC, most deaths are within the first 48 hours of the 

injection. Many reports of death after injection are from healthy individuals, including young 

people and athletes. While it may not be 100% confirmed that the deaths were caused by the 

“vaccine” it also can’t be 100% proven it wasn’t the cause. Wouldn’t it be prudent to follow the 

scientific method to investigate further before potentially putting more lives at risk by pushing 

something that could be causing it? 

Health professionals by law are required to report such adverse reactions to VAERS. However, 

there is evidence of many health professionals not reporting to VAERS due to the extra time and 

paperwork required. A new scientific question must now be asked: is it possible that the VAERS 



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

figures could actually be an underestimation and do not reflect the real total of adverse 

reactions? What if the real number of deaths and injuries is multiples higher? 

 

How safe is the Covid-19 “vaccine” compared to past vaccines? 

 

According to the CDC’s same VAERS data, after only a few months of it being released, the 

covid-19 “vaccines” have already killed more than all other vaccines in the history of United 

States. If this is true, why aren’t we seeing this reported in the main stream media? 

Criteria for vaccines in the past has been stringent, where if only a few people died, a vaccine 

would be recalled. Vaccine testing and approval process normally takes up to 10-15 years to 

reach the market, according to historyofvaccines.orgiii. The normal safety testing process 

appears to have been bypassed for the covid-19 “vaccines.”  

Because the covid-19 “vaccines” indeed have reports of injury and death, can it be truthfully 

called “safe?” 

 

According to CDC statistics, most deaths occur within the first 48hrs of the injection. 



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

 

Side effects from the covid-19 “vaccine”? 

Should this spike in myocarditis (heart swelling) be considered a red flag worthy of being 

investigated? Why do you suppose so few journalists from the main stream media seem willing 

to investigate a significant increase in health effects that started in 2021 just after the “vaccine” 

was introduced? 

Should anyone be alarmed that myocarditis has been virtually non-existent in human beings 

until 2021 where the reports appear to be more than all past years in history combined? And 

what possibly could have been the change in 2021? Could it have been the covid-19 “vaccine” or 

is this just a coincidence? Under normal conditions, wouldn’t such a red flag be worthy of being 

investigated by journalists, government regulators, and elected officials? 

 



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

“But the CDC said it’s safe, and little to no side effects, right?” 

CDC’s website has a page for covid-19 “vaccine” allergic reactions, including “severe” ones. Were 

there really so many allergic reactions that they made a dedicated web page just for it? Is 

something truly “safe” if someone may have a “severe” allergic reaction to it? 

 

 

 



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

 

 

The above categories are from the CDC website for the covid-19 “vaccine.” If it is indeed ‘safe’ 

why would they have multiple pages dedicated to its side effects, such as myocarditis, allergies, 

complications for pregnant women? Does not the existence of these potential adverse effects 

pages mean there is a level of risk? And if there is risk, doesn’t that by definition mean it cannot 

be 100% safe?  

 



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

 

The CDC repeats how ‘rare’ it is for anyone to ever have adverse effects, but this page admits 

covid-19 vaccines have side effects, and even titles the heading, “Common Side Effects.” 

It says it includes tiredness, chills, pain, fever, nausea. Aren’t those some of the same symptoms 

of covid-19? If the goal is to avoid the symptoms of covid-19, and because these “vaccine” 

negative symptoms are “common,” is it truly worth the risk to get these through the “vaccine”? 

 



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

 

This CDC page says that covid-19 only has to be ‘probable’ or ‘presumed’ and is labeled as U07.1 

and isn’t verified or confirmed. This sounds like an assumption. Because medical providers 

make more money by labelling deaths with a certain code, and because no one verifies it, and 

because the US medical industry already has a reputation for corruption and grossly 

overcharging people, wouldn’t this encourage fraud? Under these conditions, can the covid-19 

death count by the CDC be trusted?  

In addition, should we be suspicious that the flu and pneumonia practically disappeared in 

2020? How about rapid PCR test known to have false positives. So, is it possible that a 

percentage of the death count the CDC offers is from taking normal deaths and counting them as 

covid-19 deaths? 

 

 



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

 

 

This CDC tweet admits that vaccinated people can get and spread Delta. This is a change of tune 

from previously when it was said that vaccinated cannot get or spread covid-19. That was the 

premise for them wanting everyone to get vaccinated, but it turns out that cannot be entirely 

true. 

 



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

 

The CDC on this page admits that people have died from the covid-19 vaccine, yet continues to 

claim its ‘safe’. Is it normal to claim that something is safe that has killed people? If a poisonous 

hamburger kills someone, is the hamburger safe to eat? If a lion kills a person, is the lion safe? 

 This CDC page omits that more than 1 million injuries have already been reported and that a % 

of these people may still die from future complications. This info also appears out of date as the 

reported deaths are nearly triple of this figure now.  

 



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

 



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

 

The CDC page on “adverse effects” says the vaccines are “safe and effective” but if you scroll 

down the same web page and it shows a high number of deaths reported by the Covid-19 

vaccines- more than 21,000 deaths currently reported. 

Most people consider the school shootings at Virginia Tech, Sandy Hook Elementary, 

Columbine, and Stoneman Douglas in Parkland, Florida to be tragic disasters. Many consider 

the sinking of the Titanic to be a disaster, where 1,503 died, Hurricane Katrina (est 1,836 

deaths), Hurricane Maria that decimated Puerto Rico (es. 2,975 deaths), or 9/11 attacks with 

approximately 2,996 deaths.  

The vaccine deaths have caused more death than all of these disasters combined. 

The previous incidents most people had little or no way to prevent it, but the “vaccine” injections 

are absolutely preventable and intentionally done. Currently, more than 21,000 deaths are the 

ones reported by the VAERS for the US, which does not include all the deaths. Is it honest to call 

something safe and effective that has already killed far more innocent people than all of these 

disasters? Is it ethical to promote something that may kill or injure them? 

Why does the people controlling the CDC website information feel it must push the safety of the 

experimental non-approved covid-19 vaccines? Notice how they placed in bold how it is “safe 

and effective” and how it is in bold how the adverse reactions “are rare.” Are they 

overcompensating? Would an unbiased information site do this? 

The CDC web page is https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/vaccines/safety/adverse-

events.html and an archive of it is https://archive.is/LSIVB in case they decide to change the 

information. 

 

 

 

 

https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/vaccines/safety/adverse-events.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/vaccines/safety/adverse-events.html
https://archive.is/LSIVB


 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

Is the CDC a credible source of truth? 

 

This CDC web page falsely suggests that men can get pregnant. Notice the phrase “fertility 

problems (problems trying to get pregnant) in women or men.” Afterwards they don’t say 

women who are pregnant, but “people” who are pregnant. Is it possible that a political or 

religious ideology may have influenced them to write this? If the CDC is willing to go against 

science and be untruthful, for possible political and ideological reasons, then can we truly trust 

what it says about covid-19? 

https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/vaccines/facts.html 

 

“The CDC’s VAERS death statistics of covid-19 vaccines are just one data source, right? Are 

there other sources showing the approximate deaths?” 

Yes, the FDA has their own vaccine adverse reaction tracking database, FAERS. World Health 

Organization (WHO) has one called Vigibase. Medicare has a tracking system that also show 

deaths from the covid-19 “vaccines”. Some of these sources are not as open and may require a 

legal FOIA request to attain the data. Other countries have their own systems. 

https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/vaccines/facts.html


 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

 

One would think this staggering statistic would raise red flags across the media, but the 

mainstream media hardly mentions this. Could there be a reason why? 

 



 

 

 
4. What does the CDC say about the “vaccines”? 

 

Here is another look at the data directly from WHO’s VigiAccess website showing only covid-19 

vaccine injuries. 

 



 

 

 
5. Media coverage 

5. Media coverage 

“If there are downsides to the “vaccine”, why doesn’t the media cover it?” 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
5. Media coverage 



 

 

 
5. Media coverage 

 

 

Is this another way of saying that 2/3 of all positive covid-19 cases in Wales are “vaccinated?” 



 

 

 
5. Media coverage 

 

 

 



 

 

 
5. Media coverage 

 

 

If the “vaccines” are safe, why are some governments paying compensation to victims’ families?  



 

 

 
5. Media coverage 

 

 



 

 

 
5. Media coverage 

 

 



 

 

 
5. Media coverage 



 

 

 
5. Media coverage 

 



 

 

 
5. Media coverage 

“If the “vaccine” was really causing all these deaths, why aren’t more people talking about 

it?” Some are, but some are being censored and disbelieved. 

 

 

 



 

 

 
5. Media coverage 

 

 

 



 

 

 
5. Media coverage 

 

 

 



 

 

 
5. Media coverage 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
5. Media coverage 

 

 



 

 

 
6. Censorship 

 

 “Whoever controls the media, controls 

the mind” Jim Morrison 

 

 

6. Censorship 

“But if people are really getting killed or injured from the covid “vaccine” why haven’t I 

seen any evidence of this on social media?” 

There is evidence, but it appears that main stream social media platforms are censoring and 

removing such reports such as Facebook, Twitter, YouTube, and Reddit.  There is a risk of being 

banned if someone posts something negative about the “vaccines.” Conservative media appear 

to publish some information about it, but it still seems limited. The following is one of the 

inventors of the technology for mRNA vaccines who was recently banned from Twitter for the 

tweet you see below. 

 



 

 

 
6. Censorship 

 

 

 

  



 

 

 
6. Censorship 

 

These removed posts are from a pro-vaccine page on the left-leaning website, Reddit.com. All 

the posts that were negative toward the vaccine were removed by the “mods.” Are they afraid of 

letting the truth and dangers be known about the “vaccines”? 

 



 

 

 
6. Censorship 

 



 

 

 
6. Censorship 

 



 

 

 
6. Censorship 

 



 

 

 
6. Censorship 

 

Many “fact-checking” websites are funded by pro-left and democrat party sources that are pro-

vaccine by affiliation. Could this bias affect their “fact-checking”? 

 

 

 

“What about search engines? Surely we can trust them for accurate information, right?” 

 

 



 

 

 
6. Censorship 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
6. Censorship 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The same company claiming vaccines are “safe” claims that men can get pregnant, that there are 

58 genders, that gender is socially constructed, that evolution is a “fact”, and that Google never 

lies. Does this sound credible truth, or does this sound more like ideological propaganda and a 

lie? Does anyone fact-check Google for spreading misinformation?  

 

  



 

 

 
7. Quality Control 

7. Quality Control 

“But this medicine has high standards and quality control, right?” 

 

 

 



 

 

 
7. Quality Control 

 



 

 

 
7. Quality Control 

“Despite the risk, the covid-19 “vaccine” is still better than not taking it, right?” 

Let’s look at the evidence. 

Sweden didn’t lock down the economy, didn’t mandate masks, didn’t push vaccines, whereas, 

Israel did. So, given the countries had opposite strategies, which has had more covid-19 death? 

The data is plotted on the chart below. Israel has had multiples higher deaths from covid-19 

than Sweden. Is it possible that masks, lockdowns, and vaccines actually play a role in spreading 

covid-19? 

 

Israel vs Sweden deaths: 

 

Question: Is it possible that the masks and “vaccines” actually don’t work as hoped and actually 

have a risk of harming people’s immune systems? If this is true, would anyone be willing to 

follow the scientific method to conduct this experiment to confirm if this is true? And if this is 

true, in this politically charged and divided culture, would anyone be willing to take the social 

risk to admit this? 



 

 

 
7. Quality Control 

Some reports suggest that the covid-19 vaccines actually increase your viral load and harm your 

immune system. 

 



 

 

 
7. Quality Control 

This scientific study of “vaccinated” people found they had 251 times the viral load of covid-19 

than those “unvaccinated” in 2020 before the vaccine existed. 

 



 

 

 
7. Quality Control 

 

 

 



 

 

 
7. Quality Control 

 



 

 

 
7. Quality Control 

 



 

 

 
7. Quality Control 

 



 

 

 
7. Quality Control 

 

 

History suggests that it’s possible for a vaccine to increase the spread of a virus.ivv 



 

 

 
7. Quality Control 

 



 

 

 
7. Quality Control 

 

 

“Is it true that aborted baby parts used to make these covid-19 vaccines?” 

Evidence shows this to be true to some degree. While the manufacturers deny that the vaccines 

currently contain aborted fetal tissue, evidence shows some manufacturers may have used 

aborted fetal tissue cells for the initial development and testing of the covid-19 vaccines. The 

following chart attempts to explain this. 



 

 

 
7. Quality Control 

 

 

 



 

 

 
8. FDA “Approval” 

8. FDA “Approval” 

“Ok, but the covid-19 vaccine has been FDA approved and is now safe, right?” 

No, there is no approved covid-19 vaccine on the market in the United States.vi 

The media and other spokespeople have mislead people on this point. 

Just because a group of government leaders say something about a substance doesn’t mean the 

substance is suddenly “safe.” Based on words spoken from an FDA representative, the “vaccine” 

hasn’t magically changed its physical composition. It’s the same substance. And just because the 

FDA makes a remark about it doesn’t mean an unknown large amount of people haven’t still 

died from it. They won’t come back from the grave just because a FDA official may have blessed 

the “vaccine.” 

With great political pressure the FDA announced it granted an Emergency Use Authorization 

(EUA) of a Pfizer-BioNTech covid-19 vaccine called “COMIRNATY,” but that product is not 

available for anyone to use in the United States. More testing about the health risks must first be 

done, before any normal FDA approvals can take place.vii The FDA claimed “The products are 

legally distinct with certain differences that do not impact safety or effectiveness.”viii 

 



 

 

 
8. FDA “Approval” 

A FDA approval for the covid-19 vaccine can’t be completed until the year 2027 and is 

conditional on the outcome of a 5-year cohort study to fully assess the risks.

 

Despite no covid-19 vaccine being FDA approved for public use in the United States, the CDC 

still promotes it on their website, claiming it is proof of how “safe” it is. 

“COVID-19 vaccines are safe and effective. COVID-19 vaccines were 

evaluated in tens of thousands of participants in clinical trials. The vaccines 

met the Food and Drug Administration’s (FDA) rigorous scientific standards 

for safety, effectiveness, and manufacturing quality needed to support 

approval or authorization of a vaccine.” From CDC web page called “Safety 

of COVID-19 Vaccines,” archived at:  https://archive.is/JldQq 

The CDC claimed it met the FDA’s “rigorous scientific standards for safety, effectiveness, and 

manufacturing quality,” but is that true? Did the FDA actually say that? If the CDC is actually 

neutral and unbiased, why does it sound like a marketing department of a big pharma company 

trying hard to make it sound positive?  

Since 798,634 adverse reactions to covid-19 “vaccines” have been reported so far, including 

injury and death, how can their statement about ‘safety’ be true? Should they be held legally 

accountable for this? 

 



 

 

 
8. FDA “Approval” 

A double standard by the FDA? 

 

The FDA website says if a covid-19 treatment isn’t “approved” or “authorized” by the FDA it can 

cause serious harm. But what about the covid-19 “vaccines”? Millions of people had already 

taken and were pushing the “vaccine” before the FDA granted their “emergency use” for Pfizer’s 

COMIRNATY, which is different than the “vaccine” being pushed in the United States. Since 

there is no FDA approved vaccine available to the public in the United States, does this mean 

any unapproved covid-19 vaccines can “cause serious harm?”  

 

Does something being “approved” by the FDA mean it automatically ‘safe’? 

Tobacco and Alcohol products are also regulated and ‘approved’ by the FDA, so does that mean 

they’re safe? The CDC website says “tobacco is the leading preventable cause of death in the 

United States” that causes 480,000 deaths per year.ix Alcohol causes more than 95,000 deaths 

in the United States per year, according to the CDC.x 

  



 

 

 
9. Statistics and Reporting 

“I can prove anything by statistics, 

except the truth.” - George Canning 

9. Statistics and Reporting 

Are the statistics about covid-19 and the “vaccine” accurate, truthful, and interpreted correctly? 

The “5%” statistic. 

 



 

 

 
9. Statistics and Reporting 

 

Source: https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nvss/vsrr/covid_weekly/index.htm#Comorbidities 

The CDC admits that only 5% of the deaths are only from covid-19. So, 95% of the deaths they 

prominently display are not accurate covid-19-only deaths. It says on average there are 4 

‘additional’ causes of death. Is it possible that one of these four was the real cause of death and 

that covid-19 was only marked due to an inaccurate PCR test? Could there have been a financial 

incentive to mark unrelated deaths as covid-19 deaths? 

 

 

The CDC claims on their website as of 1/6/22 that 829,740 deaths have occurred because of the 

covid-19 virus. However, they admit that only 5% of these deaths are only due to the covid-19 

virus. This is another way of saying that 95% of the deaths reported are not solely from covid-19 

virus, but from other things. How do they know the 95% deaths were ‘from’ covid-19 at all? If 

only 5% of the 829,740 deaths are only from covid-19 that is 41,487 deaths which could be 

https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nvss/vsrr/covid_weekly/index.htm#Comorbidities


 

 

 
9. Statistics and Reporting 

considered average for a flu season in the US, but these are the deaths not just for one year but 

two, which could be considered low. 

 

This text on CDC’s website says they count it as covid if it has been identified with code Uo7.1 

then it is considered a covid-19 death even if it hasn’t been confirmed by a lab. 

 

Who decides when to mark a death as covid-19 related or not? Is it at health providers’ own 

discretion? Is it only if a PCR test has a positive result within a certain timeframe? Do they have 

a financial incentive to mark deaths as covid-19? If so, is it possible the deaths may be over 

counted and inaccurate? 



 

 

 
9. Statistics and Reporting 

 

 



 

 

 
9. Statistics and Reporting 

 

This suggests that the CDC was no longer interested in tracking vaccinated cases, but continued 

tracking only unvaccinated cases. Could there be a political or ideological motive behind this? 

How accurate are cases, anyway? Since most people who get sick don’t get tested and don’t go to 

the doctor or hospital, is it possible to accurately know how many cases of covid-19 the 

population has? Are statistics always accurate or is it possible for them to be wrong? 

 



 

 

 
9. Statistics and Reporting 

“14 days” statistics. How does the CDC count vaccine ‘deaths’ and can we trust the 

statistics? 

 

A mortality/morbidity report by the CDC for Los Angeles County revealed the following: 

Persons were considered fully vaccinated ≥14 days after receipt of the second 

dose in a 2-dose series (Pfizer-BioNTech or Moderna COVID-19 vaccines) or 

after 1 dose of the single-dose Janssen (Johnson & Johnson) COVID-19 

vaccine; partially vaccinated ≥14 days after receipt of the first dose and <14 

days after the second dose in a 2-dose series; and unvaccinated <14 days 

receipt of the first dose of a 2-dose series or 1 dose of the single-dose vaccine 

or if no vaccination registry data were available.xi 

 

This seems like a roundabout way to say that they didn’t report the deaths as vaccinated deaths 

or death by vaccination if less than 14 days from the day they were vaccinated. Some feel this is a 

shocking admission. This means that 90% or more of the deaths from the covid-19 “vaccine” are 

not reported, but instead are reported as unvaccinated covid-19 deaths? Is this an honest way of 

reporting and could there be a motive behind this? 



 

 

 
9. Statistics and Reporting 

Is it possible that multiples of people are dying from the experimental vaccination and it is not 

even reported? But instead, the numbers are used to justify further vaccination and potential 

further death? Is this an example of how the CDC is counting all “covid-19 deaths” in the 

country? 

Notice in the following document in fine print how it admits that deaths after a vaccine aren’t 

counted until 14 days pass. They count these deaths and ‘under vaccinated’ deaths as 

‘unvaccinated’ deaths. Is an accurate and honest way to report this or could it mislead people? 



 

 

 
9. Statistics and Reporting 

 

 



 

 

 
9. Statistics and Reporting 

 

 



 

 

 
9. Statistics and Reporting 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

Why did ‘experts’ rush to discredit HCQ and Ivermectin, but quickly embrace experimental 

injections? Did financial compensation or ideology bias the recommendations? 

 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

 

This particular study of 220,517 covid-19 patients determined that using ivermectin cut the risk 

of death nearly in half. Is this true? If so, why isn’t this treatment considered? Some say that 

ivermectin doesn’t financially benefit large pharmaceutical companies as much as the 

“vaccines.” Is this true? 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

 

 

Is this a double standard for the CDC to recommend ivermectin for some people, but to claim its 

dangerous for others? 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

 

 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

 

Pfizer appears to be developing their own protease inhibitor like ivermectin. 

 

Does NIH contradict itself on ivermectin? 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

NIH says ivermectin is FDA-approved, “widely used and is generally well tolerated” and is listed 

in “World Health Organization’s Model List of Essential Medicines.” Despite it winning the 

Nobel prize and having 40 years of safety data across millions of patients, it says more clinical 

trials are needed to provide “more specific, evidence-based guidance on the role of ivermectin in 

the treatment of Covid-19.” 

They seemed to admit the importance of clinical trials and safety, but is the same standard being 

used for the covid-19 “vaccines” that have only existed less than 2 years with very limited clinical 

trials? Why would it feel comfortable pushing one with very limited clinical trials and with 

record numbers of injuries reported over one with a 40-year positive and safe track record? 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

 

Would a serious science-based regulator write something like this? The FDA knows ivermectin 

is prescribed for human use, so why would they post such an obvious a strawman argument? 

Could there have been a political motivation? 

Could not a similar strawman argument be used to say that vaccines are only for cows? You are 

not a cow. 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

 

 



 

 

 
10. What about other medicine to treat covid-19? 

 

Dr. Fauci recommended HCQ in 2005 and said it “completely abolished SARS-CoV infection.”  

 



 

 

 
11. Credibility of Dr. Fauci 

11. Credibility of Dr. Fauci 

History of claims by “health experts” and the CDC 

Despite Fauci’s claims that those vaccinated didn’t need to wear masks and wouldn’t spread 

covid-19, on July 30, the CDC admitted that those vaccinated were spreading covid-19 (which 

they started called Delta) and still needed to wear masks. Is it possible that they were motivated 

to change the name of the virus so that those vaccinated didn’t feel duped about it not protecting 

them against covid-19? 

 



 

 

 
11. Credibility of Dr. Fauci 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
11. Credibility of Dr. Fauci 

 

 

In 2017 Dr. Fauci predicted an outbreak and mentioned Donald Trump. Dr. Fauci had 

involvement with the Wuhan Institute of Virology in China, the laboratory that studied 

coronaviruses. Some believe this lab was the source of the covid-19 outbreak in 2019. 

A large amount of doctors and medical professionals do not believe Fauci or the CDC’s 

recommendations are correct.xii 

 



 

 

 
12. Do masks work? 

12. Do masks work? 

 

 

It says right on the box it doesn’t protect against viruses. So, why wear them? 

 



 

 

 
12. Do masks work? 

 

 



 

 

 
12. Do masks work? 

 

What is their evidence for having ‘no evidence’? 

 

The Mayo Clinic say masks have no risk of CO2 toxicity because it’s breathable (the holes are big 

enough), but we’re also told that masks work by ‘blocking’ the virus. Because the virus is many 

times smaller than the holes in a typical cloth mask and passes through freely, why would 

anyone assume a mask can “block” viruses? 



 

 

 
12. Do masks work? 

 

 

 



 

 

 
12. Do masks work? 

 

 



 

 

 
12. Do masks work? 

 

How does this writer know for “fact” that masks don’t cause bacterial pneumonia? Does this 

writer use the same standard for things she likes or dislikes? 

1918 masks required: 675,000 estimated deaths in United States, mostly from pneumoniaxiii 

2020-21 masks required: 750,000 reported deaths in the United States, 50% from 

flu/pneumonia. 

Since masks were required in 1918 and because most of the deaths were from bacterial 

pneumonia, and because masks are required now, and because many are also dying of bacterial 

pneumonia, and because pneumonia is caused by breathing in bacteria, and because masks 

promote bacteria growth by placing moisture from nose and saliva in close proximity to your 

nose and mouth for an extended period of time, is it irrational to consider that these could 

possibly be linked? Why would the media so quickly claim that masks don’t promote bacterial 

pneumonia without any evidence? What are there alternative reasons for so many people dying 

of bacterial pneumonia then, both in 1918 and in 2020-21? Wouldn’t it be foolish to repeat the 



 

 

 
12. Do masks work? 

same mistakes of the past? Currently our response to fear appears to be the same and currently 

it seems to be achieving similar results.  

How can we be assured that a % of the deaths aren’t from the wearing of masks? What studies 

have been done to prove that repeated mask use is actually safe? 

 

 

  



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

“The press may not be successful much 

of the time in telling people what to 

think, but it is stunningly successful in 

telling its readers what to think about” 

Bernard Cohen, 1963 

13. Media honesty 

Has any reporter in the media ever lied before? How do we know for certain when they are lying 

or telling the truth? Does the media ever change their narrative based on politics or ideology?  

  



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

Do these articles from the same news source reflect a change in narrative over time? 

 

 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 

 

 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 

 

Is this headline true or is it propaganda? Since vaccine health effects usually take 10 years to 

complete, and since that hasn’t happened, how can they be 100% sure that all covid-19 

vaccinated people are “less likely to die?” Surely this isn’t motivated by a pro-vaccine bias, is it? 

Are readers to believe that with the vaccine they are less likely to fall off ladders, less likely to get 

in car accidents, less likely to develop cancer from smoking, less likely to die of Alzheimer’s, or 

from drug overdoses? Did this conclusion by Maggie Fox of CNN follow the scientific method or 

was it motivated by other forces? 

What extensive studies have been conducted to prove this? What about all the people that 

VAERS reports who died after the covid-19 injection? 

 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 

A bike rally is claimed by left-leaning media to be a likely “superspreader,” but claims that large 

groups of migrants encamped at the border has “no evidence” of spreading the virus. If the 

bikers were at the border and the migrants were in a motorcycle rally would their stories still 

have the same conclusion?  Could these articles possibly be biased by political or ideological 

beliefs? 

 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 

 

Is this true? 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 

 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 

Is this true that it’s false? 

 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 

 

 

Does the media ever coordinate their messages? Notice how many times the phrase “worst cold 

ever” was used in news articles around the same timeframe. Does the media have an incentive to 

fear monger for keeping the audience’s attention and ad revenue? 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 

Over time has the media shifted its narrative? 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

“What about conspiracies ‘debunked’ by the media? Some claim Dr. Fauci planned this and 

funded the Wuhan lab to make covid-19, etc.” 

This document presents facts and evidence and you can reach your own decision about who is 

telling the truth, who have motives, who are motivated by money or power. We can follow the 

evidence and see where it leads us. Take notice of the following article and its publication date 

before covid-19 was released into the public. Some may think it is quite an unusual coincidence 

and is worthy of being investigated. 

 

 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

Misinformation in the media 

Has any reporter in the media ever lied before in order to push a certain political narrative? Are 

all of reporters completely honest and accurate all of the time with only pure motives, or is it 

possible from time that a reporter may bend a story to fit his desired outcome? 

 

 

The highest vaccinated countries are reported to have the highest rates of covid-19. How many 

signals are needed before the vaccinations are honestly investigated as a possible cause of 

spreading covid-19? 

 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 

Notice the name of the author of the story in The Guardian matches the name of the subject of 

the story by the New York Post. Did he write this propaganda to cover up something he didn’t 

want us to know? 

 

Does this sound like well-thought out medical advice to just randomly mix-and-match vaccine 

boosters? And is it really true that getting the experimental injection after you already have 

natural immunity is somehow “better?” How can they prove that? 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 

Is this true or is it a crafted message designed to achieve a particular outcome? 

 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 

 

These sources don’t seem ashamed by their double standards and frequent changing of their 

narrative. 

 

 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 

According to the media, leftist protests don’t spread Covid-19, but conservative protests do. Is 

that scientifically correct? 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 

Are these fear mongering articles from the covid-19 “pandemic”? No, they are from the 2016 flu. 

Notice any similarity? 



 

 

 
13. Media honesty 

 



 

 

 
14. Conflicts of Interest 

14. Conflicts of Interest 

“It’s hard to get a STRAIGHT answer 

from CROOKED people.” 

 

“Is there financial incentive for some to push the vaccine, despite the risks?” 

 



 

 

 
14. Conflicts of Interest 

 



 

 

 
14. Conflicts of Interest 

 

Even leftist publications aren’t denying the financial incentives providers have to label patients 

as covid-19. The following news article says hospitals will make 20% more if a patient is 

considered a ‘covid-19’ patient. 

 



 

 

 
14. Conflicts of Interest 

 

This NIH financial disclosure document reveals big pharma financial ties to the drug 

Remdesivir. 

 



 

 

 
14. Conflicts of Interest 

 

 



 

 

 
14. Conflicts of Interest 

 

 



 

 

 
14. Conflicts of Interest 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
14. Conflicts of Interest 

 

Is it possible that big pharma companies are actually working with the government and 

enriching themselves off the covid-19 “vaccine?” If so, would that possibly affect their judgment 

and decision making on what is best for US citizens? 

 



 

 

 
14. Conflicts of Interest 
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14. Conflicts of Interest 

If scientists who invented the Coronavirus had pure motives for the greater good and not 

financial motives, then why did they file for a US patent on the Coronavirus before the 

pandemic? It says it can be used for “vaccines.” Should this be investigated? 

 



 

 

 
14. Conflicts of Interest 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
15. Side Effects 

15. Side Effects 

 



 

 

 
15. Side Effects 

The FDA admits 4 adverse events of interest (AEI) have occurred after covid-19 injections 

enough to report them. These appear to be deaths after the vaccine in people age 65 or higher. 

While the FDA admits these adverse events they also claim they can’t confirm or deny a link to 

the vaccine. The same standard of not being able to confirm a link doesn’t seem to be used for 

receiving the vaccine itself, however. It seems people by default assume it works unless they 

have a mountain of evidence it doesn’t. Even then, it’s unsure whether any such evidence is 

being considered. 

 

Miscarriages 

 

 

 

  



 

 

 
16. Authoritarian Control and Censorship 

16. Authoritarian Control and Censorship 

It seems that that covid-19 has been utilized as an opportunity for some groups to gain 

power and control. 

“Your body, our choice.” 

 

 

The Biden administration was reported to have worked with Twitter and Facebook to fight 

covid-19 “misinformation” which some simply consider “information” and “free speech.” 

 



 

 

 
16. Authoritarian Control and Censorship 

 

 

Facebook flagged a page on the CDC website as being “false information.” Is Facebook 

trustworthy as an authority for the truth and qualified to interfere with health information? 



 

 

 
16. Authoritarian Control and Censorship 

 

More Facebook free speech intervention. Can Facebook prove they aren’t the ones misleading 

people? 

 

 

The media is telling people who have already had covid-19 and who already have immunity to 

still get vaccinated. Does that make sense?  



 

 

 
16. Authoritarian Control and Censorship 

 

What is the purpose behind Facebook’s information censorship? Does its staff claim to somehow 

know the truth better than the average Facebook user? If they intend to remove misinformation, 

how do they know with certainty that they aren’t censoring the truth, while actually promoting 

misinformation? Would that be considered a double standard if Facebook is guilty of the thing 

they claim to be against? 

For example, if it is true that covid-19 was produced in the Wuhan lab and it leaked out, now 

that Facebook has already censored this information and promoted the “wet market” theory, 

would they apologize or retract their misinformation, or, would they let the misinformation 

continue? 



 

 

 
16. Authoritarian Control and Censorship 

 



 

 

 
16. Authoritarian Control and Censorship 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
16. Authoritarian Control and Censorship 

 

 

Is it normal for government officials to threaten citizens with severe illness and death of they 

don’t obey and take an experimental injection? That threat ended up being false, as people who 

chose not to get the injection did not die in masses and did not overwhelm hospitals as claimed. 



 

 

 
17. Double Standards 

17. Double Standards 

Double standard by government? 

 

 



 

 

 
17. Double Standards 

 

If the Biden administration is concerned about public health, why do they intend to give out free 

drug paraphernalia? Is this a double standard since they demonized and tried to block the 

Nobel-prize winning medicine ivermectin? 

  



 

 

 
17. Double Standards 

Should we always trust authorities without question? Are they ever wrong? 

 

This is an ad from 1937 saying that asbestos is a “magic mineral.” This was commonly accepted 

at that time and was not yet known to be a carcinogen causing lung cancer. US government 

agencies were complicit and allowed this substance to be installed in countless buildings. World 

Health Organization estimates that half of all workplace-caused cancer was from asbestos which 

may have killed 100,000 per year globally. Given the imperfect track record, could people be 

mistaken by trusting US government with their health?xivxv  

 

 

 



 

 

 
17. Double Standards 

History of Ethics of Big Pharma Drug Companies 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
17. Double Standards 

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

 
17. Double Standards 

“Yes, but the vaccines are still safe though, right?” 

If the vaccines are 100% safe, then why does Pfizer have their own adverse reporting system 

website dedicated to their covid-19 vaccine? Why are the reports kept secret? And since the CDC 

already has a reporting system, why did they decide to use their own?  

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

 
Summary 

Summary 

To answer the question “Are ‘covid-19 vaccine’ safe & effective?” we reviewed dozens of sources 

of information, from the government, media, and from social media. We used the scientific 

method to review and analyze this information. Because there was evidence of tens of thousands 

being killed and millions injured from the covid-19 vaccine, we conclude that it not “safe and 

effective” as claimed. The red flags are everywhere. There is such a large amount of evidence 

showing it is unsafe through government reporting systems, media reports, social media and 

firsthand accounts, that we believe that those originally claiming the covid-19 vaccines are “safe” 

are intentionally lying.  

But why would someone wish to deceive others into taking an unsafe vaccine that could harm 

their health? The first possibility is greed. Those in power stand to financially benefit greatly 

from such a declared pandemic. Another possible explanation is for selfish reasons: some may 

assume that if others take it, that it might somehow make them safer, despite the evidence not 

supporting that. Another possible explanation is that some felt it was virtuous to follow orders 

and take the vaccine, as if it was a societal duty.  

Society has generally lacked compassion for those who choose not to take the covid-19 “vaccine.” 

Consider a frail elderly person who already had covid-19 and has natural immunity, has a heart 

condition, already takes other medication and doesn’t wish to risk her life to take an 

experimental injection. Or, consider a young child who, even if he catches covid-19, is practically 

in a zero-risk age category, so why would his parents want to risk his health to “inoculate” him 

from something he has practically zero risk from? People sometimes act irrationally and 

dishonestly when in fear, like scared animals in fight or flight mode. 

Why do some people consider others sick until proven healthy? Why are people so afraid of a 

virus that according to some statistics appears to cause less harm than the flu? For those who 

are afraid, why don’t they simply stay home and keep their distance from others instead of going 

in public and demanding that others stay home? Those who try to force others into compliance 

usually aren’t the ‘good guys’, are they? 

If people are so confident that masks protect them why don’t they wear more mask layers, rather 

than be upset at those choosing not to? Because the size of the virus is smaller than the holes in 

a mask and since people can breathe freely through the holes, why would the government 

demand such an ineffective cloth layer be mandated? 



 

 

 
Summary 

If the covid-19 “vaccines” worked, those with it would be immune from the virus and shouldn’t 

care what others do. Is it normal to accuse others who haven’t had a flu shot of giving you the 

flu? The covid-19 “vaccines” have not been proven to not stop the spread as originally claimed, 

nor has it shown to prevent anyone from catching the virus.  

Why would people blindly trust a relatively untested substance recently invented within a year, 

but automatically distrust a 40-year-old, FDA approved, Nobel prize-winning medicine with 

hundreds of positive studies? 

Why are people so afraid to investigate and publish the injuries and deaths from the 

experimental covid-19 ‘vaccines?’ Why does the mainstream media and social media filter and 

ban posts that question the effectiveness of the vaccines?  

Health ‘experts’ have flip flopped on wearing masks, whether businesses should be open or 

closed, and have disrupted and harmed people as a result. Why have congress members 

defended big pharma and given them immunity from lawsuits? 

Truth doesn’t fear being questioned; lies do. 

It appears that misinformation and greed could be related to the root cause of this problem.  

Each individual is responsible for his or her own decisions, not a governor, not the White House, 

not the CDC, WHO, or NIH, not congress people, not the media, not big tech social media, and 

not big pharma. Sadly, many have been harmed as a result of believing false information. 

 “…there are known knowns; there are 

things we know that we know. There are 

known unknowns; that is to say there 

are things we now know we don’t know. 

But there are also unknown unknowns- 

there are things we do not know we 

don't know.” 



 

 

 
Summary 

― Donald Rumsfeld 

  



 

 

 
Summary 

“This is all hard to believe. Where are other resources I can use for finding the truth?” 

The following documents have curated information similar to this document. You may also look 

up each endnote reference for this document. But overall, pray and ask God that you may know 

the truth so that you can best protect you, your family, and loved ones. May God bless you and 

equip you with the truth and good health. 

https://www.canadiancovidcarealliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/The-COVID-19-

Inoculations-More-Harm-Than-Good-REV-Dec-16-2021.pdf 

https://www.skirsch.com/covid/VaccineEssentials.pdf 

https://files.catbox.moe/7o1ja5.pdf 

https://covidvaccinereactions.com/ 

https://c19hcq.com/ 

https://c19ivermectin.com/ 

https://www.stopworldcontrol.com/report/ 

https://vaccine-police.com/ 

https://covid19criticalcare.com/covid-19-protocols/ 

 

 

“The further a society drifts from the 

truth, the more it will hate those who 

speak it.” – George Orwell 

 

 

 

https://www.canadiancovidcarealliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/The-COVID-19-Inoculations-More-Harm-Than-Good-REV-Dec-16-2021.pdf
https://www.canadiancovidcarealliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/The-COVID-19-Inoculations-More-Harm-Than-Good-REV-Dec-16-2021.pdf
https://files.catbox.moe/7o1ja5.pdf
https://covidvaccinereactions.com/
https://c19hcq.com/
https://c19ivermectin.com/
https://www.stopworldcontrol.com/report/
https://vaccine-police.com/
https://covid19criticalcare.com/covid-19-protocols/


 

 

 
 

 

Appendix: supplementary sources 

 

i https://archive.fo/d1Kss 
ii 
https://www.medalerts.org/vaersdb/findfield.php?TABLE=ON&GROUP1=AGE&EVENTS=ON&VAX=C
OVID19&DIED=Yes 
iii https://www.historyofvaccines.org/index.php/content/articles/vaccine-development-testing-and-
regulation 
iv https://journals.plos.org/plosbiology/article?id=10.1371/journal.pbio.1002198 
v https://www.healthline.com/health-news/leaky-vaccines-can-produce-stronger-versions-of-viruses-
072715 
vi https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/mainstream-media-fda-approval-pfizer-vaccine/ 
vii https://www.fda.gov/media/151733/download 
viii https://www.fda.gov/media/144414/download 
ix 
https://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/data_statistics/fact_sheets/health_effects/tobacco_related_mortality/ind
ex.htm 
x https://www.cdc.gov/alcohol/features/excessive-alcohol-deaths.html 
xi https://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/volumes/70/wr/pdfs/mm7034e5-H.pdf 
xii https://www.wnd.com/2021/09/4948785/ 
xiii https://www.cdc.gov/flu/pandemic-resources/1918-pandemic-h1n1.html 
xiv https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/asbestos-elimination-of-asbestos-related-diseases 
xv https://www.chemistryworld.com/news/why-asbestos-is-still-used-around-the-world/3007504.article 
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