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Dedication

We dedicate our book to those courageous physicians who have defied their medical and
scientific establishments, their governments, and other powerful authorities by offering patients
inexpensive, safe, effective, and lifesaving treatments for COVID-19 and who have dared to
speak out against ill-advised public health measures which have caused more misery and death
than the pandemic itself.

We further dedicate this book to three exemplars of these honorable physicians:

Peter A. McCullough MD, MPH
Elizabeth Lee Vliet MD
Vladimir “Zev” Zelenko MD
And we thank them for the inspiring and informative introductions that they have

generously written for our book.
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Important Notice
Our YouTube Channel is down and other platforms are threatened.
Stay in touch by signing up for our Free Frequent Alerts.
Go to www.breggin.com
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Availability of Lifesaving COVID-19 Treatment Guide and Doctors

Treatment for COVID-19 requires specialized medical knowledge and should begin as early as
possible, preferably at home before hospitalization is required, with guidance from a physician
experienced and dedicated to early treatment. Although almost entirely sparing young and
healthy people, COVID-19 can be very serious and life-threatening, especially to older people
and those with multiple medical vulnerabilities.

You can quickly learn about early treatment and access up-to-date medical consultants by
obtaining a free resource published by the Association of American Physicians and Surgeons
(AAPS) called 4 Guide to Home-Based COVID-19 Treatment: Step-by-Step Doctors’ Plan that
Could Save Your Life.' Here is the link to the AAPS early treatment guidelines booklet:

https://aapsonline.org/covidpatientguide/.

For a recent scientific review, see Peter McCullough et al. (2020)? written by 57 authors
with overwhelming support for early home treatment of COVID-19 in high-risk adults.?
According to Dr. McCullough, “Nutraceuticals given in a bundle, approved monoclonal antibody
infusions, intracellular anti-infectives, corticosteroids and colchicine, and aspirin and blood
thinners, depending on the patient, are assembled into powerful multidrug regimens to reduce
hospitalization by 87% and death by 75%.”*

By medical standards, this reduction of hospitalization and death is astronomical. It
confirms what frontline doctors have been reporting since March 2020. Withholding this
treatment has resulted in untold millions of deaths and is a crime against humanity.

Hydroxychloroquine and, more recently, ivermectin, given at specific stages in
combination with other treatments are often used. Also see Dr. McCullough’s landmark

testimony before the Texas legislature in 2021.°


https://aapsonline.org/covidpatientguide/
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The AAPS booklet guide and our book, COVID-19 and the Global Predators, do not
provide individual medical advice or prescribe treatment. Instead, we® provide an educational
service for patients, their families, and their doctors to know what options are available.

The AAPS guide is very easy to download and will almost instantly go to your email
inbox. While a contribution to AAPS is suggested, it is not required. We receive no
compensation for promoting this resource, although one of us is a physician and a member of
AAPS.

The AAPS guide is periodically revised to remain current. Its appendix provides contact
information to find physicians who offer relatively inexpensive preventive measures and early
treatment by telemedicine. The Association of American Physicians and Surgeons (AAPS) is a
politically conservative organization whose principles include “individual liberty, personal
responsibility, limited government, and the ability to freely practice medicine according to time-
honored Hippocratic principles.”

This book provides more information about hydroxychloroquine and ivermectin, their
benefits and suppression, but our book is not a treatment manual. Remember, honorable and
knowledgeable physicians are readily available to help you.

For your ease of locating them, here are the links to the physician resources in the

Appendix (p. 24) of the AAPS booklet called 4 Guide to Home-Based COVID-19 Treatment:

Physician Resource List by State
https://aapsonline.org/covidpatientguide/

Telemedicine Resources for COVID treatment
www.Speak WithAnMd.com
www.FrontlineMDs.com



https://aapsonline.org/covidpatientguide/
http://www.speakwithanmd.com/
http://www.speakwithanmd.com/
http://www.frontlinemds.com/
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Rather than go directly to these links to physician groups, we suggest you first obtain and
read the AAPS guide, and then seek a physician of your choice. Our book, COVID-19 and the
Global Predators, is not a treatment guide, and the prevention and treatment of COVID-19
requires an informed physician.

Introduction by Peter A. McCullough MD, MPH

Historians will write about the inexplicable medical response to the fatal SARS-CoV-2
pandemic. Doctors edged out of the circle of empathy responded to their acutely ill patients by
saying, “I don't treat COVID-19,” and were supported by the National Institutes of Health (NIH)
and U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA), both of which actively obstructed any early
treatment to sick Americans.

The media asked no questions and stuck to the narrative of reporting grim news and then
blaming the victims for not wearing masks or complying with directives. Censorship went from
covert to overt and the "Trusted Information Service" was announced as an explicit program to
filter out any negative information on vaccine development. All the while, “stakeholders” had
organized and were executing a highly profitable, controlling, and nefarious mass coronavirus
vaccination program.

The public had to be held in fear and pay a heavy price with hospitalizations and deaths
to fully accept vaccines that were not fully evaluated or safe, and were promoted coercively with
full indemnification to the manufacturers and those administering the injections. The only threats
to this plan were heroic doctors and journalists who risked it all to save as many lives as possible
and expose the emerging truths about SARS-CoV-2, the treatable COVID-19 illness, and

immunity enjoyed by survivors.
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Breggin is an intrepid scholar and is assiduous and methodological as he assembles all
the pieces to the puzzle. His research, carried out with his wife Ginger, is impeccable, and his
incisive approach sears the neck of those whose aim it is to wield power, control, and instill fear
among the world's wealthiest nations.

This book is a must-read-now to understand what is happening before our very eyes. Sit
forward with both feet on the ground and be ready for the most gripping nonfiction that just
rocketed into your library. What you will learn may save you and your family in the

turbulent times ahead.

Peter A. McCullough MD, MPH, FACC, February 2021

Dr. McCullough is Professor of Medicine, Texas A & M College of Medicine, Dallas, Texas. He is
an internist, cardiologist, and epidemiologist, and the editor-in-chief of Cardiorenal Medicine
and Reviews in Cardiovascular Medicine. He has authored over 600 cited works in the National
Library of Medicine and lectured across the world on contemporary medical issues. In 2020, he
testified before the U.S. Senate on the early treatment of COVID-19 and is senior author of the
most extensive scientific publications outlining the pathophysiological basis and rationale for
early ambulatory treatment of COVID-19. His methods reduced hospitalization and death by 85
percent, thus making the COVID-19 epidemic the largest avoidable source of suffering,
hospitalization, and death in modern human history. Most of the drugs and concepts formulated

by Dr. McCullough were available by early April 2020.7
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Introduction by Vladimir Zelenko MD

Mass Murder by COVID-19

The Breggins carefully examine the science and the facts of the tragic situation surrounding
COVID-19. I want to place these mass murders brought about by improper treatment and
withholding lifesaving treatment in their truly horrific context. The mismanagement of the
COVID-19 pandemic is akin to mass murder and the genocide of the elderly and infirm. The root
cause of this crime against humanity is the denial of man’s divine origin. Man is made in “the
image of G-d” and, therefore, his or her life has intrinsic value and natural rights. From this
perspective, it is self-evident that each individual life has sanctity, intrinsic value, and must be
preserved whenever possible. This is succinctly stated in the Declaration of Independence: “We
hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their
Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of
Happiness.”

In contradistinction to man’s divine origin, Darwin’s theory of evolution as well as
Galton’s ideas of eugenics touted the erroneous belief in the dominance hierarchy in human
genetics. This discredited pseudoscience aimed to improve the genetic quality of the human
population by excluding people and groups judged to be inferior and exalting those judged to be
superior. This is the ideological basis of the Nazis that used it to justify their torture and murder
of Jews, disabled people, and other minority groups.

Despite a plethora of scientific data, lifesaving information and access to vital
medications are being suppressed for the majority of the human race. This has so far led to the

tragic and preventable deaths of over three million people. The perpetrators of this historically
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heinous crime are motivated by the desire for power and control over the human race. These
modern-day slave masters believe that they are iibermensch (superhuman) with the right to
decide who should live or die.

The denial that the human race is made in “the image of G-d” invariably leads to the
slippery slope of moral relativism, which is governed by the principle of “the survival of the
fittest.” Therefore, the self-proclaimed tibermensch of this generation believe in their right to
effectuate “The Great Reset,” and “New World Order.” In order to facilitate “The Great Reset”
the World Economic Forum publicly stated their goals for the year 2030:

o You will own nothing and you will be happy.

o Whatever you want you can rent and it will be delivered by drones.

o The United States will not be the world’s leading superpower.

o A handful of countries will dominate.

o You’ll eat much less meat. An occasional treat and not a staple, for the good of
the environment and your health.

o A billion people will be displaced by climate change.

o We will have to do a better job at welcoming and integrating refugees.

o There will be a global price on carbon. This will help make fossil fuels history.

o Western values will have been tested to the breaking point.

In the last year, I have personally witnessed the tragic and preventable deaths of hundreds
of people from COVID-19. Despite a Samsonian effort to advocate for effective, safe, and
affordable prehospital treatments, my colleagues and I have been threatened and censored.

It is my supposition that this suppression of lifesaving information and medication is

mass murder. This crime against humanity has been willfully perpetrated by a group of
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sociopathic despots that possess a delusional “G-d complex” and perceive themselves as
superhumans with the right to enslave others.

It is my strong hope and prayer that they will be brought to justice in both the earthly and
heavenly courts.

COVID-19 and the Global Predators is an absolutely authoritative book describing the
root causes of the genocide and crimes against humanity that we are still living through. It is a
bright light of clarity in a world of dark confusion. God should bless Dr. Breggin and his wife

with good health and a long life. Thank you for this gift.

Vladimir “Zev” Zelenko MD, February 2021

Dr. Zelenko is the creator of Zelenko Protocol for the early treatment of COVID-19 which has
saved countless lives worldwide. In March 2020, his team was one of the first in the country to
successfully treat thousands of COVID-19 patients in the prehospital setting. He graduated
summa cum laude with a B.A. degree in chemistry from Hofstra University and received his
medical degree from the School of Medicine, State University of New York at Buffalo. He

showed the world how to successfully treat COVID-19.
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Introduction by Elizabeth Lee Vliet MD

The Breggins’ book on COVID-19 is a powerful wakeup call that our core freedoms are under
attack from all directions, including from medical institutions we previously trusted to guide us
saving lives during illness emergencies. The travesty of orchestrated suppression of lifesaving
medicines to treat COVID-19 has resulted in the societal murder of over two million people
globally.

This massive death toll has been horrific in the U.S., United Kingdom, Western Europe,
Canada, and Australia where physicians are still largely prevented from access to lifesaving
medicines and threatened with loss of license or prosecution if they go against bureaucratic and
political suppression of early home-based treatment.

Through it all, who is standing up for sick patients? During the pandemic, not one single
national leader in the pandemic medical response is saying: “COVID-19 is terrible, and I am
going to work with the best experts from many fields of medicine to find ways to treat the virus
early to reduce these hospitalizations and deaths, as we have always done with any viral illness.”

No national public health leader on the COVID response task force has ever mentioned
that physicians and patients could work together and treat people at home to prevent the high
mortality rate that came from waiting until people were critically ill and sending them to the
hospital to die alone. Their tunnel vision focus was and is solely on contagion control through
mask mandates and lockdowns, while waiting in fear for a promised experimental vaccine. Early
treatment at home remains a complete blank in every leadership conference and media
discussion.

Anthony Fauci, Deborah Birx, “experts” at CDC, NIH, and FDA have never treated a

single COVID patient and show absolutely no empathy for patients sick at home or families who



Breggin & Breggin COVID-19 Book Draft 6.16.2021 p. 17

lost loved ones. These individual human beings—with lives, loves, and a soul—have simply
been, and still are, dehumanized “cases” or “positive tests” or “deaths.” These national public
health officials have lost all connection with the Auman dimension of the disease crisis they have
been paid to lead as they pontificate on TV with their constantly shifting messages designed to
instill and maintain a fearful public to control people. Their lack of compassion and failure to
recommend early treatment was and is unconscionable.

Many of us on the front lines taking care of patients simply refused to sit back and watch
our patients die. We knew it was possible to prevent most of the deaths if we treated people at
home before they were critically ill. Cardiologist Dr. Peter McCullough and family physician Dr.
Zev Zelenko were two of the earliest pioneers and strong advocates for early home treatment and
both continue to lead the early home-based treatment approaches. We have worked closely
together sharing information and treatment approaches and speaking out in the media since
March 2020. I agree with the points in their cogent and powerful introductions for the Breggins’
book.

COVID-19 and the Global Predators is literally a must-read. I want to prepare and warn
you, however, it is not “easy” to stomach the enormity of true evil that unfolds as you read the
details of the Breggins’ thoroughly documented research, showing step by step how the global
predators knowingly weaponized the SARS-CoV-2 virus and suppress access to simple
treatments to push their mass vaccination agenda aimed at fulfilling their malevolent “Great
Reset” agenda.

Who are the puppet masters behind the curtain causing loss of life, loss of economic and

social stability, and loss of freedom? The Breggins’ book reads like a Machiavellian detective
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story as they explain who these global predators are and exactly what their intentions are for their
end game.

At times, you may feel overwhelmed by the degree of deadly decisions being made in the
shadows with full knowledge of disastrous consequences to people around the world. It is tough
emotionally to face such malevolence that took place prior to and during 2020, and continues to
occur daily.

Yet, you must face this reality: ONLY if you know the truth about what was done with
COVID-19 and how it is being used against us will you be able to take steps to defend yourself
and fight for your life and liberty. You can no longer sit back and depend on a doctor to give you
straight truth. You are going to have to be proactive and research your options.

In my search to find meaning in all this, I turned to a book I first read as a college student
and again as a medical student: Man's Search for Meaning by Viktor Frankl, MD. Dr. Frankl was
an Austrian Jewish physician and psychiatrist who wrote about living through and surviving the
pure hell of four Nazi concentration camps during World War II. As a survivor of the Holocaust,
he continued his career in psychiatry teaching Logotherapy—the therapy he developed focused
on helping people find their individual meaning and purpose in life. He touched the lives of
millions over his career.

At each point in my life that I read and reread his gut-wrenching, terrifying experiences, I
gained critical insights for my own life challenges. But it was during my own major adversities
as a physician-turned-patient—facing major spinal surgeries four times to avoid paralysis—that
his extraordinarily profound message struck my core like a lightning bolt: When all else is lost,
and all around us is devastation and death, the last human freedom is the freedom to choose one's

mental attitude in the face of adversity.
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Dr. Frankl's words have even more power as we face death and devastation on all fronts
orchestrated in the COVID-19 pandemic. I faced personal loss of loved ones, and I faced the
professional choice of letting my patients die if I gave in to the political and bureaucratic control
of my medical decisions. Or I could stand up to medical tyranny and risk my career while doing
my best to save lives.

I had additional choices to make. How would I use this adversity? What good am I able
to personally bring from it that will help others? My belief in God, my Christian belief in the
sanctity of life, and Viktor Frankl’s words all guide me daily. I continue to choose to stand with
my courageous colleagues to fight against medical and social tyranny. We continue to heed the
words of Dietrich Bonhoeffer, Lutheran minister ultimately put to death for fighting against the
Nazi evil:

“Silence in the face of evil, is itself evil. God will not hold us guiltless.
Not to speak is to speak. Not to act is to act.”

Together, we choose to speak. We choose to act. We choose to fight against medical and
social tyranny. Together, our group of frontline physicians have saved thousands of lives, using
early, home-based treatment with existing medicines we have safely used for decades. Some of
us lost jobs; some of us faced threats to our medical licenses; some of us lost hospital privileges
for treating patients outside the hospital. We have never stopped trying to help save our patients.

You, dear reader, now face that same hard choice:

Will you give up reading the Breggins’ book because it is difficult to face?

Will you simply read this book, set it aside, and submit to the "new normal" of the radical

globalists’ new restrictions on your life?



Breggin & Breggin COVID-19 Book Draft 6.16.2021 p. 20

Will you choose to let your mind be controlled by fear, becoming one of the prey for the
totalitarian Global Predators seeking to control us?

Or will you use the Breggins’ critical information to help you overcome the traumas of
the COVID pandemic?

Will you use this book to understand the battle ahead, plan your individual action to
restore your health, and regain your freedom to choose how you live your life?

Will you seek to find ways to live fully and find your new meaning and purpose in your
own life from the devastation and destruction that COVID has wrought in our lives?

Will you choose to get involved, face your fears, use your mind and energy to speak out
and help preserve all freedoms, and to change the world around you for the better?

The world is watching and waiting for us Americans to do exactly that.

Elizabeth Lee Vliet, MD

Tucson Arizona, February 14, 2021

Dr. Vliet is a board-certified independent physician, patient advocate, and proponent of medical
freedom, free of third-party and government interference in private medical practice focusing on
Preventive and Climacteric Medicine (www.ViveLifeCenter.com). Dr. Vliet is the coauthor of 4

Guide to Home-Based COVID Treatment. (www.CovidPatientGuide.com). She is also the author

of seven consumer health books, as well as many editorials on medical freedom and restoring the
sanctity of the physician-patient relationship. She is a recipient of the 2014 Ellis Island Medal of

Honor, and the 2007 Voice of Women Award from the Arizona Foundation for Women.


http://www.covidpatientguide.com/
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Preface. The Pandemic Is the Opening Salvo in the New War to Enslave Humanity

Our book, COVID-19 and the Global Predators, began with an inquiry into the source of
the obviously irrational, contradictory, and harmful public health policies implemented in the
name of COVID-19. Eventually it grew so broad and deep in scope that it now requires an

introductory summation of some of our major discoveries and conclusions.

A Basic Public Health Principle

A basic public health principle is, “The more society can function normally during a
pandemic—the better the people will manage and survive.” This policy was turned on its head
into, “The more society can be frightened, isolated, controlled, and suppressed—the safer it will

be from the virus.”

Denying the Origin of the Virus in American and Chinese Labs

From the start, the source of SARS-CoV-2 was denied, although it is the obvious product
of collaborative U.S./Chinese gain-of-function research, making deadly SARS-CoV viruses in
American and Chinese labs. The origin of SARS-CoV-2 is easily traced and documented in
multiple scientific publications, most of them funded in part by the National Institutes of Health
(NIH) and Anthony Fauci’s National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID).

Some gain-of-function projects funded by NIAID and NIH involved American
collaborations with China. Other NIAID and NIH funding continues to support individual
American and Chinese Communist researchers creating dangerous viruses. Fauci lied under oath
before a Senate committee when he said neither NIAID nor NIH funded gain-of-function

research conducted in China or the U.S.
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Ultimately, SARS-CoV-2 was released from the Wuhan Institute of Virology. Whether or
not it was done intentionally is a difficult question we will fully address and then draw
conclusions in Chapter 4.

NIAID and NIH continue to fund these deadly gain-of-function experiments in American
labs.® These experiments are the scientific justification for endlessly imposing SARS-CoV
vaccinations on humanity, even as the variants become less harmful and the need for vaccines
even less justifiable.

Other U.S. agencies have also contributed funding to gain-of-function research,
ominously including the shadowy Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA).
DARPA is a part of the Department of Defense. Research into making deadly viruses and
vaccines in the U.S. is inevitably connected to perpetrating and defending against biological
attack, much as it is in China.

Early on, the question arose, “Why would the U.S. support the Chinese Communist
biowarfare program by sharing advanced research and experimentation on making pandemic
viruses?”’

Eventually, we would find many of the basic explanations.

We Send Critical Information to President Trump and He Takes Action

In mid-April 2020, we published a blog and video about Anthony Fauci and NIAID’s
support of the seemingly treasonous U.S./Chinese Communist collaboration making deadly
viruses. We sent our blog and video up lines to President Donald Trump’s inner circle and two
days later the President cancelled all funding for U.S./Chinese viral research funding, although

we will find reason to believe that Fauci continues to find ways around this prohibition.
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This early success gave us hope for having a continued impact and we went to work on
what became COVID-19 and the Global Predators: We Are the Prey. Both of us have been
working hard for sixteen months, often up to ten hours a day, researching and gathering
information for our book from innumerable colleagues and sources. We have also been sharing
as much of our knowledge as we can with the rest of the world through written reports, media,

and circulating the manuscript as it developed.

Suppressing the Home-based Early and Effective Treatment of COVID-19

We soon learned that most of the relevant identifiable institutions in the West—NIH,
Fauci’s NIAID, the FDA, the CDC, WHO, the major and social media, the scientific and medical
establishments, the tech companies, the universities, governments and multiple billionaires—
were suppressing and continue to suppress the early and very effective treatments for COVID-
19.

Hundreds of honorable and heroic doctors were and continue to be threatened, risking the
loss of their professional careers, as they successfully treat COVID-19 patients. They are saving
lives with readily available, safe, and effective treatments for infection with SARS-CoV-2. All
the treatments are inexpensive, including hydroxychloroquine, ivermectin, and assorted
biological and nutraceutical approaches.

Peter A. McCullough MD, Elizabeth Lee Vliet MD, and Vladimir “Zev” Zelenko MD—
each of these three medical doctors are leading the early, home-based treatment movement, and
helping to save millions of lives. Each of them has honored us by reviewing our manuscript and

writing introductions to this book.
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We asked ourselves, “Why do the global predators continue to violently suppress early
home-based treatments, causing the unnecessary deaths of millions of people?”’

Then we found out why. There is a catch in the federal legislation called the Emergency
Use Authorization (EUA) that empowers the government to finance drug company costs for the
development of vaccines and to rush them onto the market at breakneck speed without standard
FDA approval as safe and effective. Under the EUA, the U.S. could not finance and rush through
the experimental and potentially lethal vaccines unless there were no safe and effective
treatments already in place.

Gates, Fauci, and the drug companies with their predatory investors must continue to do
everything in their power to discredit existing safe and effective treatments. At any time, if they
fail to suppress all effective treatments, their enormous ambitions for money and power from the
unwarranted experimental mass vaccinations will collapse like a flimsy house of cards.

Hydroxychloroquine-based home treatments reduce hospitalizations by 87% and deaths
by 75%, while ivermectin-based treatments may be as good or better.

But the global predators suppress these life-saving therapies to swell their wealth and
power by forcing unneeded, unproven, dangerous vaccinations on the entire world. As ghastly as
it seems, many of the most wealthy and powerful people and organizations in the world would
rather see people die without treatment than lose their much anticipated pandemic opportunity
to coerce all of us into being experimentally vaccinated while having the government cover their
expenses and protect them from lawsuits.

After reading this preface, Peter A. McCullough MD sent this important analysis to us on

June 28, 2021:
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We are more than six months into the largest mass vaccination program in U.S.
history. There have been no press briefings to the public on overall vaccine safety by the
CDC, FDA, NIH, or White House Task Force. The silence has been deafening despite
411, 391 adverse event reports to the CDC with 54, 606 urgent care visits, 23, 257
hospitalizations, and 6, 985 deaths as of June 25, 2021.° No analysis of these adverse
event reports has been given to our terrified citizens who are being forced to gamble their
health and their lives on unsafe, experimental vaccines or lose the right to exercise their
Constitutional rights to travel or to go work, to school, or to public and private events.

If there were complete reporting of every vaccine related safety event, the already
huge numbers of injured and dead from the vaccines would probably be 10-fold or
more greater. At this rate, since the launch of the mass vaccination program, there will
be more casualties and damage to the health of Americans attributable to the vaccines

than to the COVID-19 respiratory illness during that same period.

A Well-Planned Long-Term Strategy: Vaccinating the World for Wealth and Power

The deplorable, wicked actions by those in charge of COVID-19 became much more
understandable in light of the necessity of their preventing early, effective treatments for
COVID-19, while simultaneously rushing through highly remunerative experimental vaccines
under the Emergency Use Authorization. They were sacrificing millions of lives in order to
preserve their ability to get taxpayer financing and a free pass from the FDA to flood the world
with their vaccines at breakneck speed.

Learning that COVID-19 was about forcing humanity to submit to experimental,

dangerous, and costly vaccines, and to use that justification for increasing totalitarian power,
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opened up a broader understanding. Then we could begin to unravel the overall scheme for

exploiting humanity.

The Global Predator Network

We uncovered how a loose but coordinated array of billionaires, tech companies, public
health schools and authorities, major worldwide corporations, and their allies, had been planning
for at least four years to make a financial killing on what they defined and repeatedly predicted
as the inevitable and soon-to-arrive pandemic. Four years ahead of time, the globalists began
making massive marketing expenditures to prepare the world for accepting dangerously rushed
vaccination programs in the future. The propaganda splurge was stunning and before 2017 was
over, they were already predicting and preparing the world specifically for a SARS-CoV
pandemic through which to impose their vaccines on humanity at the first opportunity.

From as early as January 2017, the global predators planned for the financial windfall to
come specifically from making and marketing untried, highly dangerous mRNA and DNA
vaccines. They already had programs called “platforms” in the early stages of development with
Moderna and Pfizer that would, several years later in 2020, be named and unveiled as Operation
Warp Speed.

They globalists were also organizing and collecting a massive fusion of corporate,
philanthropic, and government financing which is the backbone of Klaus Schwab’s Great Reset
announced in 2020. They were already working with many world governments and agencies, and
huge investors, without any involvement of actual legislative bodies, courts, or citizens’ groups
placing restraints on them. Wielding so much power, influence, and money—they met nothing

but appreciation from people and organizations ambitious to have a piece of the action.
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From the start of COVID-19 in 2020, the collaborating globalists have included
America’s top tech corporations: Microsoft, Apple, Alphabet (Google and YouTube), Facebook,
and Twitter. Almost every single American billionaire remains deep in the predatory morass: Jeff
Bezos, Bill Gates, Warren Buffet (a partner with Gates until he recently resigned), Mark
Zuckerberg, the Waltons, Steve Balmer, Larry Page, and Michael Bloomberg. The more recently
crowned king of the billionaires, Elon Musk, has well-advertised ambitions for Tesla and other
products in the Chinese market. As Bloomberg Business recently declared,'” “Elon Musk Loves
China, and China Loves Him Back—for Now.”

Meanwhile, the coalition continues to include surrogates for the top predators. Two of
the most powerful are Anthony Fauci (very close to Bill Gates) and Tedros of WHO (also very
close to Gates and even closer to the Chinese Communists.)

This lockstep support of global predation includes the two premier American schools of
public health, Johns Hopkins and Harvard. The medical and scientific establishments are
marching into the future with the globalist predatory plans, including the most highly respected
medical journals, The Lancet, the New England Journal of Medicine (NEJM), and the Journal of
the American Medical Association (JAMA). All of them continue to fully cooperate with the
globalist predatory goals of exonerating the Chinese Communists, preventing early treatment,
and pushing experimental vaccines onto humanity. They participate in crushing the Western
democratic republics with draconian public health measures that disrupt individual lives, society,
and the economy.

All the old and supposedly “progressive” radio and TV media unflinchingly support the
global predators, while protecting Communist China. They include ABC, NBC and CBS;

National Public Radio; and CNN and MSNBC. Although getting shaky about it, they continue to
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reject the Wuhan Institute origin of SARS-CoV-2. They reject the truth as racist and
conspiratorial. They also back every new political oppression in the name of COVID-19,
including the worst actions of extremist Democratic governors. The Wall Street Journal, The
Washington Post, The New York Times and USA Today—the old establishment print media—
behave as one with their radio and TV counterparts.

Many, if not most, large American universities are also closely tied to global predators,
and surprisingly so, to the Chinese Communist Party. Chinese businesses and scientific
enterprises enrich the universities. The universities in return provide profits, patents, industrial
and military secrets, and training for Communist scientists in high tech, virology, and other
critical areas for national security. The situation is so bad that some universities are under federal
investigation for their ties to China and to the Chinese Communist Party.

Again, our book documents all that we are presenting in this preface.

Most of the world’s largest corporations and banks, regardless of their national origin, are
deeply involved in global exploitation. All of them salivate over current and future opportunities
to invest heavily in Chinese markets. They show no hesitation about working with a predatory
government that uses slave labor and they are happy to make money from Chinese enterprises,
such as those involved in surveillance and media censoring, that oppress the Chinese people. Nor
do they display any qualms about strengthening the world’s most threatening dictatorship which
is competing with America for dominance and developing weapons of mass destruction for use
against America as the last, great bastion of individual and political liberty.

Also supporting the global predators, we find key American politicians. Among there are
recent Republican presidents before Donald Trump and many top Republican establishment

leaders; the anti-Trumpers; and the Koch family. The entire progressive political establishment
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has become entwined with the highest circles of worldwide industry and finance and the Chinese
government. There can be no mistaking the intentions of the Chinese Communist Party—it has
always intended to reshape the world into a Communist empire with itself as the supreme ruler.
Any denial of the Communist goals by Western leadership is self-deluding and ultimately
suicidal.

Even Pope Francis has become a Communist collaborator. The Pope is taking millions of
dollars from China and in return giving the Communists the power to select Catholic bishops in
China. This has never been done before. Simultaneously, the Pope is pushing the Church as far
to the Left as possible.

Every global predator we could identify is financially wedded to and filled with
admiration for, not the United States or other Western democracies, but for Communist China
and totalitarianism. This ultimate realization from our research was totally dismaying.

COVID-19 policies have aimed at and caused a massive shutdown of Western economies.
The intention of the globalists has been to harm and intimidate democratic republics such as the
United States, Great Britain, Germany, and Australia. The ultimate goal is to vastly increase
top-down government, authoritarianism, and totalitarianism throughout the world.

The global predators want to stop the U.S. and other Western nations from impeding
their global predation. This menacing group includes most of the world’s billionaires and the
major institutions of the West, and it is backed by the Chinese Communist Party. This coalition
of evil could ultimately result in a thousand year reign of terror under the Chinese Communist

Empire.

We Discover the Master Plan!
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As we have already summarized, the entire plan for the fulfillment of these main
predatory goals was firmly established by 2017. More recently, we found the master plan that
was presented in July 2017. We found it shortly before publication of this book in the form of a
21-page detailed PowerPoint presentation made by CEPI to the World Health Organization.

CEPI is the Coalition for Epidemic Preparedness Innovations. It was officially unveiled
in early 2017 by Bill Gates, along with cofounder Klaus Schwab of the World Economic Forum
(WEF). The giant philanthropic health fund, Wellcome Trust, was also among the original
founders. The CEPI master plan, presented to WHO in the summer of 2017, was essentially
aimed at empowering each other to run the next pandemic and hence to govern much of the
world’s activities.

In the CEPI master plan, which WHO adopted, Bill Gates manages the vaccine
production and profits from the coming pandemic while WHO manages the medical and
scientific community. WHO’s major role became managing the pandemic in the interest of the
Chinese Communist Party and Bill Gates, two of the largest donors to WHO.

At its inception in January 2017, CEPI was already a massive organization that
epitomized the yet unnamed Great Reset strategy. CEPI take funding from governments,
philanthropic organizations, and billionaires, and then reinvests it into the pharmaceutical
industry, supposedly for the benefit of humanity:'!

CEPI is an innovative partnership between public, private, philanthropic and

civil organisations. It was founded by the governments of India and Norway, the Bill
& Melinda Gates Foundation, Wellcome and the World Economic Forum. Other
partners include multinational pharmaceutical corporations, the World Health

Organization and NGOs.
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CEPI is supported by several leading pharmaceutical companies with strength in
vaccines — GSK, Merck, Johnson & Johnson, Pfizer, Sanofi and Takeda, plus the
Biotechnology Innovation Organisation

CEPI’s complex partnerships, investments, and governances are transnational,

autonomous, and probably beyond the reach of most regulatory agencies.'? It goes into
partnership with and funnels vast amounts of money into the pharmaceutical industry,
including Chinese corporations.'* CEPI recently boasted, “By the end of 2019 CEPI had
a total of 19 vaccine candidates against five priority pathogens and three rapid response
platforms in its portfolio.”!* Bill Gates and CEPI could not have been better positioned to

make a fortune from COVID-19.

The Desperate Need for an Ideology Results in the Great Reset

With exceptions—such as the Chinese Communist Party and aggressive Muslim
organizations—most global predators have no strong ideological commitments. They are strictly
driven by personal ambition and the acquisition of wealth and power. They are not patriotic
toward any nation. They have no religion and most are agnostics or atheists, with many
identifying themselves as humanists or transhumanists. Their ethics are relativist, situational, and
tailored to meeting their greater goals. This vastly limits their ability to take over the world
because people who lack a strongly motivating ideology also lack courage and the required
determination to succeed or to die in the effort.

Many of the heroic founders of America believed they were fighting much more to fulfill
God’s purposes than for their own more petty ambitions. The signers of the Declaration of

Independence knew they were putting their names on their death warrant, should King George
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get his hands on them. Their dedication inspired me to write a little book for families titled,
Wow, I'm an American! How to Live Like Our Nation’s Heroic Founders.

For some modern global predators—including Bill Gates, President Joe Biden, and his
environmental czar John Kerry—their identified “intellectual” spokesperson is Klaus Schwab.
Schwab promotes the concept of the Great Reset—essentially a combination of predatory
capitalism and predatory progressivism working with predatory governments—while opposing
the principles of individual and political liberty and the world’s democratic republics. Schwab is
a lackluster leader and his philosophy is pitifully weak; but his Great Reset concept affords us
the ability to see what they have in store for us should they triumph.

The Great Reset aims to further empower people of great wealth and influence to use
docile top-down governments to exploit the world. In the process, it plans to distort human
nature and contemporary societies to create more conformist people. The newly engineered
human, this product of transhumanism, will happily live under their governance, despite crushing
deprivations of personal freedom and quality of life. Population control will help enable the
remaining people to have enough food and limited amenities, while preserving planet Earth by
reducing the number of human consumers and polluters.

Schwab spelled out all of the above in his 2020 book, COVID-19 and The Great Reset.
He acknowledged that the greatest threat to globalist ambitions are the patriotic, democratic
republics, especially the United States with its love of individualism and freedom. He admitted
that the nemesis of globalism was President Donald Trump.

In his book, Schwab warned that globalism was taking a beating from President Trump
and his America First policies. America was finally refusing to further empower Communist

China or to sacrifice American workers and businesses to the global economy and its politics.
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Schwab was hopeful, however, and boasted about using COVID-19 to further his globalist
schemes.

The global predators are neither idealistic progressives nor freedom-loving capitalists.
They are devoted neither to the common good nor to individual freedom. They are predators
eager to collaborate with anyone who shares the primary goal of controlling, dominating, and
exploiting humanity.

If the global predators succeed in further weakening America, until no nation remains to
resist them, they will be in for a shock. The global predators will not thrive under the Chinese
Communist Empire that they so avidly support. They will either slavishly serve the empire or be
extinguished. Meanwhile, a few patriotic democracies, led by a reinspired America, are the only

hope for the survival of individual and political freedom in the world.

What Can We Do Now?

What can you do? Read our book to learn more details about the global predators who are
threatening and weakening America while exploiting all humanity. Familiarize yourself with and
support the freedom-loving patriotic individuals and organizations who are joining together to
fight for the revival of America and other nations as democratic, constitutional republics. Get to
know the great numbers of us who are already working together to restore our nation and to
inspire other nations to stand up against the global predators and their major backer, the Chinese
Communist Party.

You will find yourself no longer alone. You will become empowered. You will make

wonderful new friends. Your life will take on new meaning when you realize you have a rare
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opportunity in history to fight for Western values, the Judeo-Christian traditions, and the

existence of individual and political liberty on Earth.
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PART ONE: ANTHONY FAUCI AND THE MAKING OF COVID-19

Chapter 1. Fauci, Globalism, and China: Discoveries that Drove Us into Action

There is a persistent sense of urgency, anxiety, and confusion in America that is unprecedented
in our lives and perhaps unknown since the War of Independence or the Civil War. In addition to
the overall personal, societal, economic, and political stress caused by COVID-19 policies and
restrictions, the pandemic continues to be used to justify the imposition of vast fear and
oppression on the American people. All this is being done in the name of public health, but it
represents authoritarian politics with worldwide ramifications.

As we tried to understand what continues to be happening to America during COVID-
19, we pulled on one medical, political, and economic string after another—and found ourselves
unraveling a coalition of global predators. They are individual billionaires, political leaders,
government agencies, giant corporations, industries, universities, the major media, the social
media, big tech, and even the international medical and scientific establishment. All of them
were and are actively benefitting from COVID-19 at the expense of the American people and
most of the world.

Nearly all of these globalist individuals and institutions are continuing to prevent
America and other Western nations from benefitting from the already available early treatment
regimens for COVID-19 that are safe, effective, and very inexpensive. The globalists want to
profit from COVID-19, in part by developing government-sanctioned, very expensive drugs and
vaccines that are potentially ineffective, dangerous, and highly experimental—and worth billions

of dollars.
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The predatory globalists also want to weaken America. When we are no longer in the
way, they can further impose their own agendas on humanity.

Meanwhile, something more threatening has been coming out into the open. Every time
we investigated one of these globalist individuals and institutions—and we will clearly document
this—they turned out to have strong ties to China and its ruling Chinese Communist Party
(CCP). China is a major and growing source of wealth, self-aggrandizement, and power for those
globalist parasites who feed on our ailing great nation. Much more to our surprise, the wealth of
China’s 400 billionaires increased by 60% from March to December 2020, greatly outdistancing
the rise in wealth among America’s 600 or more billionaires.

In addition, China has made stunning leaps in venture capital or unicorn technology
companies. > ByteDance, the owner of TikTok, is number one in the world with a valuation of
$140 billion. A ride-sharing and ride-hailing company, Didi Chuxing, is in second place, and its
rival ByeteDance in seventh.

We began coming to conclusions that others had reached before us'®—the Chinese
Communist Party is winning an undeclared war against the United States as part of its intention
to create a Communist Empire. Our window into all this began with investigating Anthony Fauci
and his scientific collaborations with Bill Gates, the World Health Organization (WHO), the
giant pharmaceutical industry, and ultimately China’s Wuhan Institute of Virology and the
Chinese Communist Party. Overall, the Chinese Communists are winning victories in multiple
sectors from drawing American billionaires into their orbit and transforming our universities
with their propaganda!” to financing infrastructures and technology in the poorest nations of the

world. '8
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Dr. Anthony Fauci Takes the World Stage

By now, nearly everyone has seen and heard Anthony Fauci on television. He is the
slender, smallish, older man with grey hair and a gentle smile who represents himself as the
authority on science in all matters related to COVID-19. For almost 40 years, he has been the
director of the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID), and he has become
the expert most relied upon for COVID-19 guidance. On the organizational chart, NIAID is
among the 27 institutes'® under the National Institutes of Health (NIH). Another institute under
NIH is the National Institute of Mental Health (NIMH), where early in my career I was a full-
time consultant for two years.

For many people, Fauci exemplifies the best in a scientist and public servant. We became
immediately suspicious of him because he carries himself as if he were the scientific “authority”
on epidemics and public health measures when, in fact, “science” and “authority” are
incompatible.

Science is an evolving human enterprise with many shifting viewpoints. Instead of
authorities, there are often conflicting, self-interested viewpoints. In the area of public health,
which is so chaotic and constantly changing with untold human factors involved, the idea of a
person who is an authority—or even worse, the authority—is untenable. Any person who
presents as a scientific authority is trying to compel you with arguments that are probably not
true and almost certainly not in your self-interest.

We were also concerned because Fauci often contradicted himself and was clearly
pushing the agendas of wealthy and powerful drug companies. But we never imagined that
tracking his activities would lead us to Bill Gates and then to what we now call the global

predators. We never imagined we would find Fauci directly funding projects making deadly
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viruses with American researchers openly and even proudly collaborating with the greatest
global predator of all, the Chinese Communist Party, ultimately fueling its chilling biological
weapons strategy called “unrestricted warfare.” None of this made any sense until we began to
understand the psychology and the goals that hold together this loose coalition of global

predators, each member pursuing its own agenda to the detriment of humanity.

Fauci Goes Fully Political

We skip ahead to October 31, 2020, only 72 hours before the presidential election day.?’
Some background on federal law helps us appreciate what occurred. The federal Hatch Act does
not allow government employees to “use their official title or authority when engaging in
political activity.”?! In addition, Fauci is a Career Senior Executive Service (SES) employee,*
which further limits his political activities:

Career Senior Executive Service (SES) employees are subject to further restrictive
rules and cannot engage in partisan political activities even during off-duty hours or
while away from work. These employees are largely limited to exercising the most
basic rights of civic participation, such as voting, making political contributions, and
expressing individual opinions.

In defiance of the Hatch Act, at that critical moment in American history, two days
before a highly contested presidential election, Anthony Fauci interfered with the election by
issuing dire warnings about COVID-19 and President Donald Trump’s handling of it. The
Washington Post, in obvious collaboration with Fauci and the global predators, offered this

threatening headline:**
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“A whole lot of hurt”: Fauci warns of COVID-19 surge,
offers blunt assessment of President Trump’s response

The Washington Post went on to repeat and explain the ominous headline:

“We’re in for a whole lot of hurt. It’s not a good situation,” Anthony S. Fauci, the
country’s leading infectious-disease expert, said in a wide-ranging interview late
Friday. “All the stars are aligned in the wrong place as you go into the fall and winter
season, with people congregating at home indoors. You could not possibly be
positioned more poorly.”

Fauci, a leading member of the government’s coronavirus response, said the
United States needed to make an “abrupt change” in public health practices and
behaviors.

The Washington Post clearly identifies Fauci as the leading government official, making
Fauci’s remarks anything but “personal,” and Fauci is explicitly calling for an “abrupt change” in
the leadership of the country, which is profoundly political.

Fauci’s extraordinary and terrifying, and patently illegal, warnings echoed and reinforced
those of candidate Joe Biden, who predicted in the second presidential debate that under a Trump
administration, we were facing “a dark winter.” This anti-Trump warning was also widely
carried in mainstream media.*®

Ironically, “dark winter” is a reference to a May 2001 wargame scenario conducted at
Andrews Air Force Base involving a limited smallpox biowarfare attack against the United
States. It was sponsored by the Johns Hopkins Center for Civilian Biodefense Studies.

The last-minute surge of dire threats about a second term for President Trump might have

been explained away as the final desperate efforts of Democrats trying to unseat the Republican
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incumbent. To us, it had become clear that something much greater and more ominous was going
on with no end in sight except the destruction of the United States of America.

Anthony Fauci of NIAID and Jeff Bezos, the owner of The Washington Post, are like-
minded participants in an international movement we are calling predatory globalism. The
alliance remains at present an informal governance; however, it has sufficiently shared goals and
more than enough power to withhold lifesaving COVID-19 treatments from America and much
of the world, while forcing us to accept destructive, counterproductive restrictions on our
personal, educational, business, and religious lives. In the process, these predators are vastly

increasing their wealth, glory, and power.

Discovering the US/Chinese Collaboration Making Deadly SARS-CoV Pathogens

Early in 2020, our attention was riveted on the gripping descriptions by overwhelmed
physicians struggling to help patients in Northern Italy.?” The anguished testimonials from
grief-stricken doctors made them seem like witnesses to Dante’s Inferno. Hospitals flooded
by a torrent of very sick and dying patients with doctors exhausted by a disease unlike
anything they had ever seen. Patients with high fevers and a pneumonia that seemed to
drown them from the inside out. Strange skin lesions that puzzled specialists. Blood clotting
so thick it stopped up needles as it was being withdrawn. The dying were unresponsive to
any known treatment and made worse by traditional ventilators.

As we began our research into COVID-19 policies and practices, we became
dismayed by the absence of any rational science to justify the shutdowns and to prevent the
use of the very safe and only useful medication available, the inexpensive

hydroxychloroquine—and now including ivermectin®®*—along with other therapeutics. But



Breggin & Breggin COVID-19 Book Draft 6.16.2021 p. 41

we remained reluctant to become involved in controversies that might distract us from our
lifetime psychiatric reform work. Knowing how much we have been attacked and censored
during our decades of shedding light on the aberrant behavior of the drug companies and my
psychiatric colleagues who serve their interests, we were also realistically afraid of taking
on more. The personal risks involved in throwing light on an even more widespread and

ultimately more catastrophic aspect of human corruption was daunting.

The Discovery that Ramped Up Our COVID-19 Work

Ginger Breggin unearthed a 2015 scientific publication disclosing something so bizarre
she could hardly believe it was real.>” The shock from what we learned from this single,
seemingly innocuous research study in a respected journal made us determined to develop the
Coronavirus Resource Center? and to participate in bringing sound science, ethics, and politics
to bear on COVID-19 policies and practices.

The disturbing paper, published in December 2015 by Vineet D. Menachery and his
colleagues at the University of North Carolina, was titled “A SARS-like cluster of circulating bat
coronaviruses shows potential for human emergence.”! The article showed that leading up to
COVID-19, the U.S. was collaborating with and funding two of China’s top gain-of-function
scientists making SARS-CoV pathogens.

Gain-of-function is a misleading euphemism for taking viruses out of nature and making
them more infectious or virulent, commonly turning harmless viruses into deadly human

pathogens capable of causing pandemics. The term should be gain-of-lethal-function.
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A follow-up paper in 2016 in the respected Proceedings of the American Academy of
Sciences>? listed no Chinese authors. Nonetheless, in the Acknowledgements it detailed how
Chinese and American scientists were continuing to work closely together to create what was
clearly a precursor to SARS-CoV-2. It was also a potential biological weapon.

The Acknowledgements to the 2016 paper begin by describing the Chinese contribution:
“ACKNOWLEDGMENTS. We thank Dr. Zhengli-Li Shi of the Wuhan Institute of Virology for
access to bat CoV sequences and plasmid of WIV1-CoV spike protein.” The Chinese were
working with us to insert the deadly spike protein into the otherwise harmless coronavirus to
enable it to penetrate human cells to cause a SARS-CoV pandemic. Like the 2015 research, this
2016 report was also funded by Fauci’s NIAID as well as other NIH institutes.

The word “coronavirus” is commonly abbreviated as CoV. SARS stands for Severe
Acute Respiratory Syndrome. The 2015 research paper was describing the laboratory making of
deadly SARS-CoV pathogens in collaboration with the Chinese Communist regime.

Coronaviruses are found in many animals and humans in numerous varieties, almost
always benign. The “corona” refers to the appearance of a halo under an electron microscope. A
few strains of coronavirus have been identified as a cause of mild and occasionally moderate
upper respiratory infections in humans, including many cases of the common cold.?* One strain,
retrospectively called SARS-CoV-1—far deadlier than SARS-CoV-2—had already caused a
highly lethal but quickly suppressed epidemic in 2002-2004. SARS-CoV-1 was a fact of recent
history that was largely ignored by the authorities and the media, and its origin—whether in

nature or in a lab—was never determined (Chapter 3).

The Funding of the U.S./Chinese Collaboration
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Along with National Natural Science Foundation of China, several American agencies
were funding the collaborative research. U.S. funders listed in the Acknowledgements included
Fauci’s “National Institute of Allergy & Infectious Disease,” the “National Institute of Aging of
the US National Institutes of Health (NIH ),” USAID funding through EcoHealth Alliance, and
“the National Institute of Diabetes and Digestive and Kidney Disease of the NIH.” We will
untangle these and other grants from the U.S. to Chinese gain-of-function researchers in Chapter
3, when we examine whether or not Anthony Fauci lied to Congress about them.

In the 2015 Menachery paper, in addition to the University of North Carolina, the
American researchers included representatives from Harvard and the FDA’s National Center for
Toxicological Research. This powerful group of American institutions and scientists were
collaborating with Chinese researchers from the Wuhan Institute on gain-of-function research
that was providing a scientific basis for China’s biological warfare program. Remember, gain-
of-function refers to gaining more dangerous functions, such as lethality.

One of the two Chinese coauthors of the 2015 collaboration was Wuhan researcher Shi
Zhengli,** who has been given the affectionate and respectful title of “Bat Woman.” Her name is
often spelled Zhengli-Li Shi in the scientific literature. She identified herself as from the
“Wuhan Institute of Virology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Wuhan, China.”* The second
Chinese author, Xing-Yi Ge, is among the top Chinese gain-of-function researchers. By involving
these two Chinese researchers in the making of SARS-CoV pathogens, we were directly involving
the Chinese Communist Party and the People’s Liberation Army in their development of the
basic science of viral biological warfare.

Anthony Fauci was the inspiration and persistent supporter of the U.S./Chinese

collaboration. Put simply, Anthony Fauci has been a huge benefactor to China’s Wuhan Institute
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of Virology, its projects, and its individual researchers. Anyone with knowledge of China would
realize that Fauci was ultimately funding China’s Communist Party, its military, and its
biological warfare program—with money from U.S. taxpayers.

The Wuhan Institute of Virology has long been known as “a center of China’s declared
biowarfare/biodefence capacity.”® Its current director is China’s “top military bio-warfare
expert.”*” No one can hold positions as high as the two Wuhan scientists working with potential
weapons without being closely involved with the military and under the absolute control of the
Chinese Communist Party (CCP).

The Chinese researchers worked actively with the virus in their own labs. The 2015
article described how “X.-Y.G.” and “Z.-L.S.” were assisting in the central processes of enabling
viruses to infect and damage the cells of living humans. Thus, the Americans and the Chinese
collaborated in learning how to make harmless coronaviruses into SARS-CoV viruses, one of

which the Chinese would eventually engineer into SARS-CoV-2, the cause of COVID-19.

We Reach Out to President Trump

On April 15, 2020, we published on our website breggin.com an analysis titled, “2015
Scientific Paper Proves U.S. & Chinese Scientists Collaborated to Create Coronavirus that Can
Infect Humans.”® We criticized the research as extremely risky in respect to potential leaks of
deadly viruses and in enabling the Chinese Communist Party to have and to develop biological
weapons. The next day, April 16, 2020, we followed up with a video on our YouTube Channel.
The title of the video declared “U.S. and China Collaborated to Make a Deadly Coronavirus.” 3

Almost overnight it had 40,000 viewers and numbers continue to grow.


http://www.breggin.com/
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Ginger and I sent links for the blog report and video to every scientific, media, and
political contact available to us, including some with close contacts in President Trump’s inner
circle.

Two days after we began our public disclosures, on April 17, 2020, a reporter at a press
conference asked President Trump about the funding of the collaborative project with China.*’
The President indicated he was already aware of it and said, “We will end that grant very
quickly. It was granted quite a while ago.” Then, on April 20, 2020, the administration demanded
“a list of all Chinese participants.”

Shortly after this, President Trump stopped the funding for research that was making
virulent coronaviruses in collaboration with China with its risks of accidental leaks and the
certainty of China making bioweapons from it. However, President Trump did not stop Fauci and
American researchers from conducting this research in the U.S. or with nations other than
China.

When asked in June 2020 by a Congressional committee why the grant had been
canceled, Fauci said that he did not know why.*!

This early success in helping to bring some sanity into the insane world of COVID-19
encouraged us to continue with our research and educational campaigns. We felt proud of our
mid-April blog/report and YouTube video exposing this ongoing disastrous collaboration
between the U.S. and China,** especially because it had a significant impact when President
Trump went over Fauci’s head and cancelled its funding.**

We discovered that, unfortunately, Fauci doesn’t go away easily.

Meanwhile, no major media we could locate, such as ABC News,* supported the

President’s decision to stop developing and sharing lethal biotechnology with the Wuhan
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Institute and the government of China. All of this began to make us wonder even more what was
going on. Why were we the first to blow the whistle on the obvious treachery involved with our
government funding collaborations with China on building deadly viruses? Why was there no
national display of outrage in support of President Trump’s cancellation of the collaboration?
We were beginning to see the larger implications of what was going on in America and the
world—and found it an almost overwhelming task to confront the depth of evil and the
horrifying threat to America. Nonetheless, having contributed to President Trump’s decision to

stop Fauci’s China collaboration inspired us to give our full attention to COVID-19 corruption.

Background for the 2015 Study

The research can be traced to an announcement by the University of North Carolina on
September 9, 2013, about a $10-million award from NIH to a program led by Ralph Baric.* The
purpose was to study and manipulate “highly pathogenic human respiratory and systemic viruses
which cause acute and chronic life-threatening disease outcomes.” The justification for this
ominous project was, among other things, to develop vaccines. The description said nothing about
how they were going to create these monstrous pathogens in the laboratory. As eerily unreal as it
seemed to us, our research for this book moved us inexorably toward the conclusion that COVID-
19 has always been about making fortunes from rushed-through vaccines while weakening
America and strengthening globalism.

Ralph Baric’s Fauci-funded research goes back years earlier to making infectious clones
of infectious human coronaviruses in September 2008. It was supported by grants from NIH and

from Vaccines for Global Health from the UNC School of Public Health. The study was titled,
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“Systematic Assembly of a Full-Length Infection Clone of Human Coronavirus NL63.”* Once
again, the justification for the research is the development of vaccines and other therapeutics.

Shortly after, in December 2008, another article was published from Vanderbilt and the
University of North Carolina, again with Ralph Baric.*’ They synthesized “a bat SARS-like
coronavirus,” a “SARS-CoV,” that infected live mice and “human ciliated airway epithelial
cells” in the lab. Human antibodies attacked the virus in the human cell experiments. There was
one Swiss researcher but no Chinese. Funding included Fauci’s NIAID. It makes us wonder how
many deadly SARS-CoV viruses have been engineered since 2008 and now lurk in laboratories
throughout the world.

The two 2008 publications indicate that interested globalists like Bill Gates had much
earlier signals that American researchers were able to create the makings of both a SARS-CoV
pandemic and vaccines for it. Two years later, in 2010, Moderna would be founded for the
expressed purpose of making RNA vaccines for coronaviruses. In 2015, Bill Gates would

mention in a video that he was already working with them (Chapter 15).

Early Recognition of the Origin of SARS-CoV-2

The actual origin of SARS-CoV-2 was quickly recognized by scientists soon after the
epidemic struck. In February 2020, a Chinese researcher published a study confirming the novel
coronavirus was man-made in a Chinese laboratory; soon afterward, the paper disappeared from
the usual search engines.* Other Chinese experts confirmed the high probability that the virus
came from one of their own labs.*’ Like so much else, it was “made in China.” Also, predictably,
China used our technology, but they did not have to steal it. In this case, it was given to them by

Anthony Fauci along with U.S. taxpayer money to further develop it.
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China’s Well-Known Commitment to Biological Warfare and Stealing U.S. Secrets

Western observers have known for some time that China has an aggressive biological
warfare program. A CNBC report™ citing John Demers on May 13, 2020, declared:

“Biomedical research has long been at the heart of something the Chinese have wanted
and something they have engaged in economic espionage to get,” according to John
Demers, assistant attorney general for national security. He told CNBC on Monday,
“It would be crazy to think that right now, the Chinese were not behind some of the
cyberactivity we’re seeing targeting U.S. pharmaceutical companies and targeting
research institutes around the country that are doing coronavirus research, treatments
and vaccines.”

The CNBC report was based on a May 13, 2020, FBI press release titled, People’s
Republic of China (PRC) Targeting of COVID-19 Research Organizations.>' The FBI gave
instructions to all facilities related to COVID-19 to increase cybersecurity. FBI director
Christopher Wray said in August that "no country poses a broader, more severe intelligence
collection threat than China," adding, "China has pioneered a societal approach to stealing
innovation in any way it can, from a wide array of businesses, universities, and organizations.">?

The tragic reality is the Chinese did not need to plant a secret spy inside our programs
that were making deadly coronaviruses. Fauci invited them in and helped to pay for their

personal participation and for their flagship research institute as well.

Chinese “Military-Civil Fusion” Guaranteed Fauci Was Funding China’s Military
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We have all heard about the Chinese government stealing technology from Western
companies that do business with China, and Fauci must have been aware of this when he
purposively enmeshed China in our research attempts to create pathogenic viruses. But unlike
most of us, Fauci had to be further aware that the China’s Military-Civil Fusion policy means
that American technological research in Chinese hands is automatically and inevitably shared
with their military.

Turning harmless viruses into lethal pathogens is a militarily important technology any
Chinese researcher or institute would be required to report to authorities in the Chinese
Communist Party as part of China’s Military-Civil Fusion. Faced with military superiority of the
United States— especially in combination with U.S. allies like Japan, Taiwan, and Australia—
pandemic bioweaponry is a relatively cheap and yet devastating weapon for China to possess. It
can be used as a deterrent or a threat. Anthony Fauci, his NIAID, and the umbrella organization,
NIH, have been colluding with China, providing that violent dictatorship with a significant
upgrade in its military threat to the United States and the world.

China’s overarching policy of Military-Civil Fusion means there is a constant and
required sharing of all civilian technology with the military.>® The U.S. Department of State has
specifically warned about the danger in an official release titled, What is Military-Civil Fusion
(MCF)?*

Military-Civil Fusion is a national strategy of the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) to
develop the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) into a “world class military” by 2049. Under
MCEF, the CCP is acquiring the intellectual property, key research, and technological
advances of the world’s citizens, researchers, scholars, and private industry in order to

advance the CCP’s military aims. The CCP is systematically reorganizing the Chinese
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science and technology enterprise to ensure that new innovations simultaneously advance
economic and military development.

In the same publication, Secretary of State Michael Pompeo warned, “If the Communist
Party gives assurances about your technology being confined to peaceful uses, you should know
there is enormous risk to America’s national security.”

Would Anthony Fauci have understood that the Chinese Communist Party and its
military were deeply involved in his funded research? Or is Military-Civil Fusion a new policy
that escaped his attention? Actually, the military’s seizure and use of civilian technology is a
policy that has been part of the Chinese government since Mao Zedong. A report from the Air
University of the U.S. Air Force stated:>

China’s Military-Civil Fusion program is not new. Every leader since Mao Zedong has
had a program to compel the “commercial” and “civil” parts of Chinese society to
support the PLA. It has gone by different terms, Military-Civil Integration, Military-
Civil Fused Development, etc. General Secretary Xi Jinping has elevated the concept
to Military-Civil Fusion. But in all cases, it is the “Military” that comes first. ...

Since Xi Jinping’s assumption of power, the role of the military, and the
importance of MCF have markedly increased.

The basic concept behind Military-Civil Fusion has been around at least since the early
1980s.5¢ Xi Jinping, who has placed increasing emphasis upon it, became General Secretary of
the Communist Party of China in 2012 and President of the People's Republic of China in 2013.
Individuals like NIAID director Anthony Fauci MD and NIH director Francis Collins MD must

be aware that they are funding the biowarfare program of the Chinese Communist Party when
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they fund Chinese researchers, research projects, and the Wuhan Institute in their efforts at

engineering deadly coronaviruses.

Was Fauci Innocent or Uninformed?

Was Fauci naive, innocent, or uninformed about the dangerous implications of his work?
That is not possible. Beginning at least as far back as 2012, there was growing concern in the
scientific community about the risks associated with making deadly viruses (gain-of-function
research), including the “hostile misuse of the life sciences” and the “wholesale militarization of
the life sciences.””’

The ongoing controversy is described by the Center for Infectious Disease Research and
Policy of the University of Minnesota: >

Amid the controversy, a group of 40 prominent flu researchers announced a
moratorium in January 2012 on further HSN1 gain-of-function research. The group
called off the moratorium on Jan. 23 of this year [2013], saying the pause had allowed
time for scientists to explain the potential benefits of the research and for governments
and others to review relevant policies.

The 40 prominent flu experts®® may have withdrawn their request for a moratorium
because of Fauci’s efforts to protect his NIAID-funded projects. However, in 2013, another
group, the Foundation for Vaccine Research (FVR), wrote a letter to President Obama asking
him to stop gain-of-function research:

The FVR letter was signed by the group's chair, Simon Wain-Hobson PhD; its
executive director, Peter Hale, and 15 other scientists. The list includes such

prominent names as Paul A. Offit MD, of the Children's Hospital of Philadelphia;
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Marc Lipsitch PhD, of the Harvard School of Public Health; Sir Richard Roberts PhD,
of New England Biolabs, a 1993 Nobel laureate; and Michael J. Imperiale PhD, of the
University of Michigan, a member of the National Science Advisory Board for
Biosecurity (NSABB).

In September/October 2012, a month before Barak Obama’s election to a second term,
Fauci, as the single author, published Research on Highly Pathogenic H5N1 Viruses: The Way
Forward.®® He documented in the abstract that scientists at the time had a voluntary moratorium
on his research:

The voluntary moratorium on gain-of-function research related to the transmissibility
of highly pathogenic HSN1 influenza virus should continue, pending the resolution of
critical policy questions concerning the rationale for performing such experiments and
how best to report their results. The potential benefits and risks of these experiments
must be discussed and understood by multiple stakeholders, including the general
public, and all decisions regarding such research must be made in a transparent
manner. (Bold added.)

Notice the reference to “multiple stakeholders, including the general public.” The
concept of stakeholders, as confirmed in Dr. McCullough’s pointed use of the term in the
introduction to this book, refers to the array of global predators working together on any given
project. Even in Fauci’s remarks, we see that “the general public” is just one among many. And
who represents the “general public”’? Undoubtedly, “experts” will represent them. Wholly absent
is the concept of a democratic republic in which the people, through voting and other lawful

means, control the major directions taken by society.
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Despite what Fauci says, we will find that he has assiduously avoided transparency, not
only on this issue of gain-of-function research, but also on any of his activities surrounding
COVID-19.

Fauci, in fact, was deceptive in the article itself when he stated:

Scientists working in this field might say—as indeed I have said—that the benefits of
such experiments and the resulting knowledge outweigh the risks. It is more likely that
a pandemic would occur in nature, and the need to stay ahead of such a threat is a
primary reason for performing an experiment that might appear to be risky.

The degree of controversy surrounding Fauci’s gain-of-function studies was considerable
in 2012 to 2014.%! The mounting data would undermine his contention that the greatest danger
was from a pandemic arising out of nature rather than out of human lab. We shall find that lab

leaks of pathogens far outweigh any spontaneous emergences from nature (Chapters 1-4).

Who Owns Moderna’s Vaccine and Other Globalist Entanglements with Vaccines

Fauci had to know years ago that any potential military technology shared with China
would go straight to the Chinese Communist Party and its military. If Fauci had thought about it
for a split second, he would have been compelled to realize he was acting treacherously toward
the United States.

What could motivate a person of such high stature in America to behave in this manner?
It cannot be poor judgment. He is much too shrewd, intelligent, and worldly for that. We believe
the simplest and most probable explanation is that Fauci participates in a widespread group of
individuals and entities who accept this behavior as normal as they pursue their global

enterprises to increase their wealth and power. Fauci is an exemplar of the implementers of
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global predation. All probably share his willingness to ignore or to sacrifice the interests of the
United States in the pursuit of wealth, self-aggrandizement, and power. Now with Joe Biden,
Fauci has a deep admirer in the Oval Office of the United States of America.

Are we suggesting Fauci became personally wealthy from his support of China?
According to Justia Patents, Fauci has a total of 12 patents pending or in effect.®> Many are
related to HIV, but there is an overlap with coronavirus research. We have found no information
demonstrating Fauci is or is not making money from them, but according to federal regulations,
he is limited annually to an additional $150,000 outside income.

Even if Fauci does not collect the patent profits, they would go to his NIAID which he
controls and whose power he wields. This is somewhat analogous to how Gates benefits from the
Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation. His investments through the Foundation continue to bring
more wealth and power to him as he grows the Foundation that he controls.

In a telling moment on TV on April 25, 2021, the interviewer on Meet the Press, when
saying goodbye to Francis Collins, teases him about not really being Fauci’s boss. He jests, “And

for those that are wondering, technically, [he’s] Dr. Fauci's boss.”%?

NIH and NIAID also own many patents surrounding the coronavirus and have made no
disclosures concerning how much money they make from drug companies or from governments
who use the Institute’s patented processes and viruses. It appears that NIH may be a huge
stakeholder with great financial interests in making money from vaccines. Indeed, NIH appears
to own a patent on Moderna’s vaccine!*

Under the Emergency Use Authorization, Fauci and his colleagues make “investments”
into pharmaceutical companies with our U.S. faxpayer money, but the investments are actually

gifts from us to them, since the money is an outright award. For example, Moderna, whose
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vaccine was highly touted in advance by Fauci, received a grant of nearly half-a-billion dollars
($438 million) from the U.S. Government Agency BARDA to accelerate development of its
vaccine.

In addition, the Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA) has pitched in
up to $56 million of taxpayer money for Moderna’s vaccine "to fund the development of a
mobile manufacturing prototype," which is designed to speed up vaccine and therapeutic
production.®® The grant is part of DARPA’s “Nucleic Acids on Demand Worldwide (NOW)”
initiative. DARPA is the premier government agency for secret cloak-and-dagger research and
may tie Fauci to the biological warfare sector of the military to which his research obviously
contributes.

Pfizer’s vaccine is the main competitor to Moderna’s, but they seem to be happily sharing
the predators’ largesse rather than competing. The Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation is also
heavily invested in mRNA vaccines, up to $1.75 billion as of December 2020.%” Pfizer and
Moderna’s mRNA vaccines were the first and second ones authorized by the FDA through the
Emergency Use Authorization.

As we will document in Chapter 15 and as reviewed in the Chronology and Overview
with Pandemic Predictions & Planning Events at the end of the book, early in 2017, Bill Gates
boasted that he was already involved in researching the manufacture of “RNA vaccines” for the
COronavirus.

The Chinese communists are invested in Pfizer’s vaccine, making them a most powerful
stakeholder. In a tangled web that we have been unraveling, Bill Gates is partnered with
Germany’s BioNTech,® which is partnered with China’s Shanghai Fosun Pharmaceutical

Group.® BioNTech is also partnered with Pfizer’>—all of them (the U.S., Germany, and the
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Chinese Communists) working together on mRNA vaccines. Once again, the U.S, global
corporations are bilking America while fueling the Chinese Communists with money and
dangerous biomedical knowhow.

Meanwhile, Bill Gates is deeply and directly invested in the Pfizer vaccine through stock
purchases in both Pfizer and BioNTech—leading one well-known investment advisor to “bet on”
Bill Gates and Pfizer.”!

The U.S. Government is also very much invested in Pfizer. In July 2020, the U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services and Department of Defense announced a $1.95
billion agreement with Pfizer to produce 100 million doses of a Covid-19 vaccine.”? On
December 10, 2020, the FDA announced it was approving Pfizer’s vaccine under the Emergency
Use Authorization. Notice something odd: the U.S. was hungrily buying up Pfizer’s vaccine
more than four months before the FDA approved it?”?

Fauci is close to Bill Gates and serves on his important vaccine committee. We do not
know what, if anything, he is paid for these services. A search of the usual internet sources about
the wealth of famous people reveals that Fauci is exceptional in his privacy. Since there is a
ceiling on how much federal employees can make from patents and other government-related
activities, it we will find that NIH and NIAID are the major beneficiaries of revenues from
patents held in relation to vaccine and coronavirus research by Fauci, Collins, and many other
science-oriented government employees. The Chinese Communists also hold patents in the
vaccine work on which they collaborate with U.S.

Setting aside corrupt financial gain, Fauci already has a government salary of $417, 608
with extremely good benefits and an amazing retirement. That’s a package probably worth in

excess of half-a-million dollars each year. Many of us could relax and enjoy the power of doling
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out billions of dollars to favorite corporations while hobnobbing with the like of corporate
presidents, U.S. presidents, and Bill and Melinda Gates. You can even become the “favorite
hero” of Julia Roberts and get an “Award of Courage” personally from her!”* Maybe his power
and fame, along with a huge guaranteed-to-grow salary, is all the man needs.

Maybe we will never figure out all of Fauci’s twisted motives. Does it really matter?
Among numerous American traitors to Communist regimes, many have lived modestly and
sacrificed their lifestyles and lives for the cause.”

We do know this: Fauci has greatly increased the wealth and hence the power of his
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Disease, as well as the umbrella organization, the
National Institutes of Health. He has wrapped himself in considerable glory and “partnered” with
billionaires and CEOs of great companies. That might be enough motivation to corrupt many a
man. There can also be hidden ideological motives. He has grandiose plans for authoritarian or
totalitarian governments to make humankind safe from viruses by limiting the activities of
people in nature, despite the grave cost to civilization. However, searching for motivation can be
a misdirection in complex situations like this where an individual is obviously sacrificing his
own country—and the wellbeing of humanity—for the benefit of another country, which is a
monstrous threat to humanity.

How deep is Anthony Fauci’s betrayal of America? As we further examine his conduct,
consider that Fauci is not nearly the most powerful of the global predators; instead, he is acting
on their behalf. Through Fauci’s words and actions, we will come to a fuller understanding of
how much globalist leaders in America and throughout the world are exploiting and undermining

our nation.
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Chapter 2. Fauci Builds a Reckless Research Empire and Lies to the U.S. Senate

Bat Woman, Shi Zhengli, whom we met as a coauthor of the Menachery et al. 2015 collaborative
project between the U.S. and China,’® continued to play a key role in the 2016 Menachery et al.
publication as indicated in their Acknowledgments. She was thanked for working from the
Wuhan Institute of Virology on the key “spike protein” that enables a harmless coronavirus to
become an invasive pathogen. Shi Zhengli was directly funded by Fauci through the EcoHealth
Alliance, confirming the ongoing close working relationship between the American and Chinese
researchers under Fauci’s watchful eye (See ahead in this chapter.).

Dr. Shi Zhengli is director of the Wuhan Institute lab that extracts these viruses from bats
and makes them pathogenic for humans. She has been fawned upon in the American scientific
media, accompanied by a chorus of denials by her, by China, and by the scientific community
that SARS-CoV-2 escaped from her facility.”” She is, in fact, an ambassador of lies for the
Chinese Communist Party.

Western scientists and scientific publications feel so deeply embedded in the global
research community, including and especially China, that they do everything they can to quash
criticism of the brutal Communist dictatorship. They go along with China’s refusal to
acknowledge the origin of SARS-CoV-2 in Chinese labs. We will find Bill Gates, who surely
knows better, publicly pandering to the supposed trustworthiness of the Chinese.

Xing-Y1i Ge, the other Chinese coauthor of the 2015 research collaboration, is also a
scientific powerhouse in China. He was the lead author of an important article in 2013 about the
laboratory process that led to SARS-CoV-2."® The 2013 paper is titled “Isolation and

characterization of a bat SARS-like coronavirus that uses the ACE2 receptor.” (Bold added.)
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It is worth slowly pondering the above title: The Chinese were openly writing about
removing and studying “SARS-like coronaviruses” from bats that can potentially invade human
cells through the “ACE2 receptor” in human beings. This study by itself removes the Chinese
origin of SARS-CoV-2 from the realm of “conspiracy theory” to the realm of scientific
likelihood. With U.S. cooperation, China was developing the technology to build innumerable

deadly SARS-CoV bioweapons, including ones more deadly than SARS-CoV-2.

Extensive Fauci Funding of the U.S./Chinese Collaboration

The three research studies we described as leading up to China’s creation of SARS-CoV-
2—one in 2013, one in 2015, and one in 2016—were among several funded by Fauci’s institute.
Peter Daszak, who heads an organization that was funneling money from Fauci’s institute to the
Wuhan Institute, was listed as an author on the 2013 paper. When Daszak’s EcoHealth Alliance
is listed as a funder, the money is being channeled from Fauci’s institute.

As a part of the research chain of events leading up to SARS-CoV-2, Fauci also funded a
2016 study from China involving about one dozen Chinese scientists,” nine of whom listed their
affiliation as Wuhan Institute of Virology. The one obvious Westerner among the many authors

was Peter Daszak.

Who Are Daszak and His EcoHealth Alliance?

As we researched the growing list of players involved in promotion and funding of the
collaborative research with China making deadly viruses, we found that the EcoHealth Alliance
is deeply involved worldwide with globalist organizations, many with huge resources and

influence, including The Lancet and the World Health Organization. The EcoHealth Alliance
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website offers the following information about the nonprofit’s influence and interconnection

with many of the biggest movers and shakers in the globalist community:®

O

Johnson & Johnson, the huge pharmaceutical company that has developed a
vaccine against COVID-19, and a globalist supporter of the UN 2030 goal.®!
Boehringer Ingelheim, which is the second largest animal health company in the
world.

At least 20 academic university “partners” from the U.S. and worldwide,
including China. Among the American universities are the John Hopkins
Bloomberg School of Public Health, Princeton, Columbia, UC Davis, and
Pittsburgh. Others include Saudi Arabia’s King Saud University, Thailand’s
leading Chulalongkorn University, and many more.

Governmental partners, including the CDC, NIH, United States Geological
Survey (Wildlife Health Center), as well as departments in Malaysia and New
York State.

Conservancy organizations, such as Future Earth, the Global Health Security

Agenda Consortium, and the Planetary Health Alliance.

Peter Daszak and his EcoHealth Alliance are primary worldwide drivers for gain-of-

function research. Daszak recently declared, according to his ally Bloomberg.com, that “viral

outbreaks are ‘happening more frequently, they’re spreading quicker, they’re killing more people

and they’re crushing our economies.’... He estimated there are 1.7 million unknown viruses in

the world. It would cost over a $1 billion to identify 70% of them, but it would be money well

spent, Daszak said.”®?> Such spending would also put money in his pocket.


Sallie Boyles
Has developed?
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Daszak and his organization are operating on the hypotheses that it is possible to track
down and identify most existing viruses—whether the host is an animal, a vegetable, or a
person—and humans can then prepare defenses against the viruses. Meanwhile, he ignores how
rapidly these and other unidentified viruses are mutating, much as we predicted and now witness
in the transformations of COVID-19. This is one reason why an effective coronavirus vaccine
has been elusive and may defy optimistic claims now being made.

Another of Daszak’s hypotheses or self-justifications is his claim that the intrusions of
humankind are disrupting natural habitats around the world and causing humans and wildlife to
encounter each other. This increasing intimacy allegedly leads animals and humans to exchange
pathogens more often. Unfortunately, in this burgeoning war against the viruses, Daszak, Fauci,
and the Chinese are making many, many more viruses with the potential for leaking from labs
and/or being released in secret or open warfare.

We shall document that the long-term “solution” for Fauci and other global predators is
to bring humankind “into harmony” with nature, a feat that involves a drastic shrinking of the
human population and a stripping of many of civilization’s most advanced and comforting
achievements. Meanwhile, as this chapter will demonstrate, the risk of a coronavirus in nature
seriously infecting a human being is barely worth consideration compared to the multiple
infections and escapes from research facilities, especially labs in China.

How difficult will it be to provide vaccines for the potentially toxic viruses in the world?
In a six-year period (2006-2013), a survey of bat virus research disclosed over 248 unique
viruses from 24 “viral families.”®* And that survey only covers viruses in bats.

It is time to call a definitive halt to gain-of-function research. Many well-funded

scientists will want to argue the need for this work. But their livelihoods, their reputations, and
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their self-worth all depend upon the continued financing of a field of science that is

immeasurably destructive.

Daszak and the Globalists Defend China

On February 19, 2020, The Lancet, one the world’s leading journals, published a letter by
a large number of professionals defending the Chinese from each and every accusation against
them in respect to COVID-19.%* The writers specifically denounce the “conspiracy” theories that
SARS-CoV-2 came from the Wuhan Institute rather than from nature or that the Chinese failed
to do everything possible to cooperate with the world.

As if offering a Communist manifesto for global scientists, they speak of “solidarity”
with “the scientists, public health professionals, and medical professionals of China, in
particular...” They describe China as a paragon of cooperative and honorable behavior.

The letter was secretly organized by Daszak, a man who actually funded the Chinese in
their making dangerous SARS-CoVs in their labs and who knew the Communists had a history
of accidental releases of these very same viruses (Chapter 3). It took Daszak only a few weeks to
organize the letter with nearly 30 signatures.

Overall, the fawning support of China demonstrates a spectacular allegiance to the
Chinese Communist dictatorship, even to the disregard of scientific truth and the safety of
humanity. Their loyalty is a tribute to the degree the Communists have bamboozled and
bedazzled the elite of the West, including a major journal like 7he Lancet. Indeed, we shall find
The Lancet attempting to insert itself as a leader among the global predators, not merely in

respect to COVID-19, but in the whole arena of global progress (Chapter 19).
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Fauci Justifies Dangerous Gain-of-Function Research

The main justification for engineering deadly viruses seems to be the goal of developing
vaccines for potentially deadly coronaviruses that might emerge from nature. Fauci is a strong
advocate for this, and he works closely with Bill Gates who is betting a chunk of his wealth on
vaccines for COVID-19. Fauci is on Gates’s high-profile international vaccine board called the

Leadership Council.®

We will find he is also extremely close with the pharmaceutical industry,
in which Gates is also involved, and that Fauci is willing and able to do anything to get their
COVID-19 drugs onto the market, however ineffective and dangerous they may be.

The following concept, held dearly by Fauci and other defenders of gain-of function
research and promoters of unlimited vaccine research , appears through the literature: “In
considering the threat of bioterrorism or accidental release of genetically engineered viruses, it is
worth remembering that nature is the ultimate bioterrorist.”%® To which Ginger Breggin replies,
“Nature is random—evil with purpose and intention is the ultimate bioterrorist.”

The creation of SARS-CoV-2 was an achievement and not an accident of nature. The
series of events leading up to the laboratory creation of SARS-CoV-2 required enormous
manpower and funding, and the overcoming of political obstacles, including a moratorium
placed on gain-of-function research by President Barak Obama in 2014, which we will further
describe. Fauci remained undaunted and managed to keep funding research in which Americans
collaborated with Chinese and hence the Chinese Communist Party, culminating in China’s

ability to engineer SARS-CoV-2 from bat viruses as part of their building a stockpile of potential

biological weapons.

Fauci Lies at a Senate Hearing in May 2021
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On May 11, 2021, Senator Rand Paul (R-KY), while questioning Anthony Fauci at a
hearing, pushed him about funding collaborative gain-of-function research with the Wuhan
Institute in China. Here is a report from the Washington Times,®” which we have verified from
the hearing video: *®

During a Senate hearing on the coronavirus, Paul first pointed to the work between
Baric and Shi as evidence of U.S. support for gain-of-function research in China.
“This gain-of-function research has been funded by the NIH,” Paul contended. “The
collaboration between the U.S. and the Wuhan institute continues.” He asked: “Dr.
Fauci, do you still support the NIH funding of the lab in Wuhan?”

Fauci, the director of the U.S. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases
and the chief medical adviser to President Joe Biden, replied: “Sen. Paul, with all due
respect, you are entirely and completely incorrect — that the NIH has not ever and
does not now fund gain-of-function research in the Wuhan Institute of Virology.”

He added: “Dr. Baric is not doing gain-of-function research, and if it is, it is according
to the guidelines, and it is being conducted in North Carolina, not in China ... If you
look at the grant and you look at the progress reports, it's not gain-of-function.”

Notice that Fauci emphatically denies that NIH, which includes his NIAID, has ever
funded Chinese gain-of-function research “in the Wuhan Institute.” More amazing to us, Fauci
goes on to say that Baric has not being performing gain-of-function research. In short, he is
denying any NIH funding of gain-of-function research.

In the following sections, we will look at NIAID and NIH funding of Wuhan scientists

working with Americans and Wuhan scientists working by themselves in labs in the Wuhan


https://www.washingtonexaminer.com/tag/china?utm_campaign=autolink&utm_source=internal&utm_medium=autolink
https://www.washingtonexaminer.com/tag/joe-biden?utm_campaign=autolink&utm_source=internal&utm_medium=autolink
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Institute. We will also document the collaboration that was taking place between the Americans

and Chinese in research under the direction of NIAID and NIH.

Evidence that NIAID and NIH Have Been Collaborating with and Funding Chinese Gain-
of-Function Research

In Chapter 1, we discussed the 2015 Menachery publication that includes Baric and two
Chinese Wuhan Institute researchers among the authors and participating researchers.®® They are
the “Bat Woman” Shi Zhengli and the highly respected Chinese gain-of-function researcher,
Xing-Yi Ge. These two Chinese researchers are the backbone of basic research for biological
warfare by the Chinese Communist regime.

The Acknowledgements to the 2015 Menachery article state that Fauci’s institute was
funding the gain-of-function research directly through NIAID and also from NIAID through
EcoHealth Alliance. Three specific recipients were named: Baric, Menachery, and Wayne A.
Marasco from Harvard.

Whether or not any U.S. agency gave money directly to the scientists from the Wuhan
Institute, the Fauci-funded Americans have invited the two top Chinese researchers for the
Communist regime into an intimate relationship with U.S. research. However, there is funding
from another American agency, USAID, which financed Zhengli-Li Shi through the
intermediary EcoHealth Alliance.

It is worth excerpting the Acknowledgements from this paper, which confirm that it is
considered gain-of-function:

Research in this manuscript was supported by grants from the National Institute of

Allergy & Infectious Disease and the National Institute of Aging of the US
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National Institutes of Health (NIH) under awards U19AI1109761 (R.S.B.),
UI9AI107810 (R.S.B.), A1085524 (W.A.M.), F32A1102561 (V.D.M.) and
K99AG049092 (V.D.M.), and by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
awards 81290341 (Z.-L.S.) and 31470260 (X.-Y.G.), and by USAID-EPT-PREDICT
funding from EcoHealth Alliance (Z.-L.S.). Human airway epithelial cultures were
supported by the National Institute of Diabetes and Digestive and Kidney Disease
of the NIH under award NIH DKO065988 (S.H.R.). ... Experiments with the full-length
and chimeric SHC014 recombinant viruses were initiated and performed before the
GOF [gain-of-function] research funding pause. (Bold and italics added.)

The “experiments” described are classic gain-of-function studies. We have included the
identification numbers of the grants because they can often be found through search engines on
the internet.

Summarizing, NIAID and NIH awards go to R.S.B., who is Ralph Baric at the University
of North Carolina. In the Senate hearing, Fauci denied that Baric was conducting or being funded
for gain-of-function research. NIH awards also go to VDM, referring to Menachery, who works
under Baric. Additional NIH funding goes to S.H.R., who is Scott H. Randell from a separate
department at the University of North Carolina. “Human airway epithelial cultures were” also

supported by NIH.

A 2016 Follow-Up Menachery Report Confirms Direct Involvement with the Wuhan Lab
A 2016 follow-up paper®® describes in detail how Chinese and American scientists were
working together to create what was clearly a precursor to SARS-CoV-2, and also a potential

biological weapon. Much like the 2015 paper, this one lists funding by NIAID and other NIH
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agencies. Although Zhengli-Li Shi is not listed as an author, she is thanked for performing very

important tasks in providing the “spike protein” from her lab that makes the coronavirus capable

of attacking humans:
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS. We thank Dr. Zhengli-Li Shi of the Wuhan Institute of
Virology for access to bat CoV sequences and plasmid of WIV1-CoV spike protein.
Research was supported by the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Disease
and the National Institute of Aging of the NIH under Awards U19AI109761 and
UI9AI107810 (to R.S.B.), AI1085524 (to W.A.M.), and F32AI1102561 and
K99AG049092 (to V.D.M.). Human airway epithelial cell cultures were supported by
the National Institute of Diabetes and Digestive and Kidney Disease under Award
NIH DKO065988 (to S.H.R.). Support for the generation of the mice expressing human

ACE2 was provided by NIH Grants AI076159 and AI079521 (to A.C.S.)

Fauci Funds Chinese Scientists in Their Own Labs

A 2018 paper by Wang et al.”! includes almost a dozen Chinese researchers, most notably
the “Bat Woman” Shi Zhengli and five others also from the Wuhan Institute. Joint authors
include Daszak from EcoHealth Alliance and several colleagues. Numerous American agencies
funded the research: “This study was jointly funded by the National Natural Science Foundation
of China Grant (81290341) to ZLS; the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases of
the National Institutes of Health (Award Number RO1AI110964) to PD and ZLS; United States
Agency for International Development (USAID) Emerging Pandemic Threats PREDICT project

Grant (Cooperative Agreement No. AID-OAA-A-14-00102) to PD.”
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PD is Peter Daszak and ZLS is Zhengli-Li Shi, also known as Shi Zhengli. Not only was
Fauci funding Chinese researchers inside the Wuhan Institute, he specifically funded Shi
Zhengli, who is the face of the Chinese Communist propaganda machine in the Western popular
and scientific media as well as a committed specialist in gain-of-function researcher. The factual
evidence utterly demolishes Fauci’s denial of funding scientists working in the Wuhan Institute
of Virology.

NIAID and NIH also funded a 2017 paper by a largely Chinese group led by Lei-Ping
Zeng, mostly from the Wuhan Institute, where the research was conducted. The NIAID funding
again went to Shi Zhengli (RO1AI110964), and NIH funding went to two other scientists, Shibo
Jiang and Lanying Du (R01A1098775).%% In addition, NIH provided antibodies to test on the
infected human cells.®® Four of seven authors are from the Wuhan Institute, including the first
two authors, Zeng and Xing-Yi Ge, and the corresponding author Zheng-Li Shi. The paper
describes very elaborate and highly technical lab experiments involving SARS-CoV-1 and
variants with which they infected human cell preparations and studied the effectiveness of
antibodies against them. This is gain-of-function research with the aim of testing antibodies
against pathogenic variations of coronaviruses.

A 2016 paper with many Chinese authors also confirms NIAID funding for Chinese gain-
of-function research. It is called “Isolation and Characterization of a Novel Bat Coronavirus
Closely Related to the Direct Progenitor of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus.” It
was published in the American-based Journal of Virology.”* As stated, “HHS | National
Institutes of Health (NIH) provided funding to Peter Daszak and Zheng-Li Shi under grant
number NIAID RO1AI110964.” This is one of multiple Wuhan Institute gain-of-function projects

that will lead to SARS-CoV-2.
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In 2015, a paper called “Bat origin of human coronaviruses” by Ben Hu , Xingyi Ge, Lin-
Fa Wang, and Shi Zhengli was funded by the National Institutes of Health (NIAID
ROT1AI110964). Three of the authors were from Wuhan Institute and one from a medical school
in Singapore. The paper is a review rather than a lab study but very relevant to gain-of-function
research in the researchers are involved.”

In addition, we found an earlier 2013 Chinese research publication, “Isolation and
characterization of a bat SARS-like coronavirus that uses the ACE2 receptor,” which was funded
by Fauci’s NIAID.”® The first author is Xing-Yi Ge and the last is Shi Zhengli, the same two
elite Wuhan researchers who were funded by NIAID in the 2015 Menachery gain-of function
research. They capture bats and experiment on them in their Wuhan labs. Most of the authors are
Chinese, but a few are not, including Peter Daszak. This 2013 article again illustrates that
Fauci’s NIAID and other NIH institutes were funding the Chinese Communist Wuhan Institute
gain-of-function research that was carried out entirely at the Wuhan Institute.

We were able to trace Fauci’s funding of EcoHealth Alliance further back to 2008 under
a group of projects called “Risk of Viral Emergence from Bats. °” The official NIAID summary
of methodology for each of these studies includes “using a range of in vitro techniques
(including infection in bat cell culture), examine the pathogenesis of these new viruses, and a
pool of available bat viruses which have not yet emerged in humans.” This, too, is gain-of-
function research.

In 2015, Fauci’s NIAID funded research on “Bat origin of human coronaviruses” with
four Chinese researchers, three from the Wuhan Institute and one from Singapore.”® The grant is
identified as “National Institutes of Health (NIAID ROA1110964)” and is not assigned to any

one researcher. The project, which includes a review of gain-of-function research, is written by
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Shi Zhengli with editorial help from the others. While this is not “lab” research, it is an all-
important research review.”
This review of Fauci-funded gain-of-function research is not comprehensive. We believe

we are only scratching the surface.

Fauci Is Accused of “Outsourcing” Gain-of-Function Research to the Wuhan Institute

In mid-2020, Fauci was accused of “outsourcing” gain-of-function research directly to
the Wuhan Institute to avoid Obama’s moratorium. We recently concluded that this accusation
has two flaws. First, the funding of the Wuhan Institute research was formulated before President
Obama’s moratorium in late 2014. Second, Fauci did not need to outsource; he simply continued
funding gain-of-function research in the U.S. in complete defiance of Obama’s moratorium as
exemplified by the Menachery et al. publications in 2015 and 2016 (Chapter 1).

Nonetheless, it is probably true that Fauci’s NIAID was directly funding China’s Shi
Zhengli in 2014. During the controversy about outsourcing, on April 28, 2020, Newsweek
investigated the charge and made the following observation: %

In 2019, with the backing of NIAID, the National Institutes of Health committed $3.7
million over six years for research that included some gain-of-function work. The
program followed another $3.7 million, 5-year project for collecting and studying bat
coronaviruses, which ended in 2019, bringing the total to $7.4 million. ...

The NIH research consisted of two parts. The first part [linked] began in 2014 and
involved surveillance of bat coronaviruses and had a budget of $3.7 million [from

Fauci’s NIAID]. The program funded Shi Zheng-Li, a virologist at the Wuhan lab, and


https://projectreporter.nih.gov/project_info_description.cfm?aid=8674931&icde=49750546
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other researchers to investigate and catalogue bat coronaviruses in the wild.!®! This
part of the project was completed in 2019.

A second phase of the project, beginning that year, included additional
surveillance work but also gain-of-function research for the purpose of understanding
how bat coronaviruses could mutate to attack humans. The project was run by
EcoHealth Alliance, a non-profit research group, under the direction of President Peter
Daszak, an expert on disease ecology. NIH canceled the project just this past Friday,
April 24th, Politico reported. Daszak did not immediately respond to Newsweek
requests for comment.

The words “first part” are linked to the 2014 NIAID project summary.'%? Shi Zhengli
does not merely collect bat viruses; she mainly manipulates and engineers them into pathogens in
the laboratory that she directs at the Wuhan Institute.

The summary for the 2014 NIAID project confirms that one of its purposes was funding
for gain-of-function research:

Test predictions of CoV inter-species transmission. Predictive models of host range
(i.e. emergence potential) will be tested experimentally using reverse genetics,
pseudovirus and receptor binding assays, and virus infection experiments across a
range of cell cultures from different species and humanized mice.

This is gain-of-function, Fauci-funded research was aimed at one specific scientist, Zen-

Li Shi, working in the Wuhan Institute.

Other NIAID Funding for Chinese Gain-of-Function Research


https://projectreporter.nih.gov/project_info_description.cfm?aid=9819304&icde=49645421

Breggin & Breggin COVID-19 Book Draft 6.16.2021 p. 73

Since Fauci seems to be distancing himself from all gain-of-function research, it is worth
reviewing NIAID’s history in this respect. Since 2014, NIAID has been giving money directly to
Peter Daszak and EcoHealth Alliance for “conducting laboratory experiments to analyze and
predict which newly-discovered viruses pose the greatest threat to human health.”!%* This
research project was shared with Shi Zhengli as a collaborator, as reported in Menachery’s 2015
and 2016 publications. Sharing research with her, and therefore with the Communist Chinese
Party, was at least as dangerous as funding her directly—which was also done by Fauci and NIH.

We found summaries for the seven grants from NIAID to Peter Daszak and EcoHealth
Alliance between 2014 and 2020 that involve obvious gain-of-function research, including
descriptions of creating “franken-mice” called “humanized mice” that are modified with human
receptors to enable them to be infected with human CoV: “Test predictions of CoV inter-species
transmission. Predictive models of host range (i.e. emergence potential) will be tested
experimentally using reverse genetics, pseudovirus and receptor binding assays, and virus
infection experiments across a range of cell cultures from different species and humanized
mice.” ' This is very dangerous gain-of-function research.

Here are some excerpts from the official NIAID summaries for this gain-of-function
research spanning 2018-2020: “These will be characterized to assess risk of spillover to people,
and a series of in vitro (receptor binding, cell culture) and in vivo (humanized mouse and
collaborative cross models) assays used to assess their potential to infect people and cause
disease” (2020); “We will use S protein sequence data, infectious clone technology, in vitro and
in vivo infection experiments and analysis of receptor binding,” (2019); and “Predictive models

of host range (i.e. emergence potential) will be tested experimentally using reverse genetics,
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pseudovirus and receptor binding assays, and virus infection experiments across a range of cell

cultures from different species and humanized mice” (2018).

More About Ralph Baric and Fauci’s Lies

When being grilled by Senator Paul, Fauci dismissed the idea that Baric’s North Carolina
research was gain-of-function. Fauci has a long history of supporting gain-of-function research
involving Baric, going back at least to a publication in December 2008 that states, “Synthetic
recombinant bat SARS-like coronavirus is infectious in cultured cells and in mice.”'% In this
study, a SARS-CoV-like coronavirus was cultured in ~iuman lung epithelium cells and in live
mice—a definitive gain-of-function study. The Acknowledgements give details that the National
Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases supported four of the authors, including Michelle M.

Becker (the first author) and Ralph S. Baric.

Conclusion that Fauci Lied to the U.S. Senate

Baric also has his name on the Menachery et al. 2015 and 2016 gain-of-function studies
and, indeed, he is the force behind that research at the University of North Carolina.

There is absolutely no doubt whatsoever that Fauci was lying when he declared neither
his NIAID nor NIH had funded gain-of-function research at the Wuhan Institute. Not only
NIAID, but also NIH has been involved. NIAID in particular has been funding research on gain-
of-function with coronaviruses at the Wuhan Institute since at least 2014. The funding often goes
directly to Shi Zhengli and sometimes it is awarded to other Chinese researchers. Some of the
research activities are conducted mainly or entirely at the Wuhan Institute, and at other times

they are centered in the University of North Carolina with involvement from the Wuhan
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Institute. Working together, Dr. Baric and a large team of Chinese scientists have developed a
SARS-CoV virus that is probably the deadliest we have documented. It causes an inflammation
of the brain (encephalitis) that kills franken-mice who have implanted human receptors for the

virus. %

Fauci and the U.S. Military
In a different context from “public health,” Fauci has expressed another justification for
this high-risk research in making pathogens. In Biological Weapons, Jeanne Guillemin, senior
fellow at the Security Studies Program at MIT, described Fauci’s two justifications for this
work—public health and military defense:
Anthony Fauci, NIAID's director since 1984, claimed that important discoveries
about infectious diseases in general could be made while investigating pathogens
that posed little or no current public health threat. For example, the study of
smallpox or Ebola might yield an antiviral drug that worked against other viruses,
or research on the anthrax toxins might yield an antitoxin with alternate uses. Fauci
compared the transition to counter-bioterrorism research to the development of
AIDS research in the 1980s, when the public and young scientists had to be
educated about its importance. He concluded that “there needs to be an accelerated
and sustained effort to draw more competent scientists/researchers into the field of
research on counter bioterrorism.”
Guillemin then criticized Fauci’s expressed motive of defense against bioterrorism:
NIAID director Anthony Fauci has advised that a whole new generation of

biologists should be engaged in the field of biodefense research. But increased
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numbers of scientists trained to work specifically with biological agents may in itself
pose a threat to civilian safety. As discoveries move from the laboratory to final
standardized products, more scientists and technicians will gain experience in animal
and human testing of new vaccines and drugs and other products. This experience
would presumably include tests and trials that simulate aerosol exposure during a
biological weapons attack. Yet biodefense expansion proceeded with little
consideration by scientists of its risks or why, after fifteen years of government
warnings of bioterrorist attacks, none had occurred. Apparently, federal funding for
technological solutions to bioterrorism largely precluded political analysis and action.

In other words, Fauci wants and gets to have his own way in conducting very dangerous
research free of restraint or oversight. Remember, biodefense is inseparable from biowarfare
because both depend upon making deadly viruses in labs. Fauci’s justification of his research for
“defense” purposes leads us to suspect that he has deep connections to the military-industrial
complex and intelligence agencies.

There is an even more puzzling aspect to Fauci’s avidly expressed interest in defense
against biological warfare. If defending America and humankind from epidemics is Fauci’s goal,
how can he justify going around Presidents Obama and Trump to collaborate with and to fund
Chinese virus researchers, the Wuhan Institute of Virology, and ultimately the Chinese
Communist Party and its military? Enhancing China’s ability to attack us is hardly a defense
against them!

None of Fauci’s behavior makes sense unless we view Fauci for what he is—an
archetype of the global predator who feels no genuine identification or emotional ties with any

nation or any specific religious or ideological viewpoint and instead remains forever devoted to
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increasing his own self-aggrandizement and his power, while adding a veneer of progressive
idealism to his nefarious activities. Without this lens of predatory globalism, so much of what is
going on in relation to COVID-19 remains clouded, but with understanding predatory globalism,

a great deal more becomes painfully clear.

Have Fauci and Daszak Created Their Own Military-Civil Fusion?

Peter Daszak’s EcoHealth Alliance appears to provide a nexus for bringing together
America’s own Military-Civil Fusion. On December 16, 2020, Independent Science News
displayed a telling headline: “Peter Daszak’s EcoHealth Alliance Has Hidden Almost $40
Million in Pentagon Funding and Militarized Pandemic Science:”!'"’

Four significant insights emerge from all this. First, although it is called the
EcoHealth Alliance, Peter Daszak and his nonprofit work closely with the military.
Second, the EcoHealth Alliance attempts to conceal these military connections. Third,
through militaristic language and analogies, Daszak and his colleagues promote what
is often referred to as, and even then somewhat euphemistically, an ongoing agenda
known as “securitization.” In this case, it is the securitization of infectious diseases
and of global public health. That is, they argue that pandemics constitute a vast and
existential threat. They minimize the very real risks associated with their work and sell
it as a billion-dollar solution. The fourth insight is that Daszak himself, as the
Godfather of the Global Virome Project,'?® stands to benefit from the likely outlay of
public funds.

The Department of Defense, at nearly $40 million, is the largest funder of EcoHealth

Alliance, followed by Health and Human Services (HHS), including the CDC, NIAID, and NIH.


https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/17441692.2012.725752?src=recsys
https://twitter.com/abc/status/1337799568885428229?s=21
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We suspect that one of Fauci’s most powerful defenders in his long tenure has been the military-
industrial complex, in particular, the Department of Defense.

How does any of this ultimately make sense? Why would so many powerful American
agencies and individuals—including politicians, bureaucrats, and scientists—tolerate and even
support Fauci’s collaboration with the Chinese Communist Party’s biowarfare program? This
widespread treachery only becomes understandable as we continue to delve into the dominant,
often-covert influence in the world today of predatory globalism backed by the Chinese
Communists. The final goal of the Communists is the weakening and then destruction of
America as a patriotic, free, and democratic republic that will thwart globalism and ultimately
the new Chinese Empire.

We did not imagine that this would be our conclusion—that the global predators, many of
them Americans, had no allegiance other than their belief that the future is with Communist

China. It is a conclusion that will be documented throughout this book.

How the 2015 U.S./China Virus Is Clinically Similar to Its Derivative, SARS-CoV-2
As already described, the collaborative 2015 virus and the Chinese version that created
COVID-19 are from the same SARS-CoV line made in labs from bat viruses. They both have the
characteristic human-engineered spike protein, making them capable of infecting human cells.
What struck me as a physician on first reading the 2015 research paper was the eerie
similarity between the clinical effects of the 2015 lab virus and those of SARS-CoV-2.!% The
2015 lab virus left younger mice remarkably unharmed but proved deadly to older mice or mice

with compromised immune systems. The virus showed a strong tendency to attack lung tissue in
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mice and, in the lab, it was also shown to invade human bronchial epithelium cells. It produced
weight loss in mice, one of the common effects of SARS-CoV-2 infection in humans.

Like SARS-CoV-2, the 2015 lab-made deadly coronavirus was resistant to all
standardized treatments, although it was not tried on the successful early COVID-19 treatments
described in this book and used by frontline doctors.

Then, in a warning for the future that still goes unheeded, the researchers were unable to
find an effective vaccine: “Evaluation of available SARS-based immune-therapeutic and
prophylactic modalities revealed poor efficacy; both monoclonal antibody and vaccine
approaches failed to neutralize and protect from infection with CoVs using the novel spike
protein.” In short, none of the available vaccines worked.

Much more threatening, when the available vaccine made of “inactivated whole SARS-
CoV” was given to older animals, they became sicker when exposed to their newly-minted
SARS-CoV. In the older animals vaccinated and then exposed to the virus, “augmented immune
pathology was also observed, indicating the possibility of the animals being harmed because of
the vaccination.”

The exaggerated immune response that erupts after vaccination and exposure to the virus
is one of the mechanisms that is now killing tens of thousands of patients around the world.
Instead of protection, the vaccine increased their vulnerability to become seriously ill. In
Chapter 11, which is about vaccines, we discuss how we warned about this vaccine risk in April

2020 after reading the Menachery et al. article. As we go to press, the tragedy is now unfolding.

Celebrities or Dangerous Enemies?
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Shi Zhengli, the Wuhan Institute scientist who plays such an important role in the
collaboration with American researchers, was made into a celebrity by Scientific American
online in April and in print in June 2020. The magazine’s headline touts her heroism: “How
China’s ‘Bat Woman’ Hunted Down Viruses from SARS to the New Coronavirus.” /7% It is
subtitled, “Wuhan-based virologist Shi Zhengli has identified dozens of deadly SARS-like
viruses in bat caves, and she warns there are more out there.” One might never have guessed that
the “more out there” were lurking not in bat caves, but in the even darker recesses of the Wuhan
Institute of Virology and other facilities in China, America, and other countries.

Scientific American’s purpose was “to address rumors that SARS-CoV-2 emerged from
Shi Zhengli’s lab in China.” This exemplifies the collusion between the global scientific
community and other predators, especially Communist China, with whom all or nearly all have
deep ties. Shockingly, they continue to do this even at the human cost of flooding the world with

additional pathogenic viruses from China’s unsafe research institutes.

A Scientist Speaks Out
In November 2020, Kamran Abbasi— executive editor of the respected British journal,
The BMJ—wrote a remarkable critique of the deterioration of science during COVID-19.!!!
Abbeasi titled his editorial, “COVID-19: politicization, ‘corruption,” and suppression of science.
When good science is suppressed by the medical-political complex, people die.”
Abbasi concluded:
Politicization of science was enthusiastically deployed by some of history’s worst
autocrats and dictators, and it is now regrettably commonplace in democracies. The

medical-political complex tends towards suppression of science to aggrandize and
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enrich those in power. And, as the powerful become more successful, richer, and
further intoxicated with power, the inconvenient truths of science are suppressed.

When good science is suppressed, people die.
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Chapter 3. Was SARS-CoV-2 “Made in China”?

Since early in the pandemic, the globalists have vigorously sang a loud chorus of “SARS-CoV-2
emerged from nature and not from a Chinese lab.” The major media, social media, scientific
journals, Bill Gates, Fauci, WHO, Communist China, and other global predators want us to
believe that COVID-19 must have been contracted from bats in nature, perhaps through an
intermediate animal host, and passed on to humans without any human tampering in the process.
This enforced conformity of worldwide opinion and communications has demonstrated the
colossal control that the global predators and Communist China exert over the most important
institutions of the Western world.

Very recently, Fauci and some of the press have begun to waffle about the source of the
pandemic. Facebook has ended its policy of censoring all attempts to discuss challenges to the
establishment theory.!!? However, we suspect the globalists will never fully and unequivocally
declare the truth that—with considerable financial and scientific help from the United States

government—SARS-CoV-2 was made in China and released from the Wuhan Institute.

There Are No Known SARS-CoVs in Nature and None Are Known to Have Emerged from
Nature

During and ever since the epidemic of SARS-CoV-1 in 2002-2004 in southern China, an
enormous effort has been made to find a SARS-CoV in nature. Yet no SARS-CoV has ever been
found in nature. Furthermore, no SARS-CoV epidemic or other emergence of SARS-CoV among
humans has ever been traced to nature but at least seven have been traced to labs, including

SARS-CoV-2.
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On May 20, 2021, after coming to these conclusions, we found a book-length scientific
that confirmed our conclusions. The treatise by Steven Carl Quay MD, PhD!!3 is dated January
29, 2021 and concludes, “SARS-CoV-2 is not a natural zoonosis but instead is laboratory
derived.”''* Quay concludes, “the probability a laboratory origin for CoV-2 is 99.8%” while “the
probability of a zoonotic [emergence from nature] is 0.2%.”

Other scientists have also documented in statistical detail that the risk of an epidemic
coming from a lab that is producing dangerous viruses is very high compared to a rare
emergence from nature. '

The problem is not deadly coronaviruses lurking in “nature”—the problem is Anthony
Fauci and the global predators whose interests and ambitions he serves by making SARS-CoV

pathogens in American and Chinese labs while feigning that the risk comes from nature.

SARS-like Coronaviruses
Efforts to find SARS-CoVs in nature have found instead what Chinese scientists call
SARS-/ike coronaviruses,'!%!!” but these harmless viruses would require intricate laboratory
engineering to make them capable of causing SARS or any other dangerous disease in an animal
or human. As one report summed up:'!®
In the new research, that held true again—none of the viruses from the cave by
themselves displayed the genetic traits of the SARS coronavirus that spread to humans,
infecting more than 8,000 people during the 2002-2003 emergency.
Even if the original SARS-CoV-1 did emerge from nature, it would then be a rare, one-in-

a-million occurrence from evolution. A second emergence from nature would also be a very rare


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Severe_acute_respiratory_syndrome
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event. By comparison, there is a vastly greater likelihood of additional future releases of an

engineered SARS-CoV from a lab, either by accident or intentionally.

Lab Origins of Seven SARS-CoV Leaks and Outbreaks
In 2004, WHO showed considerable concern about the security of laboratories around
the world, and especially in China. Very ominously, it noted that they had no idea how many
labs worldwide were storing SARS. Beyond that, the implication is that SARS are being
experimented with in labs, possibly creating new versions that have been resulting in lethal
infections in one or more of the accidental releases:'!’
The recent outbreak of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS) in China
which infected nine people and killed one of them is now over said WHO on 19 May.
The outbreak, which began in April at a laboratory in Beijing, has raised questions
about storing and handling the killer virus in laboratories.
The recent outbreak was the third of four SARS outbreaks associated with a
laboratory since 5 July 2003...
"The big question is: is it safe to handle SARS?" said Dr Cathy Roth from the
Dangerous and New Pathogens team at WHO's Global Alert and Response unit,
adding: "Countries need co identify all the laboratories holding the virus and to ensure
that all correct biosecurity measures in those labs are in place." Roth said it was
impossible to know how many laboratories across the world were storing SARS virus
stocks.
Of course, WHO would never say anything like that now. That’s practically a conspiracy

theory aimed at the abused Chinese Communists.
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Dangerous lab mistakes with pathogens are very common. A 2011 government review
found that between 2003 and 2009, a total of 395 incidents in American labs involved the
potential release of pathogens, with seven of incidents causing the infection of humans. '?°

The Wuhan Institute, which in 2015 became China’s first laboratory to achieve the
highest level of international bioresearch containment (known as BSL-4), had a well-known

record of poor security, 2!+ 122

making a dangerous leak highly probable. Numerous leaks of
other pathogens were also reported in December 2019 in China, around the time SARS-CoV-2
was leaked from the Wuhan Institute.!?} Indeed, leaks and other mishaps involving dangerous

124,125,126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132 as well

infectious agents had been occurring at U.S. CDC facilities,
as the United States Army Medical Research Institute of Infectious Diseases, in Fort Detrick,

MD, which was temporarily shut down by the CDC.!*

How Many SARS-CoV Escapes Have There Been?

More relevant than lab accidents in general, how many accidental releases of SARS-CoV-
engineered pathogens involving infected humans have there been from labs worldwide? The best
summary is provided by Martin Furmanski MD, PhD in “Threatened pandemics and laboratory
escapes: Self-fulfilling prophecies” published in 2014 in the Bulletin of Atomic Scientists. Here is
his summary,'** which we have verified from numerous sources:

SARS has not reemerged naturally, but there have been six escapes from virology labs:
one each in Singapore and Taiwan, and four separate escapes at the same laboratory in
Beijing.

A 2004 report from the China Daily described two of the viral leaks from the Beijing

lab: '35
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The small outbreak began in March and the World Health Organization declared it
contained in May. ... Official investigation shows that it is an accident due to
negligence.
The cases had been linked to experiments using live and inactive SARS
coronavirus in the CDC's virology and diarrhea institutes ... (Bold added.)
In at least two of the episode of escapes from the National Institute of Virology in
Beijing a few people were infected by a human carrier after leaving the facility. '3
Six plus one makes seven. SARS-CoV-2 is the seventh laboratory release. Since there
have already been so many accidental releases of deadly variants of SARS-CoV from labs, and
the odds of an emergence from nature are extremely small, it is reasonable to conclude that the
threat from a SARS-CoV made in a lab are monstrously larger than the threat from a natural
emergence from nature. It makes absurd Fauci’s claims to be protecting humankind with gain-
of-function research, when clearly, in itself, his research is the massive threat to humankind.
Even Bloomberg, on May 27, 2021, published an independent Opinion that described the
six SARS-CoV leaks or escapes, without mentioning that SARS-CoV-2, whether intentional or
not, is number seven, and SARS-CoV-1 may well be number eight. Bloomberg omits
mentioning SARS in the headline and instead buries this most important data toward the end of

the report.!3” The globalists still do not want the world to know the origin of SARS-CoV-2.

A Former Israeli Intelligence Officer Describes the LAB Origin of SARS-CoV-1
A very informed expert, Dr. Eyal Pinko,!*8 has stated:'*
At the Biological Weapons Conference held in October 2002, China declared that

it had never developed, manufactured, or stockpiled biological weapons of any kind...
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About a month after her declarations of the non-existence of biological weapons
research and development, the SARS epidemic outbreak starts in the city of Wuhan
in November 2002, which continued until February 2003. China reported to the
World Health Organization for the first time in the outbreak that the virus had
burst due to a virus treatment malfunction during a study at its research
institute.

It was impressive to see China’s ability to contain, treat, and overcome the
outbreak of the SARS epidemic in about three months. [Bold added.]

This is worth repeating: According to Dr. Pinko, China originally told WHO that SARS-
CoV-1 “burst due to a virus treatment malfunction during a study at its research institute.” The
Chinese were already doing gain-of-function research in 2002 with coronaviruses, and a deadly
variety of SARS-CoV escaped due to a malfunction in the lab. We have not been able to confirm
that statement about the report to WHO about a lab leak or the statement that SARS-CoV-1
began in a Wuhan research facility, of which there are several.

Eyal Pinko is a retired Navy Commander'*’ who served in the Israeli Navy for twenty-
three years, including two years in managing missile development programs and six years in the
intelligence branch. He has a PhD in Modern Naval Asymmetric Warfare and has received
Israel’s Security Award and other honors. He has written a detailed analysis of China’s
longstanding, systematic, and seemingly thorough involvement in developing biological
warfare: 4!

The Chinese strategic concept, called “Non-Contact Warfare,” holds that China must
fight its rivals as far away as possible from Chinese territory, with minimal risk of

Chinese forces, in order for China not to fight on its land.
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... China operates additional biological weapons institutes besides the Wuhan
Institute, all under the command of the Chinese military. ...

In order to develop biological weapons knowledge, China operates on several
levels. The first level is cooperation and knowledge transfer with other countries such
as Russia, Iran, and North Korea.

The second level is bringing experts from the Western countries to China and
their assistance in establishing research infrastructures and knowledge development
in China. (Italics added.)

We have tried to contact Dr. Pinko by email and by phone but have been unable to do so.
More recently, his email and phone number are no longer valid, and the report from which we

were quoting was subsequently taken down and we had to recapture it on the Wayback Machine.

Chinese Researchers and Workers Show No Fear of Bat Viruses

We now have strong evidence that Shi Zhengli and her colleagues who work in the bat
caves and in the Wuhan labs routinely handle bat excrement and endure bat bites without
bothering to wear much, if any, protective clothing and without being worried. An article
published by the Taiwan News on January 15, 2021, has the headline, “Video shows Wuhan Lab
scientists admit to being bitten by bats—Chinese scientists shown using little or no PPE while
handling bats in wild, samples in lab.”!4?

The Taiwan News article begins:

A video released two years before the start of the Wuhan coronavirus pandemic

shows Wuhan Institute of Virology (WIV) scientists being cavalier toward
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protective equipment and being bitten by bats that carry deadly viruses such as
SARS, demonstrating a lax safety culture in the lab.

On Dec. 29, 2017, Chinese state-run TV released a video designed to
showcase Shi Zhengli, also known as "Bat Woman," and her team of scientists
at the WIV in their quest to find the origin of SARS. Despite the fact that the
scientists work in a biosafety level 4 lab, they show a shocking disregard for
safety when handling potentially infectious bats both in the wild and in the lab.

From 4:45 to 4:56, a scientist can be seen holding a bat with his bare hands.
Team members from 7:44 to 7:50 can be seen collecting potentially highly
infectious bat feces while wearing short sleeves and shorts and with no
noticeable personal protective equipment (PPE) other than gloves.

The report also describes workers being bitten by bats and showing little concern:
He said that the bat's fangs went right through his glove, which was likely
nitrile. He described the feeling as "like being jabbed with a needle." The video
then cuts to a person's limb showing swelling after a bat bite.
According to the newspaper, the researchers and technicians do routinely get preventive
rabies shots before going into the caves, so they are aware of taking real threats seriously.
The Chinese would not act so cavalierly with bats if they did not know there is virtually
no risk of catching SARS-CoV from the cave dwellers. Zoonotic transmission of SARS-CoV is a
farce maintained to justify all the expensive and truly dangerous risks associated with

engineering harmless bat viruses into pandemic pathogens.
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When Fauci and others call for a stop to widespread human interference in nature, the
single most important measure would be to stop the Fauci-funded scientists from mucking about

in places like bat caves and then purposely creating pathogens in their labs.

SARS-CoV-1: More Deadly—But It Was Treated and Contained

The overall death rate for SARS-CoV-1 was in the range of 9%-10%, and the death rate
in people 65 and older was up to 40%-50% or more. Both rates were extremely high and
probably more than ten times that of SARS-CoV-2. 143 144

Perhaps, the high death rate of the original SARS-CoV-1 accounts in part for the
mistaken dire predictions initially made about SARS-CoV-2 in early 2020. Those exaggerated
predictions were also intended as part of the campaign to terrify the world population.

Fortunately, this earlier coronavirus epidemic like COVID-19 spared children and youth
to a remarkable degree. In Hong Kong, where 298 people died from SARS-CoV-1, with a high
percentage of death in the elderly, the mortality rate was 0% for children aged 0—14 years. For
COVID-19, death rates for children and youth are also at or near zero in the U.S. and around the
world.

During SARS-CoV-1 in 2003, only eight people in the United States had “laboratory
evidence” of the virus, and they had traveled from other infected areas, according to the CDC.'#
Because it made people so ill, and because it was less contagious, it was easier to contain than
SARS-CoV-2.

Laboratories quickly became able to study and to work with the virus, and on April 17,

2003, a team of scientists submitted the complete genome for a strain of SARS-CoV-1 to the
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CDC.'*® Whether they made the virus or it came from nature, given the high fatality rate, the

Chinese military must have thought they had the makings of a very potent biological weapon.

Doctors Did Their Best to Treat Without Government Interference

SARS-CoV-1 was a much deadlier virus than SARS-CoV-2, yet there was no attempt by
governments to tell doctors or patients what medications they could use. Like every other novel
disease in modern times, doctors were free to explore various treatments. Some patients were
helped in China, for example, with azithromycin and prednisone,'*” as they are similarly helped
today with SARS-CoV-2.

In this initial SARS-CoV epidemic, no public health official or government agency
prevented doctors from doing their best in the United States and seemingly not anywhere else in
the world. It was desirable for doctors to experiment with new treatments within the general
guidelines of medical experience with respiratory viruses. This is confirmed in the U.S. by an

Institute of Medicine report in 2004, 48

Secretary of State Pompeo: COVID-19 Originated in Wuhan Institute in Autumn 2019
On January 15, 2021, Secretary of State Pompeo released an official warning about the
Wuhan Institute’s history of deception in light of the upcoming WHO investigation.'*’ In the
document titled “Ensuring a Thorough, Transparent Investigation of COVID-19’s Origin,” he
declared:
Illnesses at the Wuhan Institute of Virology (WIV): The United States government
has reason to believe that several researchers inside the WIV became sick in autumn

2019, before the first identified case of the outbreak, with symptoms consistent with both
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COVID-19 and common seasonal illnesses. This raises questions about the credibility of
WIV senior researcher Shi Zhengli’s public claim that there was “zero infection” among
the WIV’s staff and students of SARS-CoV-2 or SARS-related viruses.

Unfortunately, Pompeo provided no information to back this important allegation. If it is
true, it hammers home the origins of the virus and China’s deceitful coverup, which includes Shi
Zhengli. However, the only published evidence we could find is a Harvard study of increased
traffic patterns surrounding the Wuhan Institute in the fall of 2019, along with increased reports
of patients suffering from flu-like illnesses along with diarrhea, which is not a symptom unique
to or characteristic of COVID-19.'3° The study by itself is not convincing.

Pompeo’s hope for an investigation of the origin of SARS-CoV-2 were in vain. Not only
is the Chinese Communist Party impermeable to investigations from the West, WHO inevitably
exonerates China. This was confirmed by WHO’s selection of Peter Daszak as a member of its
team of ten investigators.'>! We shall repeatedly meet Daszak throughout this book as the
world’s cover-up specialist for denying the origin of SARS-CoV-2, including his chairing a
similar commission by The Lancet aimed specifically at exonerating China and the Wuhan
Institute (see Chapter 19 for more about the Lancet and WHO commissions).

When the announcement of Daszak’s appointment to the WHO commission was made,
scientists “condemned” his participation, one rightfully claiming that Daszak’s conflicts of

interest “unequivocally” disqualified him. !

Chinese Were Actively Engineering Dangerous Coronaviruses Right Up to the Pandemic
We received additional confirmation that the Wuhan labs and the University of North

Carolina labs—the sites of American/Chinese collaborations that we helped to stop—were
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continuing to experiment with making coronaviruses up to the time of the SARS-CoV-2
outbreak in China.'> The collaborators were genetically modifying mice with human-like
receptors that made the mice infectable with SARS-CoV-2.

Ralph S. Baric, perhaps the leading American in gain-of-function researcher, was one of
the numerous authors. He was lending his name to this research published in the midst of
COVID-19—Ilong after the Chinese had begun acting like enemies toward the U.S.!>*

The Taiwan News reported on and released a video interview with Peter Daszak on
December 9, 2019,'5° describing the ongoing research. In the video, Daszak stressed the
importance of his “collaborations” with China, claiming science had to be conducted out in the
open. He said that over 80 % of his support came from federal funding. Contrary to naysayers
who say that making deadly viruses in labs is “too difficult” to be concerned about, Daszak
explained, “You can manipulate them pretty easily in the lab.”!%

The newspaper refers back to an earlier report by Daszak about making genetically
modified “humanized” mice that can be infected with SARS-CoV. These viruses can also infect
humans, and, probably for that reason, Daszak reportedly observed that humanized mice
experiments were more “dangerous” than other kinds of research. Yet these are precisely the
experiments that Fauci has been funding and led to SARS-CoV-2. Mice are humanized by
creating receptors for the virus that are similar to those in humans.

From an even more recent source, on July 9, 2020, Chinese researchers, along with one
American, published a collaborative paper describing how they made mice susceptible to SARS-
CoV-2 infection and how these mice developed full-blown COVID-19.!” They accomplished
this feat by creating genetically engineered mice with human-like receptors (ACE2) in their cells.

They reported, “In this study, we successfully established a SARS-CoV-2 infection model using
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these transgenic mice. In our results, the infected mice had two different outcomes: recovery and
death:”

The infected mice generated typical interstitial pneumonia and pathology similar
to those of COVID-19 patients. Viral quantification revealed the lungs as the major
site of infection, although viral RNA could also be found in the eye, heart, and brain in
some mice.

Their variant of SARS-CoV was unusually lethal to the mice, causing a generalized
inflammation of the brain (encephalitis) and death: “The infected mice that lost >20 percent body
weight maintained robust replication viral RNA copies in the lung and brain, although some
mice succumbed to lethal encephalitis” (p. 51). Encephalitis in human COVID-19 is rare.'>®

Seemingly blinded by their ambitions, the authors voice no concerns about the potentially
catastrophic results of an accidental release of infected mice that could then infect humans and
cause deadly encephalitis. Instead, they conclude in their Abstract, “Our results show that the
hACE2 mouse would be a valuable tool for testing potential vaccines and therapeutics.” The “h”
in hACE2 refers to its human origin.

The article has more than 20 authors, including one American, Ralph Baric, the
powerhouse behind the North Carolina studies that led to our informing President Trump and his
cancellation of the funding by Fauci. The “Bat Woman,” Shi Zheng-Li, is acknowledged as a key
person in the “conceptualization” of the study.

This ongoing research, published in 2020, was primarily conducted in the Wuhan
Institute and involved 18 of its staff. This once again makes clear that an accidental or purposeful
release of the original SARS-CoV-2 from the Wuhan Institute should have been seen as the

greatest likelihood at the onset of COVID-19.


https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S009286742030622X?casa_token=Mcgq6fS_k98AAAAA:tWlaD033rggR7syDunitDcOoXYfyYgHMT3u4xzUoK3Odw_Z9uFyxmZmAVK8AFPpa_Sbqcf75_A#!

Breggin & Breggin COVID-19 Book Draft 6.16.2021 p. 95

Suppressed Chinese Research Identified the COVID-19 Leak from a Laboratory

Botao Xiao and Lei Xiao are Chinese scientists with numerous scientific publications
who early in COVID-19 linked it to the Wuhan Institute. Botao Xiao'> received his PhD from
Northwestern University in 2011. He then became a postdoctoral research fellow at Harvard
Medical School from 2011 to 2013. From 2017 to the present, he has been professor at the highly
ranked South China University of Technology. Botao Xiao’s research was partly supported by a
grant from the National Science Foundation of China. The second author, Lei Xiao, is a
published researcher at the Hubei University of Technology in Wuhan.

On February 6, 2020, in ResearchGate publication, '** Xiao and Xiao review confirmed
the connections that we between China’s capacity to create SARS-CoV-2 and a series of research
efforts funded by Anthony Fauci and his institute. The Chinese authors, one of whom was
described as living in Wuhan, began by rejecting the idea that the virus came from a bat at the
city’s food market: “The probability was very low for the bats to fly [more than 900 kilometers]
to the market. According to municipal reports and the testimonies of 31 residents and 28 visitors,
the bat was never a food source in the city, and no bat was traded in the market.”

Xiao and Xiao documented that the Wuhan Institute was working with Chinese horseshoe
bats as a source of coronaviruses for gain-of-function research. They observed the Wuhan
“principal investigator,” Xing-Yi Ge, ¢! had already succeeded in making a SARS-CoV with
“the potential for human emergence” and observed, “A direct speculation was that SARS-CoV or
its derivative might leak from the laboratory.” Xing-Yi Ge was one of the two Chinese coauthors
in the Menachery et al. study of 2015. Thus, without intending to, Xiao and Xiao linked the new

pandemic to the main gain-of-function project funded by Fauci as an American/Chinese
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collaboration. Xiao and Xiao punctuated their conclusions, stating, “the killer coronavirus
probably originated from a laboratory in Wuhan,” and they urge greater safety measures.

After learning from the press that Botao Xiao had been “disappeared” by the Chinese
Communist Party, we searched the news and found nothing to indicate he was alive. On February 26,
2020, he reportedly sent a brief email to the Wall Street Journal,'* stating he had withdrawn his paper
because it was “not supported by direct proofs.” No one should believe his remarks. They easily
could have been involuntary or forged.'®> We hope he and his coauthor, brave and honorable scientists,
are alive and well.

After our initial investigation, we found that Botao Xiao’s scientific paper had disappeared

from ResearchGate, an uncommon phenomenon that a Fox News analyst commented on.'%*

Blockbuster Scientific Paper Barely Survives Globalist Censorship

Poorly covered in the U.S. press, the former head of MI6 reported in early June 2020 he
had seen an unidentified scientific paper that proved that SARS-CoV-2 was produced in a lab.!6
He also warned about the imbalance in what China was learning from our science establishment.

The scientific paper to which he referred was rejected from some journals and had to be
rewritten to remove “explicit claims against China.” It finally did get published by Serensen and
Dalgleish with a mouthful of a title that obscured the controversy, “Biovacc-19: A Candidate
Vaccine for COVID-19 (SARS-CoV-2) Developed from Analysis of its General Method of
Action for Infectivity.”!6

Remember, science has gone global, and predatory globalists reject all criticism of their

ally, Communist China. This means it is practically impossible, or perhaps entirely impossible,
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to get any scientific paper published if it tells the truth about the coronavirus story in a way that
implies that China is at fault.

When the Serensen and Dalgleish paper did come out, one newspaper happily concluded,
apparently relying on their own untrained eyes, that the report did not say it was man-made.
They were mistaken. The authors managed to sneak into their published paper their certainty that
it was engineered in a laboratory when they called it a “chimeric virus” in both the abstract and
the text. A chimeric virus is a man-made one.

Serensen and Dalgleish then go on to describe their own laboratory procedures similar to
those carried out in the 2015 collaborative paper involving both U.S. and Chinese labs. They
describe “insertions placed on the SARS-CoV-2 spike_surface” to enable it to enter into human
cells. (Italics added.)

Innumerable scientists should have been able to pounce on the Serensen and Dalgleish
article as an amazing confirmation; first, that the virus was created in a Chinese lab in the same
or similar fashion as the American-Chinese collaboration in 2015, and, second, that this
demonstrated SARS-CoV-2 was the result of a long series of gain-of-function lab studies by
Americans and Chinese scientists, many or most of them financed in part by Fauci’s NIAID. Yet
this manuscript, which we are widely circulating, and our book may be the first clear and full
discussion of this paper’s important conclusions and implications.

We followed another newspaper lead in which Dr. Dalgleish, the second author in the
above paper, stated he had one more coming out that was more direct in stating SARS-CoV-2
was made in a lab. We then located the paper titled, The Evidence which Suggests that This Is No
Naturally Evolved Virus: A Reconstructed Historical Aetiology of the SARS-CoV-2 Spike by

Serensen, Dalgleish and Susrud. The paper was typeset for publication but with no indication of
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the publisher or likelihood of publication by a journal. We cite it here!'®” in the hope researchers
will add it to overwhelming evidence that SARS-CoV-2 is a laboratory creation.

Now it now appears that the authors Serensen and Dalgleish may have an update to their
work coming out soon, describing how the Chinese retro-engineered SARS-CoV-2 in a
fraudulent effort to make it look as if it had an evolutionary history. '

Meanwhile, the nonprofit environmental group U.S. Right to Know (USRTK) in
December 2020 began publishing a series of disclosures about behind-the-scenes shenanigans
among researchers trying to dismiss the lab origin of SARS-CoV-2, including efforts to revise
their published articles to maintain the coverup in collusion with journals.!® The lock-step
effort of the scientific community to protect the Chinese Communist Party remained a
frightening source of bewilderment, and in earlier public versions of the manuscript for this
book, we said such actions would require further investigation by others. Instead, we delayed the
publication of the book to do a more in-depth investigation, tracking the lines of influence and
financial entanglements, which, in general, go to China. Many are described in the text and

others are summarized in the back of the book in the Chronology and Overview.

Why a Deadly Bat Coronavirus Jumping to a Human is Especially Unlikely
In defiance of common sense, a 2017 paper ominously titled, “Jumping species—a
mechanism for coronavirus persistence and survival,” Menachery gave his rationalization for
doing the dangerous research we would highlight and President Trump would stop:'”°
Zoonotic transmission [jumping from an animal to a human]of novel viruses
represents a significant threat to global public health and is fueled by globalization,

the loss of natural habitats, and exposure to new hosts. For coronaviruses (CoVs),
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broad diversity exists within bat populations and uniquely positions them to seed
future emergence events. In this review, we explore the host and viral dynamics that
shape these CoV populations for survival, amplification, and possible emergence in
novel hosts.

It is astonishing that Menachery and apparently all those associated with the research
claim to be heading off the rare event of a novel coronavirus jumping to and seriously harming
humans, while they themselves intentionally make it happen—creating a “jumper” virus in the
lab—while giving it wide distribution to labs around the world, including China.

The ability of the project to make a pathogen out of the coronavirus in no way indicates
there is even the slightest chance of the same thing happening in nature. After all, it took a multi-
million-dollar, several-year collaborative research effort involving many extraordinary
technologies and a large number of scientists from two nations, and additional help from others,
to purposely turn this harmless bat virus into a virulent one. Along the way, the process required
many intermediate steps, each step necessitating careful reasoning and considerable trial and
error, all with a very specific purpose in mind.

Unlike humans, viruses do not have conscious purposes. A virus living in a bat in a
remote cave does not have a purpose to evolve into a human pathogen. In an extremely rare
event, it may accidentally mutate into one that is contagious to humans, but the mutation would
have no adaptive value in the cave and die out. This is especially true in a cave where the only
human contact is largely confined to Chinese researchers.

If the chance of a virus spontaneously mutating into a human pathogen is infinitesimal,
then imagine how unusual it would be for that extremely rare mutation to find a human in a cave

to infect, thereby reproducing. As for infecting a vector animal who then infects a human, the



Breggin & Breggin COVID-19 Book Draft 6.16.2021 p. 100

probability of that additional step might even be more slight. Of course, bats do fly outside their
caves, but what’s the likelihood of flying into a human and biting it? Not much, unless the
humans are researchers repeatedly tampering with them, and they have on occasion bitten
researchers; but the victims of the bites do not seem much bothered about, as we have seen in
this chapter.

As already noted with multiple citations from 2004 to the present, there have been many
accidental releases and other dangerous mishaps involving potentially deadly viruses from
laboratories in China and the United States. The escape of a man-made virus, intentionally or
not, is infinitely more likely than a lone bat virus evolving into a pathogen in nature and then

finding a human host.

One Source Early Recognized the Origin of SARS-CoV-2

The Epoch Times was founded by Chinese dissidents and expatriates who fled
Communism. An investigative report filmed by the conservative newspaper includes American
experts and scientific citations from Chinese publications.!”! It came out June 28, 2020. In the
film, the Bat Woman, Dr. Zhengli-Li Shi, describes how she was appointed by the Chinese
government in 2003 to find the source of the 2002-2004 SARS epidemic virus. She found the
famous bat cave, 1,100 miles from Wuhan, and located ten families of SARS-CoV viruses
among the creatures.

She explains how she brought back “thousands” of samples to her lab in the Wuhan
Institute of Virology. After SARS-CoV-2 appeared, she feared it might have escaped from her
lab but personally compared it to all her samples—remember, she has thousands—and found it

was not from one of the SARS-CoV in her lab.
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The entire story sounds preposterous. The task of ruling out that the thousands of viruses
brought back to her lab from caves were not the source of SARS-CoV-2 sounds insurmountable.
More importantly, she completely avoids discussing the unknown but significant numbers of
SARS-CoV that she was engineering into pathogens in her lab, which are far more likely the
source of pandemic than the harmless viruses typically found in bats in nature.

In addition, the story strongly confirms that the origin of SARS-CoV-1 has never been
located. That increases the likelihood that SARS-CoV-1 was also a creation of a Chinese

laboratory under the constant supervision of the Communist Party and its military.

Overview of the High Risk of a SARS-CoV Virus Escaping the Wuhan Institute

(1) Estimates of accidental releases or mishandlings of pathogenic coronaviruses by
China are high,!7% 173 174, 175,176,177

(2) Fauci had to know the State Department, following two visits to the Wuhan Institute,
had warned in 2018 that the safety measures, specifically for coronaviruses, were inadequate. '’

(3) The first SARS-CoV appeared in China!” in late 2002-2003 with no known origin
and could probably originated in a lab.

(4) In 2004 there were four documented accidental releases of SARS-CoV from the
Beijing Institute of Virology.'%" 13! There was also one in Taiwan and one in Singapore.'®* These
six releases of SARS-CoV from labs, plus SARS-CoV-2, make seven documented lab releases
compared to zero documented leaps from nature. SARS-CoV-1 would make it eight releases from
labs with none from nature.

(5) The United States itself suffers from many episodes of dangerous mishaps with

pathogenic viruses, including from CDC labs.!* The gain-of-function research funded by Fauci
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at the University of North Carolina (UNC) at Chapel Hill has had six security lapses in handling
SARS-CoV.!8* ProPublica received the information through Freedom of Information (FOIA)

requests from NIH. It provides some grim details:

From Jan. 1, 2015, through June 1, 2020, the University of North Carolina at
Chapel Hill reported 28 lab incidents involving genetically engineered organisms to
safety officials at the National Institutes of Health, according to documents UNC
released to ProPublica under a public records request. The NIH oversees research
involving genetically modified organisms.

Six of the incidents involved various types of lab-created coronaviruses. Many
were engineered to allow the study of the virus in mice. (Bold added.)

If there were any doubt about it, the “many” experiments that “were engineered to allow
the study of the virus in mice” indicates gain-of-function studies—the creation of pathogens
from harmless viruses. According to a 2019 report in the Taiwan News which interviewed Peter
Daszak, early in 2015 he gave a report “Assessing Coronavirus Threats” in which he said that
“experiments involving humanized mice have the highest degree of risk.”!®

The following typical statement made by NIH to a newspaper about the much greater
likelihood of an “emergence from nature” than a leak from a Chinese lab is simply false.'%

"Most emerging human viruses come from wildlife, and these represent a significant
threat to public health and biosecurity in the US and globally," the statement read.
"Scientific research indicates that there is no evidence that suggests the virus was
created in a laboratory."

(6) In 2015, an article in Nature Medicine by Menachery et al.'®” reported the creation of

pathogenic SARS-CoVs from harmless bat viruses in a Fauci-funded collaboration between the
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U.S. and China, adding to China’s capacity to make them on its own. The 2015 man-made virus
behaved similarly to SARS-CoV-2 in that it killed elderly and impaired mice but spared younger
ones. The lab virus infected samples of human respiratory epithelium and was impervious to
treatment and vaccines.'®® Therefore, we know the Chinese had the capability of engineering
SARS-CoVs in their laboratories.

(7) Soon after the start of the epidemic in China, Chinese researchers proved the virus was
man-made by comparing it to natural, unmodified coronaviruses and those made to penetrate
human cells, which requires special laboratory modifications and were being worked on by the
Chinese military.!® Another group of Chinese researchers proved the virus was man-made by
comparing it to natural, unmodified coronaviruses and those made to penetrate human cells,
which requires special laboratory modifications and were being worked on by the Chinese
military. '

(8) More recently, Dr. Yan, who escaped from China, and her colleagues published a
paper linking SARS-CoV-2 to a chain of Chinese and American research going back to 2013 and
to the Wuhan Institute (See Chapter 4 for more about Dr. Yan).!°! The research studies they cited
were funded by Fauci directly through his NIAID and indirectly through Peter Daszak’s
EcoHealth Alliance. Yan and her colleagues confirmed that Chinese scientists now have no
serious impediments to making these viruses.!*>!* They estimate China now has the largest
storehouse of coronavirus bioweapons in the world.'**

(9) More than 20 Chinese scientists, nearly all from the Wuhan Institute, published a
paper in July 2020 in Cell documenting their ability to genetically engineer mice who were then
infected with SARS-CoV-2 and displayed unusually severe and lethal cases of COVID-19. This

confirmed China’s continuing determination and capability to conduct dangerous virus research
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with grave military implications.!'®> The Bat Woman, Shi Zhengli, was listed as the final author,
reflecting her role as lab director. Ralph Baric, the scientist behind America’s gain-of-function
program, collaborated with the Chinese on this high-risk project that was directly tied to the
Chinese military through the policy of Military-Civil Fusion.

(10) After the original 2002-2004 SARS-CoV epidemic, if there was a leap from nature
to humankind causing COVID-19, the odds would have been infinitesimal for evolution causing
it compared to the high risk of an accidental or intentional release from Chinese labs.!?®

(11) The Wuhan market China officially described as the source of SARS-CoV-2 does
not sell bats, and there are no such colonies within hundreds of miles. Scientific papers have
shown the virus infected humans much earlier than originally thought with no connection to the
market. "’

(12) The cavalier manner in which Chinese researchers go unprotected into bat caves and
in their labs, handling feces and even sustaining bites, confirms they have no fear of being
infected with SARS-CoV from direct contact with bats. The fear of transmission from nature is
concocted to justify highly dangerous research on creating SARS-CoV pathogens in the lab.

The almost universal efforts of the scientific community to protect China and its
Communist Party in respect to the origins of the pandemic from within their laboratories has
included the collaboration of key figures like Fauci and Gates, worldwide scientists, the most
highly reputed scientific journals such as The Lancet, the mainstream media, and larger
organizational structures such as WHO, the CDC, and NIH. This blight indicates a degree of
collaborating corruption that boggles the mind.

We have only begun to grasp the size of this successful corruption of the scientific

community and its transformation into an ally of the greatest global predator of all, Communist
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China, with its cunning, violent dictatorship. It speaks to the invasiveness of the Chinese
Communist Party into Western culture and science, and the willingness of our society to sacrifice
itself and its highest values on behalf of forces that remain evil beyond our understanding and
even our imagination.

Now we turn to the largely untouchable question, “Did China purposely release SARS-

CoV-2?7”
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Chapter 4. Did China Intentionally Unleash COVID-19 on the World?

The Wuhan Institute has been known as “a center of China’s declared
biowarfare/biodefense capacity.”!?® Its director is Chen Wei, a Major General in the People’s
Liberation Army, and China’s top bioweapons expert.'*® In January 2020, she was appointed head
of the Wuhan Institute of Virology. The media almost never mentions that the Wuhan Institute is
fundamentally a biowarfare military research facility.

China’s policy of Military-Civil Fusion, described in Chapter 1, guarantees a hand-in-glove
relationship between the Chinese military and everything important taking place at the Wuhan
Institute of Virology. The Chinese Communist Party and its military could easily have arranged a
purposeful “accidental” release of SARS-CoV-2 from the Wuhan facility. But what advantage
would China gain from such a seemingly self-destructive act as unleashing COVID-19 on its

own population?

What We Know with Certainty

We have overwhelming evidence that SARS-CoV-2 was manufactured and then released
by the Wuhan Institute. We also know the Chinese Communist Party intentionally went out of its
way to spread it around the world. The government halted domestic flights to and from Wuhan, a
city of 11 million people and the surrounding province of Hubei, while intentionally promoting
flights from the region to the rest of the world. The same also happened in other cities, including
Shanghai and Beijing—shutdowns of domestic flights while pushing international flights,2%% 2°!
The Economic Times summed up the Chinese lockdown:

While China continued to protest against international travel bans, it successfully

quarantined Wuhan and other affected cities. The total domestic lockdown of Hubei
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province and the flight ban imposed inside China had immediate effect. As per data
from TomTom Traffic Index, Wuhan had a traffic density of 60% in January while
Shanghai and Beijing had nearly 80% density. After the total lockdown, the average
traffic density fell to below 10% in Wuhan and Shanghai during February and below
5% in Beijing. While implementing a total domestic lockdown in February, China
kept assuring the world that the situation was not serious and fully under control.

The policy persisted for more than six months. At the end of August, the BBC News
reported, “Air travel has been gradually picking up since the coronavirus grounded the majority
of planes in February.”2%?

China continued in early February to demand other countries stop banning flights from
China or Wuhan, even though they had already implemented a ban on domestic flights and other
forms of travel to and from Wuhan.?? In the face of increasing bans on flights to China by other
nations, China continued for months afterward to operate and to press for increased flights from
China to the world.?**

The Chinese locked down Wuhan on January 16, 2020, but through all of January 2020,
an estimated 4,000 people flew directly from Wuhan to the United States.??> Nineteen largely
filled flights went to San Francisco and New York with no enhanced screening.

Additionally, in January, according to a New York Times report, there were over 1,300
direct passenger flights from all of China to 17 airports in the United States, for a total of
381,000 travelers. 2°® About one-quarter were Americans returning home. In addition, a large,
uncounted number of people flew from China to the U.S. through intermediate stops.

According to the Times report, a significant number of people also flew in through

indirect routes:
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In addition, untold others arrived from China on itineraries first stopping in another
country. While actual passenger counts for indirect fliers were not available, Sofia
Boza-Holman, a spokeswoman for the Department of Homeland Security, said they
represented about a quarter of travelers from China.

In a remarkable insert, The Epoch Times on January 20, 2021, produced a diagram of the
initial reported COVID-19 cases in about two dozen different countries that traced back to flights
from Wuhan.?%” The newspaper commented:

For at least three weeks, Beijing knew about the severity of the CCP virus outbreak in
the central Chinese city of Wuhan, but downplayed the crisis and suppressed any
information at odds with the official narrative that the virus was containable. This
coverup allowed the virus to spread beyond China’s borders, sparking a global
pandemic. ... Authorities were aware of the outbreak by at least late December and
publicly confirmed its existence on Dec. 31, 2019.

For the next 19 days, Chinese authorities insisted the disease was “preventable and
controllable” and that there was little to no risk that it could spread among humans. The
World Health Organization (WHO) echoed those statements.

Doctors who tried to warn others about the outbreak were punished for “rumor
mongering.” ...

Meanwhile, Chinese social media platforms scrubbed references to the virus and
comments critical of the regime’s handling of the outbreak from December. Propaganda
organs issued at least 18 directives to domestic news outlets in January ordering them to

limit coverage of the outbreak and stick to official statements.


https://www.theepochtimes.com/t-ccp-virus
https://www.theepochtimes.com/t-wuhan
https://www.theepochtimes.com/t-china
https://www.theepochtimes.com/mkt_app/report-says-china-internet-firms-censored-coronavirus-terms-criticism-early-in-outbreak_3258389.html
https://www.theepochtimes.com/how-chinas-propaganda-department-directed-coverup-of-virus-outbreak-information-messaging-around-us-china-trade-war_3427136.html
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It was not until Jan. 20 that the Chinese regime confirmed human-to-human
transmission.

In summary, starting early in January 2020, China knowingly flooded the U.S. with
potentially infected people until President Trump—against the advice of Fauci and other
globalists—stopped all flights from China at the end of the month. China nonetheless continued
flooding the world, which also put America at risk of infected travelers from other countries. It

was an act of “unrestricted warfare.”

China Corners Market on PPEs and President Trump Takes Action

In another large-scale deadly economic manipulation, China stopped exporting
necessities for the control of the COVID-19 pandemic, and as the major manufacturer, began
depriving the world of them. Simultaneously, it began importing vast amounts of protective gear,
including two billion masks and more than 25 billion items of protective clothing. Executives
from companies like Honeywell and 3M disclosed that in January, China not only stopped all
exports of N95 respirators and Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) such as gloves, masks, and
booties, but increased buying from U.S. manufacturers like themselves. From late January 2020
through the end of February 2020, China’s cornering of the market created extreme shortages in
an unprepared world, including the United States.?%

Jenna Ellis, a senior legal adviser to President Trump’s re-election campaign, declared,
“People are dying. When you have intentional, cold-blooded, premeditated action like you have
with China, this would be considered first-degree murder.”?*’ President Trump expressed

outrage at both China and the conspiring U.S. companies, and on April 2, 2020, the President
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invoked the Defense Production Act to force 3M to prioritize the production of respirators for the
Federal Emergency Management Agency.?!°

The New York Times covered a portion of the story in July 2020 with an article titled
“China Dominates Medical Supplies, in This Outbreak and the Next.”?!! It read like an
advertisement for China’s superior strategic business planning. In a typical fashion, the globalist
newspaper made no mention of how China systematically cornered the market to the detriment
of humanity nor about the President invoking the Defense Production Act to protect and
substantially increase American supplies. This is one of many examples of how an individual or
group receiving information from The New York Times, The Washington Post, CNN, or other
globalist predator news media would have a very distorted view of the activities surrounding
COVID-19, skewed toward favoring or admiring China and denigrating the United States.

All the global predators are siding with the U.S. in China’s unrestricted warfare against

us.

Fauci, Tedros, and China

In its nefarious activities at the start of the pandemic in Wuhan, China was backed by the
World Health Organization (WHO) and its Director-General Tedros Adhanom Ghebreyesus, a
patently corrupt totalitarian politician from Ethiopia.?!%?132!* Tedros has been accused of
covering up devastating cholera outbreaks in his own country by The New York Times*'> and
other sources.?!® Tedros, who has had a conflicted relationship with the U.S., is closely allied to
China, which is WHO’s second biggest donor and became its largest donor after President

Trump pulled the U.S. funding.
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Consistent with the importance of WHO within the circles of global predators, Bill Gates
upped his long-time contribution to WHO after President Trump withdrew U.S. support.
According to US News and World Report:*'’

The Gates Foundation has been a key donor to the WHO over the past decade,
accounting for as much as 13% of the group's budget for the 2016-17 period. In
February, the foundation pledged $100 million to fight the coronavirus pandemic, and
it upped that to $250 million in April after an order from President Trump brought
U.S. government funding to a halt.

Meanwhile, Anthony Fauci, like the Director-General of WHO, was against President
Trump’s ban on air travel. Fauci called the ban “irrelevant” because it could not prevent the virus
from eventually spreading worldwide.?!® In the same interview during which Fauci resisted any
travel bans to and from China, he suggested the virus might diminish (like the flu) when the
weather changed: “The wild card here is that this is a brand new virus, this novel coronavirus,
and we do not know if it’s going to diminish as the weather gets warm. We can’t count on that.”

If Fauci is indeed such a good scientist, how do we account for his dramatic downplaying
of the original COVID-19 reports? The best predictor of the potential risk was SARS-CoV-1,
which, as we have seen, had a very high 10% death rate. The answer is that Fauci, first and
foremost, is a predatory globalist. Making light of the virus while China spread it around the
world was in the deepest interests of predatory globalists. We will document that they were
already planning for a coronavirus outbreak in a public forum and predicting widespread deaths

and economic shutdowns.

Fauci Defies President Trump in Front of America


http://open.who.int/2016-17/contributors/contributor
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Anthony Fauci has been outspoken in his support of WHO’s Tedros. On March 25, 2020,
at a critical moment early in the crisis, while standing beside President Trump at a nationally
televised Coronavirus Task Force presentation, Fauci openly and publicly undermined President
Trump’s concerns about Tedros.

The following pithy, revealing excerpt from the official White House transcript?'® of the
televised discussion demonstrates Fauci’s willingness to undermine the President. Fauci refuses
to comment on the lack of transparency from China, a problem that led to China’s covert
infliction of the pandemic on the world. Fauci describes how he has known Tedros since Tedros
was in Ethiopia—a time during which Tedros was accused of extraordinary corruption and even
indifference toward epidemics in his homeland. Fauci gives us a big hint about just how close he
is with Tedros, saying he had just gotten off the phone with him a few hours earlier in the day
when he was leading a WHO phone call. “Tedros is really an outstanding person,” Fauci
announced. President Trump replies:

PRESIDENT TRUMP: But the fact is that I have heard for years that [WHO] is
very much biased toward China, so I don’t know. Doctor, do you want to you — do
you want me to get you into this political mess?

DR. FAUCI: No, I don’t want you to do that. But I will. (Laughs.) So, Tedros is
really an outstanding person. I’ve known him from the time that he was the Minister
of Health of Ethiopia. I mean, obviously, over the years, anyone who says that the
WHO has not had problems has not been watching the WHO. But I think, under his
leadership, they’ve done very well. He has been all over this. I was on the phone with
him a few hours ago leading a WHO call.

QUESTION FROM THE PRESIDENT; Praising China’s transparency, sir?
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DR. FAUCI: No. No, I'm not — I’m not talking about China. You asked me
about Tedros.

QUESTION FROM THE PRESIDENT: The World Health Organization was
praising China for its transparency and leadership on their response to the pandemic.

DR. FAUCI: You know, I can’t comment on that because — I mean, I don’t have
any viewpoint into it. I mean, I don’t—I don’t even know what your question is.

It is telling—even chilling—that a few hours before the task force meeting, Fauci was on
the phone with Tedros and now praises him to the President’s face on national television. The
ominous connections among the triad of Tedros” WHO, China, and Anthony Fauci’s NIAID help
to explain how China initially was praised rather than condemned for its handling of the
COronavirus.

Although very recently he has begun to waffle,?*° Fauci has done everything he can to
wholly exonerate the Chinese Communist Party and the Wuhan Institute of Virology of any
possible wrongdoing. He continues to promote the discredited claim??! the coronavirus infection
originated in a Wuhan wet market, where, in fact, no bats are sold and none can be found for
hundreds of miles, except at the Wuhan Institute itself, which collects and experiments on bats,
extracting coronaviruses from them. 22> 223224 Meanwhile, simultaneously and coincidentally,
the Wuhan Institute of Virology was making deadly coronaviruses similar to this supposed “leap
from nature.”

While unleashing the virus on the world, China’s government, the Communist Party, also
intentionally withheld the existence of the internal epidemic, then claimed the virus came from

the wet food market, while initially denying it could be transmitted by humans.?*> However, on
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February 20, 2020, as already discussed, two Chinese researchers published a study proposing
the novel coronavirus was man-made, probably in a Chinese laboratory:22®
We noted two laboratories conducting research on bat coronavirus in Wuhan, one of
which was only 280 meters from the seafood market. We briefly examined the
histories of the laboratories and proposed that the coronavirus probably originated
from a laboratory.
Other experts confirmed the probability that SARS-CoV-2 originated from the Wuhan

227

Institute,”” where the Chinese were known to be engineering SARS-like bat coronaviruses into

virulent human pathogens similar to SARS-CoV-2.

Recently Disclosed Emails Show Fauci and NIH Supporting Praise for China’s Handling of
Pandemic

In an October 2020 Press Release??® and in its January 2021 issue of The Verdict, Judicial
Watch announced, “Fauci Emails Show WHO Entity Pushing for a Press Release ‘Especially’
Supporting China’s Response to the Coronavirus.” After going to court to force NIH to respond
to its Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), Judicial Watch started receiving a stream of Fauci
emails, and these were some of the more important. They showed how WHO coordinated with
Fauci, NIH, and the Global Preparedness Monitoring Board to approve WHO’s unqualified
support of China’s devious and misleading behavior regarding the initial outbreak of the
dangerous coronavirus.

The Global Preparedness Monitoring Board (GPMB) is a combined arm of WHO and the
World Bank. More than a dozen board members include Anthony Fauci as well as a former head

of the Chinese CDC and the director of the giant Wellcome Foundation. The mandate of the


https://www.judicialwatch.org/press-releases/fauci-emails/
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GPMB is to work with “key policymakers” around the world towards “increased preparedness
and response capacity for disease outbreaks and other emergencies with health consequences.”?%’

When Fauci, NIH, and the Global Preparedness Monitor Board all approved WHO’s
support of China, it was a triumph of organized global predators.

Tom Fitton, the head of Judicial Watch, commented, “These Fauci emails show how
praising China was the odd priority of the WHO in the face of a novel and dangerous
coronavirus.” China First is the motto at WHO and seemingly at NIH and with Fauci, as well.

President Trump was critical of WHO’s collaboration and coverups with China and
pulled U.S. funding. Subsequently, on January 21, 2021, within hours of Joe Biden taking over
as President, Fauci declared by video to WHO, “I am honored to announce the United States will
remain a member of the World Health Organization.” Fauci was now identifying himself as
President Joe Biden’s “Top Medical Advisor.” Tedros, the unscrupulous, corrupt politician who
was made Director-General of WHO with China’s support, praised Fauci as “my brother Tony.”
It was a good day for China.

I warned of this day coming in my October 29, 2020, video, “Fauci and Biden Together:

A Scientific Dictatorship.”?

Would China Have Been Motivated to Purposely Release the Pathogenic Coronavirus?

We know the Chinese Communist regime intentionally spread the virus around the world,
but did the Communists purposely unleash it to start the pandemic?

For most of us, it seems impossible that leaders of a nation would unleash a potential
pandemic virus on its own people. Nevertheless, China has a modern history of lashing out

against its own people when it meets the needs of the Communist Party, most dramatically under
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Mao and the “Gang of Four” Communist leaders for a full decade, 1966-1976. It was like a
plague in Britannica’s brief description of the cost: 23!
The revolution left many people dead (estimates range from 500,000 to 2,000,000),
displaced millions of people, and completely disrupted the country’s economy.

The basic attitude often expressed by Communist leaders is the community comes before
the individual. My experience with young Chinese students in our community of Ithaca, New
York, confirms they are brought up and schooled to suppress their own needs to those of
authority. The Chinese people have been taught compliance and conformity by government
suppression, such as limiting the size of the family and controlling the universities and careers
that young people can pursue.

I was surprised to learn from Chinese citizens in America that China has no safety net for
the elderly—no equivalent of social security. One told me, “We have a saying, ‘You’re born
alone and you die alone.’”

It seems highly probable that under the stress of President Trump’s America-First
policies, China wanted to impose its own version of a Great Reset on the world. Since China
produced so many of the world’s medical necessities and medical supplies, the CCP probably
thought it was in a better position to survive a pandemic than the United States. Also, it could use
whatever repressive measures were required to stem the tide of the epidemic in their own
country, and they did so in Wuhan and elsewhere. There were widespread accusations that
people were being locked wholesale in their apartment compounds and even individual
apartments.232
Other than winning its conflict with America, there was another strong motivation to

unleash this strain of virus on its own people. As we have seen from SARS-CoV-1 and from
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animal lab experiments, pathogenic coronaviruses tend to spare children and target older people.
This made these viruses less than an ideal biological weapon, but perhaps a good one given
China’s circumstances. China’s one-child policy, and its more recent two-child policy, left the
society with too few young people to support the growing older population. It is axiomatic that a
modern state requires constant growth of its working-age population, and this growth was
insufficient in China. Furthermore, the limitation on children led families to abort females in
preference for males who could take care of them, leading to an insufficient number of women,
again impeding the birth rate.

Because of the negative effects of their limits on births, in 2018, China announced it was
considering lifting its limitation on children born to families. The change in regulations were
slated to come into effect in March 2020, 2** but as of November 24, 2020, they were still being
considered amid growing worries about the nation’s shrinking workforce.?**

There is yet another reason China might have wanted to intentionally release SARS-CoV-
2 on its own people. The Chinese Communist Party has been expanding its control through
increased surveillance through monitoring behavior and giving out social credits for good
behavior. Despite their heavy controls over the internet and social media, reinforced with help
from depraved American globalist firms, there is increased unrest, culminating in the serious
protests in Hong Kong against the loss of its autonomy to China. COVID-19 provided an
opportunity to shut down any protests in the name of public health and, more importantly,
allowed China to flex its muscles, displaying its ability to confine people to their own homes
against their will. Totalitarian public health joined totalitarian political policies to make clear to

the Chinese who’s in charge—and it’s not “the people.”
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The Chinese economy was also flagging, and the government could have hoped they
would come out economically stronger than the United States. If this was part of their planning
calculus—to harm America’s economy much more than their own, they seem to have already
succeeded. Although China’s economy declined, it remained the only country with an actual
positive growth rate (2.1 percent) in 2020 with more bullish predictions for 2021.2% If the
Chinese did release SARS-CoV-2 as an attack on the U.S., they probably believe they have done
well.

Finally, China might have seen spreading the pandemic to the U.S. as a way of ruining
President Trump’s presidency and preventing a second term. To accomplish that, China would
need the cooperation of many American politicians, business leaders, and media willing to blame
it all on President Trump while exonerating China. With candidate Joe Biden and the Democrat
Party in the lead at the time, the Chinese Communist Party anticipated an avalanche of support
inside the U.S. They probably got more than they could have hoped for with the second
impeachment. China may not be far away from “recoupling” with the United States and re-
establishing its self-serving, lopsided trade relations of the past, enriching the global predators

along the way.

Experts on China Share Our Perspective
We are not alone in drawing attention to the harmful effects of China’s initial handling of
the epidemic. An article in the Washington Examiner cites one prominent critic:2
Former British spy chief says China and WHO
bear responsibility for flawed coronavirus response

According to the Washington Examiner:
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The former head of the United Kingdom's foreign intelligence service said the Chinese
government and the World Health Organization bear responsibility for a flawed
response to the coronavirus pandemic.

Sir Robert John Sawers, who was chief of the Secret Intelligence Service, or MI6,
from 2009 through 2014, told BBC Radio on Wednesday the Chinese Communist
Party is “evading” its responsibility for the current global pandemic. He also said the
WHO has “serious questions to answer."

Sawers, who was also the former British permanent representative to the United
Nations from 2007 through 2009, warned that China has been moving toward
becoming a surveillance state for years, especially under the half decade of leadership
of Xi Jinping, and that it has increased its influence over the United Nations. ...

The former MI6 leader argued, “It would be better to hold China responsible for
those issues rather than the World Health Organization” because the WHO is “only as
good as its member states.” He also lamented that China’s role at the U.N. has
“steadily grown as China’s power has grown,” and noted that “heads of U.N. agencies
are wary of offending one of the major powers.”

Still, Sawers said, “That doesn’t excuse the head of the WHO for failing to stand

up for the facts and the data and making the right demands of the Chinese.”

Escaped Chinese Scientist Confirms the Worst
In late April 2020, Li-Meng Yan, PhD, an experienced Chinese virologist at the Hong
Kong School of Public Health, escaped to the United States.?3”-?3® Dr. Yan explained to the

media that she left China to tell the world about China’s coverup of the real source of the deadly


https://www.bbc.co.uk/sounds/play/m000h7ww
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pandemic, the Wuhan Institute. She has remained in hiding since, while talking to newspapers
and appearing on Tucker Carlson on the Fox News Channel on September 15, 2020,>* and at
other times. She told Tucker, “This virus, COVID-19 SARS-CoV-2 virus, actually is not from
nature. It is a man-made virus created in the lab.”

I had a personal conversation with Dr. Yan on April 27, 2021, on a secure video
connection before we both joined a video conference. In discussing her firm belief that the
Chinese Communists purposely released SARS-CoV-2, she reminded me that in the past when
there were several SARS-CoV and additional other leaks of deadly pathogens from their labs, the
Communists always responded quickly, traced and isolated the carriers, and kept the virus in
check. I had already written about these multiple leaks and immediately recognized the truth of
what she was observing. In this conversation and with her three publications on SARS-Co-2, she
helped convince me that the Chinese purposely released SARS-CoV-2 as a bioweapon. I believe
the Communist dictatorship chose this moment in time specifically to interfere with the

Presidency of Donald Trump.

Dr. Yan’s First of Three Scientific Reports

For the first time, on September 14, 2020, Dr. Yan and three colleagues put a
prepublication version of their new paper online, confirming SARS-CoV-2 is a man-made
product of Chinese laboratories. 4% 241

To describe China’s background in developing the spike protein, Yan et al. explained this
method has been “repeatedly” used in laboratories to create “human-infecting” coronaviruses of

non-human origin. To document their observation, the authors cite four research publications.

Two of the four citations are to the 2015 and 2016 Menachery papers that involved
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collaborations with Chinese researchers. A third paper is also American in origin and does not
involve Chinese researchers; nevertheless, like the first two, the referenced study is supported by
Fauci’s institute.?*? Three papers show the direct connection between Fauci’s funding and
China’s ability to build SARS-CoV-2. The fourth paper involved neither U.S. researchers nor
U.S. funding.

Yan et al. also cites the 2015 Menachery paper to show the Wuhan Institute of Virology
has been working on studies to make these “human-infecting viruses.” This links the Chinese
success in gain-of-function research directly to their collaboration with the U.S. project, funded
by Fauci.

Yan et al. then goes on to make the chilling observation that the Wuhan Institute now
possesses “the world’s largest collection of coronaviruses.” The authors follow this with another
critical observation that there is no longer any “technical barrier” to the “engineering” of viruses
to enable them to infect humans. They are speaking from their professional experience working
with Chinese colleagues in the field.

This means the Chinese now have the unlimited ability to keep manufacturing pandemic
viruses. This should not be a surprise given their collaboration with the U.S. and the millions of
dollars the collaboration brought to them, plus their own independent publications, and the
inevitable desire of the Communist Party of China to create and stockpile biological weapons.

Additionally, Yan and her colleagues link the engineering history of SARS-CoV-2
directly to China’s military. Here is one of their seven references to the military’s involvement in
developments leading to SARS-CoV-2:

The genomic sequence of SARS-CoV-2 is suspiciously similar to that of a bat

coronavirus discovered by military laboratories in the Third Military Medical
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University (Chongqging, China) and the Research Institute for Medicine of Nanjing
Command (Nanjing, China).

Yan and her colleagues took great risks putting their scientific paper online and linking
SARS-CoV-2 to the Chinese military. In her media interviews, many in August 2020, she has
been very direct in blaming the Chinese Communist Party and its military. The headline of one
interview makes Yan’s view unmistakably clear: ‘Li-Meng Yan: Coronavirus was developed in
Chinese military lab. The Chinese virologist, who claims she fled to the U.S. after receiving
threats due to her research, has accused the Chinese military of creating COVID-19.” 243

A number of media sources have dismissed Yan and her articles. Some have challenged
her credentials, although it appears she has an MD and a PhD.?** Snopes.com, which considers

itself the “internet’s definitive fact-checking site,”**

gathered experts to refute her. One claimed
that to make a SARS-CoV pathogenic virus in a lab was a “a feat that would be nearly
impossible”—when it had been going on for years. Another said it would be less probable than
shredding a Shakespeare sonnet, then shredding a dictionary, mixing them together, and getting
back Shakespeare’s sonnet. Apparently, none of them had any idea that the supposedly
impossible had already been accomplished by the collaborative Chinese-American effort, funded
by Fauci and documented in numerous published papers, and, indeed, described by Yan in her
first paper. It is a wonder that China has sufficient resources or connections to buy the souls of so
many scientists around the world.

Li-Meng Yan’s research background is also overlooked by critics of her two articles
about SARS-CoV-2. She is the second of nine authors on a scientific paper published by 7The

Lancet Infectious Diseases in March 2020 on “Viral dynamics in mild and severe cases of

COVID-19.”%% She is also second of more than a dozen authors for an article in Nature
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pertaining to the transmission of SARS-CoV-2 in animals.?*” Both of these are in top Western
journals. In addition, she is a coauthor on another article concerning flu vaccines.>*® All three of
these are highly technical articles related to viruses, demonstrating a significant body of expertise

on the part of Dr. Yan.

Dr. Yan’s Second Report Draws Attention to Unrestricted Warfare Against the United
States

On October 2020, Yan and her three colleagues put a second paper onto the internet,
titled “SARS-CoV-2 Is an Unrestricted Bioweapon: A Truth Revealed through Uncovering a
Large-Scale, Organized Scientific Fraud.” >* They concluded, “The scientific evidence and
records indicate that the current pandemic is not a result of accidental release of a gain-of-
function product but a planned attack using an Unrestricted Bioweapon.”

The implication of the terms “unrestricted bioweapon™ and “unrestricted biowarfare” at the time
escaped us as it did most other analysts.

The term “unrestricted warfare” has enormous implications within the Chinese military,
and Yan was specifically referring to this in her title and several times in her article. Unrestricted
Warfare is the title and theme of a book written by two Communist Chinese military officers,
Qiao Liang?*® and Wang Xiangsui. Published in 1999 by the Chinese government, it was
reportedly used as a handbook by the People’s Liberation Army (PLA).2>! We believe that for
Yan it is a given fact that bioweapons are allowed or encouraged under the principle of
unrestricted warfare and that the coverup they are describing in their two articles convinced them
that the Chinese Communist Party used this as an unrestricted weapon and is trying to keep it

secret.
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In explaining the need for the new term, unrestricted warfare, the Chinese military
authors stated:

When we suddenly realize that all these non-war actions may be the new factors
constituting future warfare, we have to come up with a new name for this new form of
war: Warfare which transcends all boundaries and limits, in short: unrestricted warfare
(p. 12).

The authors further explained:

In terms of beyond-limits warfare, there is no longer any distinction between what is
or is not the battlefield. Spaces in nature including the ground, the seas, the air, and
outer space are battlefields, but social spaces such as the military, politics, economics,
culture, and the psyche are also battlefields. And the technological space linking these
two great spaces is even more so the battlefield over which all antagonists spare no
effort in contending (p. 206).

On the final page of Unrestricted Warfare, the military authors discuss “globalization” as
a new and immensely complicating factor. Every aspect of life has become a battlefield and the
“chasm” between warfare and non-warfare is “nearly filled up.” The answer to this complexity,
they conclude, is “unrestricted warfare,” much of which may be carried out in secret without a
declaration of war and without ethical restrictions.

In the context of unrestricted warfare as a Chinese policy, it makes sense for Yan and her
colleagues to have grasped the release of pathogens from the Wuhan Institute, the cover-up by
the Communist government, and its intentional spread of the pandemic (Chapters 1-4). It seems
reasonable for them to have concluded that it was an act of China’s ongoing undeclared war

upon America and the Western world.
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Dr. Yan’s Third Report Re-Emphasizes that China’s Release of SARS-CoV-2 Was an Act

of War
Dr. Yan’s third paper was again written with the same three coauthors.>>? Here is an
excerpt from its “Opening Statement:”

The defeat of humans by COVID-19 is for two fundamental reasons. First, SARS-
CoV-2, the causative agent of COVID-19, is not a naturally occurring pathogen but an
Unrestricted Bioweapon. It has designed and significantly enhanced functions and
therefore could not be controlled easily using strategies that would normally work for
naturally occurring pathogens. It is a product of the bioweapons program of the
Chinese Communist Party (CCP) government, the network of which includes not only
the CCP scientists but also certain overseas scientists and organizations. SARS-CoV-2
was created based on template viruses ZC45 and ZXC21, which were originally
discovered in bats by scientists of the People’s Liberation Army (PLA). The
subsequent laboratory modifications had enabled its ability to infect humans as well as
had enhanced the virus in its pathogenicity, transmissibility, and lethality.

The second fundamental reason of our defeat was that the world was made to look
away from the true nature of SARS-CoV-2 and therefore responded inadequately on
multiple aspects and occasions. A massive misinformation campaign has been
undertaken by the CCP government to cover up the true origin of SARS-CoV-2,
which involved destroying data and samples, publishing fabricated viruses on top
scientific journals, controlling the narrative of the origin debate through bribed top

scientists and organizations, amplifying the falsified natural origin theory through
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media control, labeling all other origin theories as “conspiracy theories”, and defaming
individuals who reveal the truth of SARS-CoV-2. As a result of the CCP’s efforts
here, the true, weaponized nature of SARS-CoV-2 has been obscured and was not
known by most of the public.

This is the concluding statement by Dr. Yan and her colleagues:

Ultimately, the realization of SARS -CoV-2 being an Unrestricted Bioweapon and
the current pandemic an Unrestricted Biowarfare makes it clear that the CCP regime
is the one responsible for this brutal attack on humanity. The CCP government
must be held accountable. If not, it can only be encouraged to commit more
crimes and continue to hurt the global community.

Dr. Yan’s paper reviews the manipulations of information carried out against her and also
against an understanding of the origin and purpose of the COVID-19 pandemic. The paper adds
fascinating and valuable details to our overall description of the relationships among the global
predators. She also cites confirmatory Chinese-language military literature on the use of stealth

biological warfare.

Concluding Thoughts on Whether or Not the Release from Wuhan Was Intentional

We know that SARS-CoV-2 was made in China at the Wuhan Institute of Virology with
technology developed in Fauci-funded collaborative efforts with the United States. We also
know SARS-CoV-2 was part of the line of SARS-CoVs developed in labs at the University of
North Carolina and at the Wuhan Institute with some involvement of other facilities in the U.S.

and China.
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We also know that soon after the release of the virus, the Chinese dictatorship began to
deny the dangers associated with SARS-CoV-2 while it purposely spread the virus around the
world with thousands of civilian airplane flights. At the same time, the Chinese Communists
denied and continue to deny that the virus escaped from any of their research facilities, a
fraudulent hoax still defended by Fauci and other global predators. Therefore, whether or not the
Chinese Communists intended the release, they took advantage of it as a part of their undeclared,
unrestricted warfare against the United States of America.

It seems highly probable that the release of the virus was not only purposeful, but it was
in fact premeditated and planned over several years. The planning goes at least as far back as
2017, when Gates announced the equivalent of what would in 2020 be called Operation Warp
Speed and the Great Reset involving corporate-government fusion.

If they did not have foreknowledge of a coming SARS-CoV pandemic, why would
billionaires like Gates and global corporations like Moderna and Pfizer make such enormous
high-risk investments beginning at least as long ago as late 2016 and early January 2017? Why
would the Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health in 2017 describe in book form the
details of an anticipated SARS-CoV pandemic? Why would Gates boast about fast-tracking
“novel” vaccines and “RNA vaccines” in January 2017, showing that he and Moderna were
already working on a SARS-CoV vaccine, if he did not have strong assurances that a coronavirus
pandemic was a near certainty? At the start of COVID-19, why would Anthony Fauci have gone
to such great lengths to promote and rush the approval specifically of Gilead’s medication
Remdesivir and Moderna’s mRNA vaccine—both dangerous, experimental, and wholly

unproven at the time—if he and Bill Gates were not sure of the need for them? All this and more
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will be discussed in Chapter 15 and 16, and in the Chronology and Overview with Pandemic
Predictions & Planning Events.

1t seems certain that the Chinese Communists purposely delayed reporting accurately
about COVID-19 and then spread it around the world as stealth, unrestricted warfare against
the Western democratic republics and to strengthen themselves.

We cannot prove with the same certainty that the Chinese intentionally released SARS-
CoV-2. Even so, as Dr. Li-Meng Yan has cogently argued, if the release were not intentional,
why didn’t the Communists take immediate actions to stop the virus dead in its tracks as they
had done with several other SARS-CoV releases in earlier years? There is a strong probability—
it is more likely than not—that the Chinese Communist regime released SARS-CoV intentionally

as a covert act of war against the United States and the democratic republics of the world.
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Chapter 5. Fauci Deceives Presidents Obama and Trump About His Deadly Research

We have seen how, for many years, Anthony Fauci funded collaborative research with China on
engineering benign bat CoVs into highly infectious viruses, like SARS-CoV-2. Fauci’s institute
gave direct funding to these gain-of-function research projects in America and in China. He
funded individual researchers and directly funded the Wuhan Institute—all toward the aim of
turning benign bat coronaviruses into deadly pathogens.

The stated goal was always to find potentially dangerous viruses in nature, to upgrade
them into deadly pathogens, and then to practice making vaccines for them—all to prepare the
world for an inevitable outbreak from nature. The unstated goal was to contribute to American
bioweapons development. We are also discovering that the unspeakable goal was to further

increase the wealth and power of global predators with China as the leader among them.

President Obama Stops Fauci’s Gain-of-Function Research

Fauci and his institute NIAID, as well as the umbrella organization NIH, have overcome
serious obstacles to keep alive their experiments in creating deadly viruses. In 2014, President
Obama declared a moratorium on research exactly like those being conducted by Menachery et
al. in collaboration with China on gain-of-function research. At the time, the Menachery studies,
which were actively moving along, should have come to a halt. Here is the opening of the
October 17, 2014, declaration from the “White House: President Barack Obama:”?3

Doing Diligence to Assess the Risks and Benefits of Life Sciences
Gain-of-Function Research

Summary:
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The White House Office of Science and Technology Policy and Department of
Health and Human Services today announced that the U.S. Government is launching a
deliberative process to assess the potential risks and benefits associated with a subset
of life sciences research known as “gain-of-function” studies.

Following recent biosafety incidents at federal research facilities, the U.S.
Government has taken a number of steps to promote and enhance the Nation’s
biosafety and biosecurity, including immediate and longer-term measures to review
activities specifically related to the storage and handling of infectious agents. ...

Because the deliberative process launching today will aim to address key
questions about the risks and benefits of gain-of-function studies, during the period
of deliberation, the U.S. Government will institute a pause on funding for any new
studies that include certain gain-of-function experiments involving influenza, SARS,
and MERS viruses. Specifically, the funding pause will apply to gain-of-function
research projects that may be reasonably anticipated to confer attributes to influenza,
MERS, or SARS viruses such that the virus would have enhanced pathogenicity
and/or transmissibility in mammals via the respiratory route.

This description exactly fits the collaborative studies between U.S. researchers and
Chinese scientists from the Wuhan Institute, who were only months away from publishing a
scientific paper on the creation of a gain-of-function virus by engineering a bat virus to make it
virulent and able to infect humans. No other research has surfaced which so perfectly fits what
President Obama was trying to stop—but Fauci would avoid stopping it!

The Obama government’s description of the moratorium continues:
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During this pause, the U.S. Government will not fund any new projects involving
these experiments and encourages those currently conducting this type of work—
whether federally funded or not—to voluntarily pause their research while risks and
benefits are being reassessed.
This White House order could not be clearer. During the time when the government was
investigating the risks of gain-of-function research, it would not start funding any new projects,
and it asked all ongoing projects to “voluntarily pause their research while the risks and benefits

are being assessed.”

Fauci Simply Ignores President Obama’s Moratorium

As brazen, unconscionable, and inexplicable as it seems, Fauci never stopped funding the
single most important and most dangerous gain-of-function research addressed by Obama’s
moratorium.

From 2014 through to the present, Fauci’s NIAID has continued funding the work of
Menachery under Baric at the University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill—the research that led
directly to SARS-CoV-2. The available figures span 2014 to an ongoing grant in 2019 with
annual awards varying between $581,646 and $666,442.

Perhaps to give a lower profile to the grant, the money was passed through Peter
Daszak’s EcoHealth Alliance.?** Under “Other Information,” it states that the project start date
was June 1, 2014, shortly before the moratorium. The current budget is slated to end June 30,
2021, but the project ends June 30, 2025.

We are unaware of any major media making it known that Fauci flat out defied President

Obama’s moratorium.
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Fauci Also Avoids Obama Moratorium by Outsourcing to China

A number of small, critical media described Fauci as outsourcing his gain-of-function
ambitions to China during the controversy over banning it in the U.S. However, as described in
Chapter 2, he was continuing to directly fund a project with China he had begun before the
moratorium (Chapter 2). In addition, he more brazenly continued to fund the Chinese
collaboration through American grants to the University of North Carolina (Chapters 1 and 2).
Nonetheless, it is important to see that some media outlets—but not the mainstream media—
recognized the controversy and even the threat contained in funding research with China that
provided the basic science for biological warfare.

The Asia Times*® published an analysis with this disturbing headline, “Why U.S.
outsourced bat virus research to Wuhan,” followed by the subhead, “US-funded $3.7 million
project approved by President Trump's COVID-19 guru Dr. Anthony Fauci in 2015 after U.S.
ban imposed on 'monster-germ' research.”

In April 2020, as COVID-19 spread, the British newspaper Daily Mail Online quoted a
U.S. lawmaker’s outrage over directly funding the Wuhan Institute: 2%

US Congressman Matt Gaetz said: “I'm disgusted to learn that for years the U.S.
government has been funding dangerous and cruel animal experiments at the Wuhan
Institute, which may have contributed to the global spread of coronavirus, and research
at other labs in China that have virtually no oversight from U.S. authorities.”

An analysis®®’ published in May 2020 by M. Dowling in the Independent Sentinel again
described Fauci as outsourcing gain-of-function research to China. It helped break ground as we

had done a month earlier, by pointing to the danger of giving biological weapons to China:
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TRUSTING MAOISTS
Dependency on Communists, trusting Communists, what could possibly go wrong?

President Trump’s administration is investigating the $3.7 million in tax dollars
that went to the Wuhan lab, and Matt Gaetz called for an immediate end to NIH
funding of Chinese research. Whether anything will come of it is questionable.

The ban on GOF [gain-of-function] research in the USA has been lifted. Maybe
the USA shouldn’t do it either. When mankind plays with nature, it usually doesn’t go
well.

Unfortunately, our press doesn’t investigate or even ask pertinent questions. Some
reporters are just too stupid or biased to bother.

Imagine if President Trump said our CDC is incompetent so [ will pay Russia to
do our GOF research?

When the original research paper was published in 2015, it did not go unnoticed. The
inherent dangers in creating new human coronavirus pathogens in the Menachery research were
discussed in a commentary by Jef Akst in The Scientist on November 16, 2015, along with NIH’s
decision to allow the research to continue.?>® Unfortunately, as it so often continues, the danger
of the Chinese collaboration went unmentioned! Instead, there is an addendum added to the
original report trying to dismiss any such association or concern:

Update (March 11, 2020): On social media and news outlets, a theory has circulated
that the coronavirus at the root of the COVID-19 outbreak originated in a research lab.
Scientists say there is no evidence that the SARS-CoV-2 virus escaped from a lab.

Notice that in the update, the Wuhan Institute or China is not even mentioned; instead,

the idea of an escape from a lab is dismissed without a hint about the potential offender. Reports
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from Nature, The Scientist, and Scientific American, among many others, confirm the
progressive media and the scientific community were desperately trying to avoid throwing
suspicion on the Chinese Communists for any role in COVID-19, including avoiding any
mention that the U.S. government was collaborating with the Wuhan Institute in turning routine
bat viruses into pathogens, deadly to humans, thus directly helping the Chinese Communist Party
develop bioweapons.

Here we see the influence of globalism. People knew each other, people made money
from each other, science trumped national security, and any kind of funded collaborative
research with China became untouchable and beyond criticism.

If asked, some of the individual scientists might have said “science” is pure and should be
shared among competing and even hostile nations for the sake of science and peace, but that
innocence is not what rules globalism. The prevailing attitude among globalists seems to be:
Never put America First. Put our global friends and interests ahead of everything.

Of all the technologies we have given to China, how to make highly infectious and lethal
viruses from bat viruses may be the most dangerous. Incredibly, however, a nearly total blackout
on U.S. funding for China building biological weapons was displayed by the media, science
commentators, and politicians. This confirmed the pervasiveness of the globalist viewpoint that
has no special interest in protecting American interests or America’s survival, and perhaps not
even in the world’s survival, while fortunes are being made and power is being accrued.

Globalists, when using science to justify totalitarian control, talk about “science” as if it
were a universal spirit or god. Since science is a creation of human beings, it is neither perfect
nor pure, but always depends on the human source with all the biases and corruptions and, yes,

idealism that humans live by. 2’
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Fauci’s Continued Funding the Most Dangerous Gain-of-Function Research
In their 2015 publication, Menachery et al. acknowledged the existence of Obama’s
moratorium on gain-of-function studies but expressed the belief that it did not necessarily apply
to them because they did not initially anticipate they could have succeeded in creating a virulent
virus! However, a November 9, 2015, interview?®° given while Menachery’s article was on the
way to publication, indicates he had been stopped, temporarily at least:
He [Menachery] and his co-authors noted they had to stop some of their work because
of U.S. government policies. The U.S. has a moratorium on so-called gain-of-function
research, which includes some research that enhances the ability of a pathogen such as
a virus to infect people or spread among them.
We found no other evidence that they slowed down their research. They published their results
shortly thereafter in December 2015 and again in 2016 without indicating any further delays.
By the end of 2015, NIH had already granted an exception to the dangerous Menachery
study, allowing it to continue. According to Nature: %%
The latest study was already underway before the U.S. moratorium began, and the
U.S. National Institutes of Health (NIH) allowed it to proceed while it was under
review by the agency, says Ralph Baric, an infectious-disease researcher at the
University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, and a co-author of the study. The NIH
eventually concluded that the work was not so risky as to fall under the
moratorium, he says. (Bold added.)
It is most remarkable that NIH and Fauci decided that Fauci’s highly-prized project—the

epitome of a dangerous gain-of-function study—was not dangerous enough to be stopped under
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President Obama’s edict. It was, in fact, the exact classification of gain-of-function research that
Obama intended to stop and the scientists worldwide had protested—and it resulted in China’s
creating a group of deadly coronaviruses of which SARs CoV-2 was a member. The result of
Fauci and NIH’s arrogant self-importance was a continuation of the research leading to SARS-

CoV-2 and the COVID-19 pandemic.

Fauci Subverted New Controls at NIH in 2017

262 shed new

More recently, a retrospective report by Andrew Kerr in the Daily Caller
light on Fauci’s defiance of President Obama’s intentions and of federal regulations. In 2017,
the Department of Health and Human Services (DHS) formed a review board called the Potential
Pandemic Control and Oversight (P3PC) specifically for the purpose of monitoring gain-of-
function research. In effect, this meant monitoring Anthony Fauci, so Fauci simply failed to send
his gain-of-function grants to the Wuhan Institute through the committee. Fauci treated his
funding of the Wuhan Institute as if it were his own fiefdom, untouchable by presidents of the
United States or any special oversight committee.?®* NIH and Fauci denied that the research at
the Wuhan Institute pertained to gain-of-function, but the fiscal year 2019 abstract for the project
included the following gain-of-function activities: “We will use S protein sequence data,

infectious clone technology, in vitro and in vivo infection experiments and analysis of receptor

binding ...” That is a detailed description of gain-of-function research.

Fauci Awards Huge Grants for Dangerous International and Collaborative Viral Research

We move ahead to 2017 and the end of President Trump’s first year as president. Up to
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this point in time, Fauci had simply been ignoring President Obama’s moratorium, leading to the
U.S. aiding China in its development of SARS-CoV-2.

On December 19, 2017, NIH announced it was lifting the ban set by President Obama on
gain-of-function research.?*26> Unlike Obama’s ban, which came from the White House on the
President’s official stationery, we have thus far found no indication President Trump was
involved in Fauci’s decision making.

The New York Times commented, “There has been a long, fierce debate about projects —
known as gain-of-function research—intended to make pathogens more deadly or more
transmissible.”2% Fauci simply did an end run on the dissent, ignoring it, and quietly lifting the

ban—a ban he had already been ignoring since its onset.

Ignoring the China Collaboration

In the various establishment analyses, we have read about the controversy surrounding
gain-of-function research, including one in The Lancet in early 2018,?%” that there is no hint or
complaint about the studies involving collaboration with the Chinese Communists and their
military. Even more striking, no mention is made of the most important gain-of-function studies
of all, the American-Chinese collaboration by Menachery, ongoing since 2014 and published in
2015 and 2016. A New York Times article on the same subject in December 20172%® mistakenly
claimed that under Obama’s ban, all research was halted, including research on SARS, when, in
fact, the SARS research by Menachery et al. was being funded, and the key scientific articles had
already been published. It then mentions exceptions that were allowed to proceed, but none are
SARS related. Fauci and the globalists had placed an invisible curtain over this extremely

dangerous research that eventually helped the Chinese to engineer SARS-CoV-2. The invisible
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curtain is controlled by the global predators who were looking forward to a disaster to make even
greater fortunes and to enhance their power through the Great Reset of corporate-government
fusion.

The Times article does warn against publishing dangerous information, comparing it to
the risk of publishing atomic secrets. It fails to mention we were actually collaborating with
China, creating a much greater risk than merely publishing information about research. It is no
exaggeration to say collaborating with China on building virulent, epidemic viruses was at least
as dangerous as collaborating with them or the Russians on building atomic weapons. Indeed,
some experts have opined that spreading pestilences is a far greater threat now and, in the future,

than nuclear warfare.?®®

Fauci Increases His Spending on Making Pathogens
In August 2020, Fauci began a funding spree for gain-of function research. Maria Godoy
from NPR reported Fauci’s fait accompli with the headline, “Group Whose NIH Grant for Virus
Research Was Revoked Just Got a New Grant.” Her report summarized:
The National Institutes of Health has awarded a grant worth $7.5 million over five
years to EcoHealth Alliance, a U.S.-based nonprofit that hunts emerging viruses. The
award comes months after NIH revoked an earlier grant to EcoHealth, a move
scientists widely decried as the politically motivated quashing of research vital to
preventing the next coronavirus pandemic.
EcoHealth Alliance is one of 11 institutions and research teams receiving grants

from NIH, announced this week, to establish the Centers for Research in Emerging


https://www.ecohealthalliance.org/
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Infectious Diseases. The global network will monitor pathogens emerging in wildlife
and study how and where they go on to infect humans.

Peter Daszak told NPR none of the new money was going to China. Daszak also claimed
China’s ability to do gain-of-function research had been stopped by President Trump’s
withdrawal of funding from it, an extremely unlikely outcome. While we believe Fauci and the
U.S. enabled China to further accelerate its efforts, and we have no illusion that the Chinese
Communists cannot now proceed without U.S. support. Instead, we believe Dr. Yan’s insider
assessment that the Chinese no longer have any impediments to making pathogenic
COronaviruses.

Daszak further confirmed how his Fauci funding will be used for the controversial gain-
of-function research originally stopped by President Obama. He said:

The next step in that research is to sequence the whole genome of those viruses and
say, could they bind to human cells? Does this look like a virus that could potentially
emerge?

How do researchers like Daszak determine if a virus found in nature can become a
pathogen, i.e., “bind to human cells?”” The laboratory scientists engineer it into a pathogen and
use their success to claim it could also emerge naturally from nature—a conclusion which makes
no sense. Engineering a benign virus into a lethal one is a complex, time-consuming, highly
technical process, thereby making an accidental change of that sort in nature extremely unlikely.

Here is how it is done. First, the genome of the virus is mapped. Then an attempt is made
to see if the virus can be engineered to invade human cells. This is not determined by simply

eyeballing the virus. In numerous research studies carried out in the U.S. and China—many
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funded by NIAID and other U.S. agencies—researchers physically modify the harmless
coronavirus in the lab to make a SARS-CoV.

The process involves creating a new lab-created spike protein and attaching it to the
surface of the coronavirus. If that works, the new spike protein enables the virus to gain entry
into mouse and human lung cells in lab preparations. At the same time, living mice are
genetically and biologically modified with a human receptor that will enable the potential SARS-
CoV to it to enter their cells. When the researchers succeed in infecting human lung epithelial
cell preparations and making the living mice sick with a SARS-CoV illness, they believe they
have made a coronaviruses capable of producing a Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS)
in humans. Then they absurdly claim that natural evolution is likely to do the same thing and use
that claim to scare us into giving them further amounts of our taxes to support their dangerous

Frankenstein-like activities.

Fauci Currently Funds Americans Who Are Closely Affiliated with China

Days after the PRN article announcing Fauci’s massive new funding of viral research, on
September 6, 2020, Col. Lawrence Sellin (Ret.) of the Citizens Commission on National Security
warned about the overall NIAID grant. It totaled $82 million, including many institutions in
addition to EcoHealth Alliance. Sellin cited virology research at the University of Texas as
specifically involving multiple Chinese-connected researchers.?’® As a retired military officer
concerned with security, Col. Sellin did not deem this a good idea.

The grant, which was officially announced by NIAID on August 27, 2020,2"! did indeed
fund Peter Daszak of the EcoHealth Alliance, Inc. for its Emerging Infectious Diseases-South

East Asia Research Collaboration Hub. This new grant strongly suggests that Fauci is continuing
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to fund collaboration with China (or some of her neighbors) on gain-of-function research. If not
directly funded, China could gain information through other Southeastern Asia nations that are
neighbors and depend on the goodwill of the Communist giant. Or, as we will now see, the
Chinese Communist Party could benefit from this research through Chinese scientists already
embedded in American universities and laboratories, but beholden to the Party.

Sellin drew upon his military intelligence background to make observations on Fauci’s funding
of the Chinese military. With his permission, here is the entire text of his blog, with the links included
as endnotes:*"?

Did Fauci’s NIH Institute Financially Assist China’s Military?
by Col. Lawrence Sellin (Ret.) September 6, 2020
A disturbing pattern of cooperation between Dr. Anthony Fauci’s NIAID and the Chinese
military raises questions about technology transfer and the origins of the current COVID-19
pandemic.

U.S. patent number 893310627 entitled “2-(4-substituted phenylamino) polysubstituted
pyridine compounds as inhibitors of non-nucleoside HIV reverse transcriptase, preparation
methods and uses thereof” is assigned to the Institute of Pharmacology and Toxicology,
Academy of Military Medical Sciences of China’s People’s Liberation Army.

One of the inventors of that patent, Shibo Jiang, is a graduate of the First and Fourth
Medical University of the People’s Liberation Army, Xi’an, China. He is a long-time
collaborator with institutions associated with the Chinese military and, since 1997, a
recipient of U.S. government research grants from the National Institute of Allergy and

Infectious Diseases (NIAID), headed by Dr. Anthony Fauci.


https://ccnationalsecurity.org/author/lawrence-sellin/
https://ccnationalsecurity.org/did-faucis-nih-institute-financially-assist-chinas-military/
https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fpatents.justia.com%2Fpatent%2F8933106&data=02%7C01%7C%7C563e85be56394adfa3e308d851966c51%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637349053781202969&sdata=p4uyYDkhtQwEYG%2BzmZrq8BlltmWRh%2FSa7CdBGg8TefU%3D&reserved=0
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In one of the two scientific references used to support the above-mentioned patent
“Discovery of diarylpyridine derivatives as novel non-nucleoside HIV-1 reverse
transcriptase inhibitors,” Shibo Jiang is listed as a co-author, along with the four other
inventors on the patent.

In the Acknowledgments section of that scientific publication, which supports the
patent application, three separate NIAID grants are cited, two of which, AI46221 and
AI33066, were awarded to co-inventors on the patent, Shibo Jiang and Kuo-Hsiung Lee,
respectively.

Shibo Jiang and Kuo-Hsiung Lee are co-inventors on another U.S. patent, 8309602,%"*
also assigned to the Institute of Pharmacology and Toxicology, Academy of Military
Medical Sciences of China’s People’s Liberation Army.

Although no scientific publications are listed in the 8309602 patent, you can compare
the chemical compounds with those in “Diarylaniline Derivatives as a Distinct Class of
HIV-1 Nonnucleoside Reverse Transcriptase Inhibitors,” which has as co-authors all the co-
inventors of the patent.

That research was also supported by three separate NIAID grants, two of which,
Al46221 and AI33066, were awarded to co-inventors on the patent, Shibo Jiang and Kuo-
Hsiung Lee, respectively.

NIAID funding of China’s military research programs does not appear to be restricted
to those two patents.

Since 2004, Shibo Jiang has had scientific collaboration with Yusen Zhou, who was a
professor at the State Key Laboratory of Pathogen and Biosecurity, Institute of

Microbiology and Epidemiology, Academy of Military Medical Sciences in Beijing.


https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fpatents.justia.com%2Fpatent%2F8309602&data=02%7C01%7C%7C563e85be56394adfa3e308d851966c51%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637349053781202969&sdata=khUmS2Dy6mVD%2BMMjXMLcnpP0Hz1%2BEfs5cKUkhxZrDqQ%3D&reserved=0
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It is unclear whether Yusen Zhou also received his education at one of China’s military
medical universities, but his early scientific work was associated with the Department of
Infectious Disease, 81st Hospital*’® of the People’s Liberation Army, Nanjing Military
Command and the Fourth Medical University of People’s Liberation Army, Xi’an, Shibo
Jiang’s alma mater.

Shibo Jiang and Yusen Zhou are listed as co-inventors on at least eight U.S. patents,
the references’¢ supporting those patents, for example, 9889194,%77 was
research funded?’® by NIAID.

Until his recent death, Yusen Zhou’s collaboration with Shibo Jiang continued into the
COVID-19 pandemic, publishing a July 30, 2020 Science article?”® together with
institutions associated with China’s military.

In a 2014 article,?*° Shibo Jiang was working with the Institute of Biotechnology,
Academy of Military Medical Sciences, Beijing.

In 2017, he conducted?®! research with the Translational Medicine Center, People’s
Liberation Army Hospital No. 454 and the Department of Epidemiology, Medicinal
Research Institute, Nanjing Military Command.

Between 2012 and 2020, Shibo Jiang has published twelve scientific articles with the
Wauhan Institute of Virology and eleven articles between 2013 and 2020 with the University
of Texas Medical Branch (UTMB), Galveston, Texas.

The UTMB has been designated one of the ten Centers for Research in Emerging
Infectious Diseases®** newly funded by a NIAID grant totaling $82 million. UTMB has at
least two permanent faculty members trained at China’s Military Medical Universities, has

had connections to or former employees from the Wuhan Institute of Virology and Yusen


https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov%2Fpmc%2Farticles%2FPMC2750777%2F&data=02%7C01%7C%7C563e85be56394adfa3e308d851966c51%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637349053781212964&sdata=if2hLzZsFG%2Fa4WPpZe0qSPyQR4wBhsWWGBomXnIdrlc%3D&reserved=0
https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fpatents.justia.com%2Fpatent%2F9889194&data=02%7C01%7C%7C563e85be56394adfa3e308d851966c51%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637349053781212964&sdata=jkjhEkbYnDoW5tTpVrN1dAA0vZnPjMyYJrislRiFiY4%3D&reserved=0
https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgrantome.com%2Fgrant%2FNIH%2FR01-AI068002-03&data=02%7C01%7C%7C563e85be56394adfa3e308d851966c51%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637349053781222957&sdata=18Nbr9cUQZSLZzl11R%2FGWS9L0mIF1VcLFv%2B2asNUquM%3D&reserved=0
https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fscience.sciencemag.org%2Fcontent%2Fearly%2F2020%2F07%2F29%2Fscience.abc4730.full&data=02%7C01%7C%7C563e85be56394adfa3e308d851966c51%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637349053781222957&sdata=CMRI%2BKLuBB1d5s1x6YbX4nNov1NeG5iJUHCzqC%2B1nKU%3D&reserved=0
https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fen.cnki.com.cn%2FArticle_en%2FCJFDTOTAL-JSYX201408012.htm&data=02%7C01%7C%7C563e85be56394adfa3e308d851966c51%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637349053781232951&sdata=Wqw3STc4JoCx9c27RCGQ3ivFrGg96MYvo9ztZnjmGN8%3D&reserved=0
https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fen.cnki.com.cn%2FArticle_en%2FCJFDTOTAL-JSYX201408012.htm&data=02%7C01%7C%7C563e85be56394adfa3e308d851966c51%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637349053781232951&sdata=Wqw3STc4JoCx9c27RCGQ3ivFrGg96MYvo9ztZnjmGN8%3D&reserved=0
https://eur06.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.nih.gov%2Fnews-events%2Fnews-releases%2Fnih-establishes-centers-research-emerging-infectious-diseases&data=02%7C01%7C%7C5e1789cd98a54c05068c08d85210dfec%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637349579711420845&sdata=YQDwlmPcKy2Nit1WS79%2BGMh7R60HE%2FBMiVrxmYlOWKo%3D&reserved=0
https://eur06.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.nih.gov%2Fnews-events%2Fnews-releases%2Fnih-establishes-centers-research-emerging-infectious-diseases&data=02%7C01%7C%7C5e1789cd98a54c05068c08d85210dfec%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637349579711420845&sdata=YQDwlmPcKy2Nit1WS79%2BGMh7R60HE%2FBMiVrxmYlOWKo%3D&reserved=0
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Zhou’s State Key Laboratory of Pathogen and Biosecurity, Institute of Microbiology and
Epidemiology, Academy of Military Medical Sciences in Beijing, as well as other Chinese
institutions.

Another new center is the EcoHealth Alliance, a long-time collaborator with the
Wauhan Institute of Virology, which has been awarded $7.5 million.

Given the history described above and before any new funding is allocated, an
investigation and auditing of previous NIAID grants should be undertaken to determine

exactly how much U.S. taxpayer money has benefitted China’s military.

Chinese Scientists Are Required to Steal U.S. Biomedical Research
Even before we began further investigation of the University of Texas, we found widespread
concern about scientists with foreign connections, mostly Chinese, stealing biomedical research secrets
and materials during their work and training in the U.S. Writing for The New York Times in November
2019 in an article headlined “Vast Dragnet Targets Theft of Biomedical Secrets for China,” Gina
Kolata reported: 2%
The N.I.LH. and the F.B.I. have begun a vast effort to root out scientists who they say
are stealing biomedical research for other countries from institutions across the United
States. Almost all the incidents they uncovered and that are under investigation
involve scientists of Chinese descent, including naturalized American citizens,
allegedly stealing for China.
Seventy-one institutions, including many of the most prestigious medical schools
in the United States, are now investigating 180 individual cases involving potential

theft of intellectual property. The cases began after the N.I.H., prompted by
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information provided by the F.B.I., sent 18,000 letters last year urging administrators
who oversee government grants to be vigilant.
There is at least one reported incident of a Chinese researcher caught smuggling SARS in a vial
into the country.?®* This and numerous other dangerous activities raise serious questions about the
security of any of Fauci’s grants to U.S. institutions. With that in mind, we looked into the University

of Texas and its Galveston National Lab to see if it might be especially vulnerable to leaks or to theft.

The University of Texas Medical Branch and China’s Wuhan Institute
We located an April 15, 2020, University of Texas Medical Branch press release with the
arresting title, “The Galveston National Lab and Wuhan Institute of Virology.”?* It was
disturbing to see such a proud headline pairing the American lab with its Chinese equivalent. It
was consistent with Fauci’s disregard for American security interests to continue gain-of-
function research at the Galveston National Lab (GNL).
Here are excerpts from the Galveston National Lab’s press release boasting about its
relationship with the Wuhan Institute:
April 16, 2020—The Galveston National Laboratory, located on the campus of the
University of Texas Medical Branch, is one of two university-based maximum
containment (BSL-4) laboratories in the U.S. focused on the study of highly infectious
diseases and the development of medical countermeasures. ... The lab is part of
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID) Biodefense Laboratory
Network ... Through our Biosafety Training Center, UTMB has provided
laboratory safety and security training for scientists and operations personnel in

more than 45 countries, including China. The relationship with the Wuhan Institute



Breggin & Breggin COVID-19 Book Draft 6.16.2021 p. 146

of Virology and the GNL dates back to 2013 and has been facilitated through an
ongoing dialogue co-sponsored by the Chinese Academies of Science and U.S.
National Academies of Science, Engineering and Medicine, with cooperation from the
Chinese CDC and others.

In recent years, we have provided training to scientists, biosafety and engineering
professionals, including many from China. [Bold appears in the original.]

On further research, it turns out the Galveston National Lab at UTMB, the recipient of new
funding by Fauci, has been an object of special federal concern because of its many ties to China. For
example, a detailed Fox News report headlines: “Prominent university bio lab urged to reveal extent
of relationship with Wuhan lab at center of coronavirus outbreak.” 236

As Fauci right now pumps money into research on creating deadly viruses in America, at
the Galveston National Lab and lesser programs, how hard will it be to determine where the
money ends up? How much information related to our national security will continue to flow to
China? So far, it looks as if it will be nearly impossible to know where the research money will
be going—and that it something to worry about.

More research findings. Here is an excerpt from an April 24, 2020, letter from the
General Counsel of the U.S. Department of Education insisting on more information from
UTMB and its Galveston National Lab about its complex ties to China and specifically to its
Wuhan Institute of Virology:%®’

Between June 6, 2014, and June 3, 2019, UT reported approximately twenty-four
contracts with various Chinese state-owned universities and ten contracts with Huawei
Technologies, all purportedly worth a reported total of $12,987,896. It is not clear,

however, whether UT has in fact reported all gifts from or contracts with or relating to
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the Wuhan MCL, the Wuhan Institute of Virology, and/or all other foreign sources,
including agents and instrumentalities of the government of the Peoples’ Republic of
China. Therefore, to verify UT’s compliance with Section 117, the Department
requests that your Institution produce the following records ... (Italics added.)

The letter from the General Counsel of the U.S. Department of Education to the
University of Texas also demands information about almost two dozen suspected Chinese
businesses, universities, and other entities. The list concludes with this ominous demand for
information about the University, its Galveston National Lab, and its relationship to the
Communist Party of China:

The Communist Party of China, its agents, employees, representatives, and
instrumentalities (including but not limited to the agents, employees, representatives,
and instrumentalities of entities such as the Communist Party of China’s Central
Committee, Central Office, and Politburo Standing Committee; the General Office of
the Central Military Commission; the Chinese Ministry of Education; the Chinese
Ministry of Science and Technology; the People’s Liberation Army; the Chinese
Ministry of State Security; the Chinese Ministry of Industry and Information
Technology; the Chinese Ministry of Foreign Affairs; the Chinese Ministry of
National Defense; the Central Bank of the People’s Republic of China; and any
People’s Republic of China province, autonomous region, or municipality).

Sellin was right to focus on new Fauci funding for the Galveston National Lab with its
multiple, probably inextricable, and, at times, obscured ties to China. If Fauci wants to keep his

much valued and carefully cultivated relationship with the Chinese Communist Party, then he
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may have picked the right place in America to award funding for this viral research that doubles
as preparation for biological warfare.

At this time, we suspect it is impossible to fund virus-related research at American
universities and facilities while guaranteeing the Chinese government will not be gaining

information relevant to our national security and even to humanity’s survival.

The U.S. Is Not Alone in Empowering China’s Bioweapons Program
The seemingly cavalier empowering of China’s biological warfare program is not limited
to the United States. Globalist influences may be equally or more powerful in Canada. In the
summer of 2019, a scandal erupted when it was discovered Canadian scientists had shipped
samples of Ebola?®® to China, justifying it as part of Canada’s “efforts to support public-health
research worldwide. Sharing of such samples internationally is relatively standard practice.”
The report went on to cite warnings from experts around the world, including one from
the U.S.:
James Giordano, a neurology professor at Georgetown University and senior fellow in
biowarfare at the U.S. Special Operations Command, said it’s worrisome on a few
fronts.

China’s growing investment in bioscience, looser ethics around gene-editing and
other cutting-edge technology and integration between government and academia raise
the spectre of such pathogens being weaponized, he said.

That could mean an offensive agent, or a modified germ let loose by proxies, for
which only China has the treatment or vaccine, said Giordano, co-head of

Georgetown’s Brain Science and Global Law and Policy Program.


https://www.nationaldefensemagazine.org/articles/2019/8/2/viewpoint-the-tools-and-threats-of-synthetic-bioweapon-development
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The Chinese Communist Party must think we Westerners are a pack of naive fools ... or

traitors.

Fauci and NIAID Were Central to the Chain of Activities that Led to SARS-CoV-2

As we have noted, Gates and other globalists in the pharmaceutical industry are hugely
invested in vaccines, and Fauci has opened opportunities for fast tracking. 2% In the case of
remdesivir, which Fauci promised would become the “standard” for treatment of hospitalized
COVID-19 patients, we shall find he funded and then manipulated a dangerous, ineffective drug
into being accepted—for a time, at least—as the first-line treatment.

It is telling that Fauci was so key to enabling the Chinese to make SARS-CoV-2, and
then became the international management czar for the worldwide affliction he helped to create.
Now, he wants to lead us down the road of worldwide public health totalitarianism to save us
from “human-made” environmental destruction that allegedly encourages the emergence of
pathogens from nature.?*® Fauci is making the most of COVID-19 to enhance the wealth of his

institute, his personal glory, and his already immense influence.

What Were the American Collaborators Thinking?

We have already suggested that the Chinese Communists must think we Westerners are a
pack of naive fools. Or maybe they realize many of our leaders are bedazzled by ambitions for
wealth, self-aggrandizement and power, rendering them unable to identify China as a dangerous
foe. Or perhaps progressives in the West have been so indoctrinated with Marxist principles they
are blind to the danger of Communism. Whatever the reasons of those who participate—they are

scientists, billionaires, and the CEOs of giant corporations, globalists want to get into the action
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with China, while China prepares to take over and to eat them alive at its earliest opportunity. No

Communist regime has ever tolerated independent opportunists in their midst.

Chapter 6. Fauci’s Grandiose Utopian Ambitions

In a recent “scientific” article in Cell that Fauci authored with one of his assistants, he lied,
claiming without reservation or qualification that COVID-19 emerged from nature on its own
and not from laboratory tinkering.?’! Then he did more than ignore his own role in funding the
engineering of coronaviruses with China: he blamed us—you, me, and humanity—for causing
the virus by disrupting nature:
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
SARS-CoV-2 is a deadly addition to the long list of microbial threats to the human
species. It forces us to adapt, react, and reconsider the nature of our relationship to the
natural world. Emerging and re-emerging infectious diseases are epiphenomena of
human existence and our interactions with each other, and with nature. As human
societies grow in size and complexity, we create an endless variety of opportunities for
genetically unstable infectious agents to emerge into the unfilled ecologic niches we
continue to create. There is nothing new about this situation, except that we now live
in a human-dominated world in which our increasingly extreme alterations of the
environment induce increasingly extreme backlashes from nature.
Science will surely bring us many lifesaving drugs, vaccines, and diagnostics;
however, there is no reason to think that these alone can overcome the threat of ever

more frequent and deadly emergences of infectious diseases. Evidence suggests that


https://www.cell.com/action/showPdf?pii=S0092-8674%2820%2931012-6
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SARS, MERS, and COVID-19 are only the latest examples of a deadly barrage of
coming coronavirus and other emergences. The COVID-19 pandemic is yet another
reminder, added to the rapidly growing archive of historical reminders, that in a hu-
man-dominated world, in which our human activities represent aggressive, damaging,
and unbalanced interactions with nature, we will increasingly provoke new disease
emergences. We remain at risk for the foreseeable future. COVID-19 is among the
most vivid wake-up calls in over a century. It should force us to begin to think in
earnest and collectively about living in more thoughtful and creative harmony with
nature, even as we plan for nature’s inevitable, and always unexpected, surprises.

Fauci declares that COVID-19 is the result of the “human-dominated” world in which we
live, and he promotes an extreme progressive ideology that massive changes must be made in
how we relate to nature, including how we build—or do not build—our economies. He wants a
vast, progressive political program to evaluate and change human activity on a global basis:

Disease emergence reflects dynamic balances and imbalances, within complex
globally distributed ecosystems comprising humans, animals, pathogens, and the
environment. Understanding these variables is a necessary step in controlling
future devastating disease emergences.

Fauci blames humanity, this “human-dominated” environment, for causing COVID-19,
when he is the single American who contributed most directly to the development of potentially
epidemic coronaviruses that he put into the hands of the Chinese Communist Party and its
military. He, above all politicians masquerading as scientists, knew there had been one
questionable emergence from nature of pathogenic SAR-CoVs, compared to seven known

accidental or purposeful releases from Chinese labs. He is also among the men most to benefit
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from the catastrophe through the growth of his institutional domain and his close relationships to
Bill Gates and the pharmaceutical industry.

With his own nefarious activities in funding Chinese and American laboratories, Fauci’s
stated position may be the most colossal misdirection in history: the American most responsible
for enabling the Chinese Communists to engineer SARS-CoV-2 in their Wuhan Institute is
blaming COVID-19 on humanity’s indiscretions in nature. Working with China, Fauci himself
has funded and promoted taking viruses out of nature and engineering them to become pandemic
viruses, but he wants us to take his advice on transforming widespread human activity to make
us less disruptive! Fauci is the Great Disruptor of Nature, whose work enabled China to unleash
COVID-19 on the world.

Fauci is announcing himself as radical totalitarian with his new political vision:

Living in greater harmony with nature will require changes in human behavior as well
as other radical changes that may take decades to achieve: rebuilding the
infrastructures of human existence, from cities to homes to workplaces, to water

and sewer systems, to recreational and gatherings venues. In such a transformation we
will need to prioritize changes in those human behaviors that constitute risks for the
emergence of infectious diseases. Chief among them are reducing crowding at home,
work, and in public places as well as minimizing environmental perturbations such as
deforestation, intense urbanization, and intensive animal farming. Equally important
are ending global poverty, improving sanitation and hygiene, and reducing unsafe
exposure to animals, so that humans and potential human pathogens have limited
opportunities for contact. ... Since we cannot return to ancient times, can we at least

use lessons from those times to bend modernity in a safer direction? These are
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questions to be answered by all societies and their leaders, philosophers, builders, and
thinkers and those involved in appreciating and influencing the environmental
determinants of human health.

In Fauci’s world, concerns such as democracy, the U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights,
or liberty as a primary personal and political principle simply do not exist. Indeed, something
even more basic, the importance of love and human relationship, seems beyond his concern or
understanding.

Jeffrey A. Tucker of the American Institute for Economic Research (AIER) finds Fauci’s
vision as dangerous and appalling as we do.? In a report titled “Lockdown: The New
Totalitarianism,” he characterizes Fauci’s philosophy and the lockdowns very eloquently:*
This is sheer fanaticism, a kind of insanity wrought by a wild vision of a one-
dimensional world in which the whole of life is organized around disease avoidance.
And there is an additional presumption here that our bodies (via the immune system)
have not evolved alongside viruses for a million years. No recognition of that reality.
Instead the sole goal is to make “social distancing” the national credo. Let us speak
more plainly: what this really means is forced human separation. It means the
dismantlement of markets, cities, in-person sports events, and the end of your right to
move around freely. ...

The lockdowns are looking less like a gigantic error and more like the unfolding
of a fanatical political ideology and policy experiment that attacks core postulates of
civilization at their very root. It’s time we take it seriously and combat it with the same

fervor with which a free people resisted all the other evil ideologies that sought to strip
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humanity of dignity and replace freedom with the terrifying dreams of intellectuals

and their government sock puppets.

Fauci Admits to Systematically Misrepresenting Data to Manipulate Public
We have discussed how public health officials openly discuss among themselves the use

of fear to have people do what they want them to do; however, until Fauci, we had not heard
anyone advocate lying. The New York Times*** recently obtained an admission from Anthony
Fauci that for many months he has been systematically raising the estimates of the number of
vaccinations needed in America to produce herd immunity because he knew people were feeling
negatively toward vaccinations and did not want to frighten them off:

Recently, a figure to whom millions of Americans look for guidance—Dr. Anthony S.

Fauci, an adviser to both the Trump administration and the incoming Biden

administration—has begun incrementally raising his herd-immunity estimate.

In the pandemic’s early days, Dr. Fauci tended to cite the same 60-to-70 percent

estimate that most experts did. About a month ago, he began saying “70, 75 percent”

in television interviews. And last week, in an interview with CNBC News, he said

“75, 80, 85 percent” and “75-to-80-plus percent.”

In a telephone interview the next day, Dr. Fauci acknowledged that he had slowly
but deliberately been moving the goal posts. He is doing so, he said, partly based on
new science, and partly on his gut feeling that the country is finally ready to hear what
he really thinks.

Hard as it may be to hear, he said, he believes that it may take close to 90-percent

immunity to bring the virus to a halt ...


https://www.nytimes.com/2020/05/01/opinion/sunday/coronavirus-herd-immunity.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/05/01/opinion/sunday/coronavirus-herd-immunity.html
https://thehill.com/changing-america/resilience/natural-disasters/495635-coronavirus-pandemic-could-last-up-to-two-years
https://www.cnbc.com/2020/12/16/cnbc-transcript-dr-anthony-fauci-speaks-with-cnbcs-meg-tirrell-live-during-the-cnbc-healthy-returns-livestream-today.html
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Dr. Fauci said that weeks ago, he had hesitated to publicly raise his estimate
because many Americans seemed hesitant about vaccines, which they would need to
accept almost universally in order for the country to achieve herd immunity.

The New York Times did not call this lying, but several conservative news groups did.
Fauci has probably been manipulating everything he says to have one or another political effect.
Consider this January 24, 2020, CNN report: %

Fauci ... said that he feels China is being more transparent with the world this time
than it was during previous outbreaks, such as the 2003 SARS outbreak. “This time
around from my perception they look like they’re being quite transparent,” he said.
Fauci said that China's decision to shut down travel may not have a huge impact on
containing the spread, but “it’s their judgment that this is something that in fact is
going to help. That’s something that I don’t think we could possibly do in the United
States, I can’t imagine shutting down New York or Los Angeles. Whether or not it
does or does not is really open to question because historically when you shut things
down it doesn’t have a major effect.”

This one short commentary is filled with distortions or lies. First, by January 24, 2020, it
was very clear China was not being transparent about many things, such as the initial
infectiousness of the virus, its origin in its Wuhan Institute and not a marketplace, and flooding
America and the world with potentially infectious passengers from Wuhan, Hong Kong, and
elsewhere while it was shutting down domestic air travel. Second, he doubts shutting down air
travel will stop the epidemic from spreading, a position he later shifted. This is the man who

would eventually try to shut down everything, including traveling during Thanksgiving,
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Christmas, and New Year’s Day. Third, he says he cannot imagine shutting down New York or

Los Angeles because “historically when you shut things down it doesn’t have a major effect.”

Time for Us to Act

America’s leadership and the American people need to know that Anthony Fauci—
working in the service of global interests other than the United States—funded research that
eventually unleashed COVID-19 upon the world. In addition, this same Fauci funding has
enabled China to possess the largest store of coronaviruses in the world, along with the
technology to continue turning them into human-infecting agents. Meanwhile, despite its obvious
dangers, Fauci continues to fund gain-of-function research that creates deadly viruses which can
leak from labs or be released as biological weapons. Under a Biden administration, Fauci will
thrive, and research collaboration with China on creating deadly pandemic viruses is likely to
increase, and the world ... the world will face disastrous scenarios beyond the imagination.

Unfortunately, our research into Fauci’s role in the pandemic disclosed he is not nearly
the only one collaborating with China. There is a network we are calling the global predators.

We can go directly from Fauci to Bill Gates to begin tracking them down.
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Chapter 7. Fauci, Bill Gates, Forbes, the Koch Brothers—and Their Victims

Many of us are beginning to realize COVID-19 is not the catastrophe we must resist. The
worldwide globalist leadership wants us to believe we must unite against the virus, but it is far
more important to unite against them. We must oppose the ongoing totalitarian measures and
their plans for a “New Normal” and a “Global Reset” that come with an acute escalation on
America’s liberty as the combine of progressive and capitalistic predators exert their power to

crush freedom of speech.

Their Victims
We must not forget the suffering caused by global predators during COVID-19:

e People who have died from the government interfering with their access to early,
effective treatments and being isolated from their bereaved families.
e Health professionals, especially frontline doctors, who have been persecuted and
prohibited from providing their patients lifesaving treatments and whose careers and
professional status have been harmed for speaking out against these gross
interferences with doctor-patient relationships.
e Individuals who became sicker or died because of delayed treatments for cancer
and other disorders when hospitals and clinics were closed to them.
e Residents of nursing homes and long-term care facilities whose lives have been
made miserable and lonely, and the vast numbers of them who have been killed by
confinement without care and treatment.

e Individuals injured by their experimental vaccines and medications.
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e  Populations on whom they are imposing coercive public health policies with a
demoralizing loss of autonomy and personal freedom.

e  The hundreds of millions around the world who have been driven into loneliness
and terrorized by unnecessary public health threats, warnings, and abuses.

e Small business owners whose life’s work they are destroying.

e The many who have lost their jobs.

e The poor, marginalized, and chronically ill who have fewer community resources
and less to fall back on.

e  Churchgoers deprived of their spiritual sustenance and community.

e Extended families and loved ones who are separated.

e  Children whose school and social lives they have taken away.

e Young athletes and scholarship students whose careers may have been derailed.
e Families and partners impaired and broken up by the stress of living under
confined, abnormal conditions, and their children who have suffered from abuse or
isolation.

e People who live alone and now find themselves utterly without companionship.
e Parents who lost special services for handicapped children, as well as all parents
who must cope with no babysitters, no daycare centers, and no school to take care of
and help their children.

e The many ordinary people who are suffering more anxiety and other emotional
trauma than they can easily handle.

e Untold millions of people robbed of the experiences of once-in-a-lifetime, special

occasions such as weddings, bar mitzvahs, proms, graduations and funerals.
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e The societies and nations disabled in infinite ways.
The global predators and perpetrators will feel little or nothing except indifference and
disdain toward the people on whom they are inflicting so much suffering to advance their own

agendas.

Who Are the Global Predators?

The global predators are an international movement of rich and powerful entities that are
pushing us toward more top-down government with the accumulation of increasing power and
wealth among powerful individuals and groups commonly identified as globalists or the elite.

They claim to represent humanity when instead they represent their own voracious
appetites for wealth, self-aggrandizement, and power. Some of them are well-known individuals
like Anthony Fauci and Bill Gates; some of them are powerful agencies, like the Food and Drug
Administration (FDA), the various National Institutes of Health (NIH), the CDC (Centers for
Disease Prevent and Control), and the World Health Organization (WHO). The non-government
groups of banks, corporations, industries, and philanthropic organizations often closely align
themselves with big governments, and to a surprising extent, with China and its Chinese
Communist Party.

The description of them as elite is misleading. They may think of themselves that way,
but we do not. We prefer to call them global predators. For them, COVID-19 has been a boon
beyond all expectations. Their predations account for much of the confusion and anguish
surrounding the pandemic, its prolongation, and its deaths.

We shall document how all these individuals and their institutions commit egregious acts

against America and humankind and make no sense except that their allegiances and goals are
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different from ours. Having this predatory globalist outlook, they openly express enthusiasm for
China and side with the violent dictatorship over America and the Western world. Like fish
accustomed to swimming in foul water or people stuck living and breathing in extreme air
pollution, Fauci and his fellow global predators no longer know what it means to be a normal
human being with a normal sense of concern for the lives of other human beings.

We shall document how they have been openly planning for this moment for several
years under the guise of an emergency public health response to a pandemic. It does not matter if
they are Bill Gates and Michael Bloomberg, who parade themselves as capitalists, or if it is Xi
Jinping and other Chinese leaders, who are devoted Communists. Their ultimate aims are the
same—to increase their wealth, self-aggrandizement, and power, while dominating the rest of us.
That the Communists may be the only ones genuinely dedicated to their ideology makes them all
the more powerful and dangerous.

In Chapter 22, we further elaborate on the specific characteristics of global perpetrators
and identify the top American billionaires and corporations that act like global predators.

Predators dominate the lists of billionaires and wealthy corporations.

Fauci and Gates

Bill Gates is among the leaders of the predatory globalists, and he has known and worked
with Anthony Fauci for years. Fauci is one of only five other powerhouses, including the director
general of WHO and the executive director of UNICEF, who sit on the Leadership Council of
the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation to head “a collaboration to increase coordination across the
international vaccine community and create a Global Vaccine Action Plan.”?*® Fauci been on

this Leadership Council since its inception in 2010, indicating that he was involved with vaccine
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planning for at least ten years before COVID-19, a point we emphasize in the Chronology and
Overview. This is globalism near or at its summit, and both Gates and Fauci are growing in
power, influence, and the control of wealth as a result of COVID-19. On a number of occasions,
Gates has made clear he talked less and less to President Trump and more and more to Fauci.?®’
It is no coincidence the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation has one of its foreign offices in China,
and both Gates and the Chinese Communists fund and control the World Health Organization
(WHO). Anthony Fauci relates to both of them and carries out their mutual ambitions, about

which we will continue to learn.

Bill Gates and the Medical Industry

We can only touch upon the myriad ways the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation uses
organized medicine worldwide to increase Gates’s wealth, aggrandizement, and power. We have
documented that Gates contributes money to Fauci’s NIAID and to Tedros’s WHO, two of the
most influential agencies for directing American and international policies surrounding COVID-
19. Gates’s Foundation also gives to the CDC, another influential member of the group,
including a $13.5 million award to the CDC Foundation for global vaccine programs.?*®

Now we learn Gates has been pouring money into yet another member of the worldwide
medical-military complex: the Chinese CDC, including its vaccine programs. We found it
confirmed on the website of the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation. 2** One Gates grant for
$500,580, dated August 2018, was purposed “to accelerate introduction of safe, effective
affordable vaccines into China’s Expanded Program on Immunization.”

There is no essential difference between China’s vaccine program and China’s military

bioweapons program. The ruling Communist Party’s practice of Military-Civil Fusion makes
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certain that any corporate, medical, or other civil activities with even remote potential for
military application must be given to and controlled by the People’s Liberation Army (Chapter
1).

Experiments for the development of coronavirus vaccines have been going on for many
years in the U.S./China collaborative gain-of-function research that Fauci funded through
NIAID. These are the dangerous projects we publicized and President Trump then cancelled. The
engineered deadly viruses become potential offensive military weapons and the vaccines become
potential defensive weapons.

Now we add a new wrinkle—the connections between Pfizer and the Chinese
pharmaceutical industry and therefore to the Chinese Communist Party. Since the 1980s, Pfizer
has been investing huge amounts through China Pfizer,** including “actively collaborating with
health service providers, academia and governments to support the rapid growth of healthcare in
China.”*"! Investors applauded and stocks went up when Pfizer and their German partner joined
with the Shanghai Fosun Pharmaceutical Group in late 2020, gaining an infusion of $85 million
from the Chinese firm for the development of Pfizer’s mRNA vaccine.?? Involvement of a
Chinese company means that China’s military will have direct access to any useful information
obtained by the company, whether openly or by stealth.

We doubt if one in a million recipients of Pfizer’s vaccine knows it is a joint development
venture with the Chinese Communist Party. This huge financial arrangement was undoubtedly
long in the making. Probably to avoid the Trump administration criticizing or canceling it, the
news was released on November 10, 2020, days after Biden’s seeming election victory for

President of the United States.
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To finish this mini analysis of global predators at work in the medical field that began
with Bill Gates and ended with Pfizer, guess who Bill Gates has invested in and promoted as “the
clear coronavirus vaccine leader?” Yes, it’s Pfizer and their vaccine program.>®

On a June 5, 2020, program,** Laura Ingraham described how Gates “has his fingers”
on everything relating to COVID-19. She commented on how he manipulates WHO and became
WHO'’s biggest donor when President Trump withdrew U.S. support. She described how WHO
resisted Gates’s wish for the agency to declare a pandemic and how Gates donated $50 million to
it, resulting the next day in their declaration. She also noted that Gates has spent several billion
dollars on activities related to the UN agency.

Ingraham wisely warned about the dangerous consequences of one man having so much
power over an organization that is supposed to be medically objective and scientific. Notably,

Director-General Tedros of WHO is not a physician or medically trained. He is a corrupt

politician ultimately under the control of the Chinese Communist Party.

Bill Gates: China Perfect, America Flawed—Let’s Get on with the Quarantines

On March 25, 2020, Bill Gates did a TED interview with Chris Anderson and Whitney
Pennington Rodgers called “How We Must Respond to the Coronavirus Pandemic.”% The first
half of the interview dealt in some detail with what went wrong in January and February that
delayed the world’s response to COVID-19.

Gates talks extremely vaguely about delays by governments around the world and his
efforts to warn them, never implicating China, Fauci, or any other global partner in initially
withholding the seriousness of the China outbreak. Gates mentions setting up a working group

with Wellcome Trust and MasterCard and contributing $100 million of his own money. Later in
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the interview, he talks about “backing” the development of the new mRNA vaccines with no
mention of any potential risks or the wealth and power it will accrue to him.

In the TED interview, Gates is generally critical of America’s response to the epidemic.
In marked contrast, without a hint of any criticism, he is very positive toward China’s responses
to COVID-19. Gates praises their draconian measures. Without a hint of doubt, he expresses
trust for China’s statistics on their supposedly successful “extreme” shutdown.

At the time of the Gates’s interview, China was claiming it had “no new cases” of
COVID-19 among its 1.5 billion citizens. That is, the rate of infection had dropped to “zero”
because of their alleged amazing public-health prowess.

Chris Anderson gently casts doubt on China’s claim to having no new cases. Without

306 no doubt China’s claim is valid and is due to

hesitation, Gates replies that he has “absolutely
their rigorous quarantining. In the face of further gentle skepticism by Anderson, Gates rapidly
mutters some logarithmic calculations that end in zero, supposedly proving how China could
have reached zero cases, a clever ploy which shuts down further questions.

Gates’s manipulation of the truth could not change reality, including further pandemic
outbreaks in China in 2021. They have been so large that they have interfered with their
economy *°7 and food supplies,>*® put 22 million into lockdown,** and then another 32
million!? and even more millions*!! into lockdowns, resulting in a renewal of drastic
suppression as China has gone into “Wartime Mode” trying to deal with the resurging virus.>'2

Overall, China is not doing nearly as well with COVID-19 as their global advocates like Bill

Gates had predicted.

What Bill Gates Already Knew While Exonerating China of Any Wrongdoing
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While praising China at the expense of the United States, Bill Gates must have been

aware of China’s purposeful stealth war against America, its own Chinese people, and humanity.

Beginning with the earliest manifestations of the deadly coronavirus in its country, the

Chinese government betrayed the rest of the world, especially the United States:
China’s early denials to WHO and the world about the virus’s communicability,
which delayed adequate worldwide responses.>"?

China’s self-described destruction of the viral materials at the Wuhan Institute,
suggesting foul play, which slowed down the world’s knowledge about the virus and
its true origin.’'*

China’s shutdown of its own internal airline traffic and internal travel, while
flooding the U.S. with more than 400,000 airline passengers, spreading the virus upon
an unsuspecting America, as well as the rest of the world.

China’s hoarding of materials for masks and other protective supplies while
importing massive numbers, depleting the world’s supply.3’’

Then there are China’s assaults on its own people:

China’s warlike military assault on its own people—only possible under a violent
totalitarian state—may have been used with some success in slowing down the spread
of the disease. In addition, the Communists are not suppressing early treatment of
COVID-19 and instead allow more freedom in the use of both traditional Chinese
medicine and modern approaches, such hydroxychloroquine.’'®

The cost of the oppression has been tragic. There is further suppression of

political dissidents.>!” Ordinary Chinese citizens are sealed en mass into large

apartment complexes with gates welded shut and doors of homes locked closed,
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resulting in death from disease, starvation, and thirst.>'® A few people diagnosed with
COVID can lead to a neighborhood or community being locked down with everyone
trapped inside their houses.

Globalists like Bill Gates, Anthony Fauci, Klaus Schwab and Michael Bloomberg
have been and continue to be uniformly indifferent toward these atrocities.
Meanwhile, the Chinese Communists have openly described how they have used the
opportunity of COVID-19 to impose even more strangulating party rule on the
people.’"’

So, what is going on with Bill Gates? We will find he shares all the characteristics of
today’s predatory globalists from American billionaires and the giant tech corporations to WHO
and the Chinese Communist Party. They uniformly present an unerring defense of China’s
violent and threatening dictatorship while casting aspersion on the U.S., especially America First
policies which thwart their globalist ambitions.

China, we will continue to document, works closely with American globalists. An
America First policy in the U.S. is the major, if not only, impediment to the success of these
international predators. America alone, they believe, can prevent them from growing even
wealthier, more self-aggrandizing, and more powerful because of COVID-19 public health
policies and practices.

Bill Gates’s March 25, 2020, TED interview is further noteworthy for his promotion of
totalitarian public health measures while showing no concern for their threat to democracy or
freedom. He repeatedly emphasizes that America needs a radical shutdown despite its
acknowledged devastating effects on the economy. He believes the most important measures are

to test as many people as possible and to isolate them. This, he claims, is the only way to slow
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down the virus, and he cites China’s alleged success as evidence. Gates is adamant America
needs “an extreme shutdown,” declaring “there is no middle course.”

Gates also talks about the ID cards so many people rightfully see as a big step toward
worldwide social control, much as China is imposing growing control over its people. He
explains, “Eventually what we will have to have is certificates of who’s a recovered person,
who’s a vaccinated person.”*?° He briefly explains the aim is to control the movement of people,
and then, before he says more, Chris Anderson quickly changes the topic.

Gates imagines the wealthier nations getting out of difficulty in a matter of weeks—a
very inaccurate prediction. In contrast, he sees worldwide recovery taking up to three years.
Throughout this discussion of the “costs” and the difficulty of recovery, he never touches upon
or is asked about the suffering caused by vast limitations on going to school or work,
participating in or watching sports and entertainment, and visiting with family and friends, as
well as generally being confined at home.

Again, in total consistency with other global predators, Gates pays no heed to the
principles of personal and political freedom that are the bedrock of America’s founding and
which make it the world’s great fortification, however shaky, against a takeover by global
totalitarianism. Gates represents one of the great tragedies of America: we have raised several
generations of children in progressive schools without their gaining any understanding of the
heroism and wisdom of our founders, the economics and politics of freedom, and the stunning
accomplishments embodied in the Declaration of Independence, the Constitution, and especially
the Bill of Rights.

Globalists like Bill Gates have little humility and lack judgment about their own limited

capacity to plan for the entire world. They do not grasp or see any benefit to them in the principle
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of individual liberty as the best driver of human creativity. They have no respect for personal

responsibility and freedom as the generators of progress.

Forbes, the Financial Magazine, as a Global Predator

A great deal of debate has occurred concerning nationalism versus globalism, mostly
advocating and defending globalist principles. As a Forbes article in 2017 stated, “Nationalism is
a dirty word for most globalists.”**! Among “globalist” political leaders, Forbes lists President
Barak Obama, French President Emmanuel Macron, former Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi,
Canadian Prime Minister Justin Trudeau, and some Arab “princelings.”

Not surprising, Forbes displays its own typical globalist mentality in assigning the
conflict to competing interests—in essence, the selfish dunderheaded nationalists and the more
enlightened globalists. American globalists seem to have no idea what drives so many Americans
to fear and resent them. It’s not a mere conflict of “selfish” economic interests; it’s more about
principles like loving the flag, patriotism, a belief in the American Dream, and personal and
political freedom.

The words “freedom” and “liberty” cannot be found in the Forbes report. The word
“democracy” appears once, but not in a meaningful context. Forbes does not grasp that for most
opponents of globalism, the real issues are preserving traditions and their democratic republic, as
well as political and personal freedom. Not any of the globalists seem to have the idea that they
are threatening something good, wonderful, and unique embodied in this Land of the Free and
Home of the Brave.

On January 7, 2021, as the political assault on President Trump and the political right

heated up, Forbes took a step so brazen, bold, and hostile to America it illustrates how far our
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nation is moving toward totalitarianism. In an article titled “A Truth Reckoning: Why We’re
Holding Those Responsible Who Lied for Trump Accountable,” Forbes announced its intention
to ruin any company that so much as hired one of President Trump’s closer allies or
supporters. 322

Let it be known to the business world: Hire any of Trump’s fellow fabulists above,

and Forbes will assume that everything your company or firm talks about is a lie.

We’re going to scrutinize, double-check, investigate with the same skepticism we’d

approach a Trump tweet. Want to ensure the world’s biggest business media brand

approaches you as a potential funnel of disinformation? Then hire away.

What Forbes says matters to many people, and within a short time the article had over

one million viewers. By this time in January 2021, we had become informed enough to make a
quick check for the China connections that all global predators seem to have, and we discovered
that in 2014, Forbes had been sold to an Asian investor group based in Hong Kong, China.??3
For us, as our book will continue to show, this was no surprise given the Chinese Communist
Party influence on The New York Times, The Washington Post, CNN, and other major globalist

media.3?*

The Koch Brothers and the Cato Institute. Globalist Libertarians?

The Koch brothers are well-known international investors, but they are libertarians, so
committed to liberty and supportive of conservatives they are hated by the left. They have to be

true-blue Americans, don’t they?
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Charles and David Koch, known as the Koch brothers, are among the wealthiest and most
powerful people in the world. The brothers were tied for 11 place among billionaires, before the
younger brother David died in 2019 at age 79.%%

Koch Industries increased its revenue by 4.5% during the first year of COVID-19, newly
placing it number one among America’s privately held companies with annual revenues of $115
billion.??d They are invested in 50 countries,??” and their multiple corporations enable them to
tailor their investments in areas with growth opportunities created by COVID-19.3%8

The Koch brothers, as self-identified libertarians, are a rarity among well-known
billionaires. They regularly supported selected Republican and Conservative politicians. But
starting with his campaign for presidency, they undermined Donald Trump, who responded by
accurately labelling them globalists.**” Key policy differences include what the critics have
called President Trump’s “trade war with China” and his insistence on a controlled southern
border.*** The CATO Institute, originally called the Charles Koch Foundation in honor of its
cofounder and main donor at the time, follows the principles laid down by their patrons.®*!

Conlflicts over open borders and coddling China led President Trump to openly stand up
to the Koch brothers, risking the support of many Republican and Conservative politicians and
alienating a major potential donor. On July 31, 2020, the President tweeted about the Koch
brothers: ¥

They want to protect their companies outside the U.S. from being taxed, I'm for
America First & the American Worker - a puppet for no one. Two nice guys with bad

ideas. Make America Great Again!

On the same day, the President also tweeted:***
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The globalist Koch Brothers, who have become a total joke in real Republican circles,
are against Strong Borders and Powerful Trade. I never sought their support because I
don’t need their money or bad ideas. They love my Tax & Regulation Cuts, Judicial
picks & more. (Bold added.)

Conservative patriotic organizations have also been critical of the Koch brothers as

globalists rather than as patriots and supporters of America.

The Koch Family, Libertarianism, and Inhumanity

Along with Charles Koch, another of the three cofounders of the Cato Institute was
Murray Rothbard. A libertarian economist, Rothbard believed parents should be legally allowed
to sell their children on a free market and, furthermore, parents were under no legal obligation to
feed or otherwise keep their children alive.*>** Humans, Rothbard maintained, had no positive
legal obligations to one another and instead were only obligated to respect the rights of others to
be equally free. As another extreme example of callousness, I personally heard Rothbard give a
speech at a libertarian conference in the 1970s where he displayed a shocking lack of concern for
anyone hurt inflicted on people who are just trying to get by because of the sometimes-
catastrophic effects of swings in the free market. When asked specifically, “What about an
elderly woman whose corporate or municipal bonds might crash, leaving her destitute,” Rothbard
made a quirky smile and said she, too, would have to take the consequences of freedom.

It also became obvious to me that the large corporations, such as found in the
pharmaceutical industry or global banking, did not operate based on voluntary exchange—
without force or fraud. They routinely commit fraud, starting with unconscionable manipulations

of their controlled clinical trials and their marketing practices, and they buy favors within the
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government to support their fraudulent behaviors.>*> They also threaten and intimidate their
critics. It was further obvious that large governments were not going to shrink in size, poverty
and gross misfortunes were not going away, and a large modern society requires more than
voluntary charity to provide safety nets.

As noted earlier, the Cato Institute and the Koch brothers support open borders with
unlimited immigration into the United States.**® Here is the Cato Institute’s explanation in their
2019 annual report:**’

The fight for free and open trade doesn’t stop at goods. Free trade in international
labor is also an important component, and one where the gains to human well-being
are most appreciable. Immigration has been part of the American Dream since the
Founding. Thomas Paine famously called for making the United States “an asylum for
mankind.” Free movement across national borders is one of the policies fundamental
to human flourishing and produces some of the greatest benefit.

Actually, “free trade in international labor” would turn America into one more cheap
labor market to fatten global predators. Inevitably, wage scales would begin to approximate
those of the average poor nation. As Ginger’s mother expressed in one of our War Room
discussions, free trade in human labor ignores the sacred value of the individual. Ginger added,
free trade values profit over the people enslaved to make that profit. In the concluding chapter,
we shall return to this overarching importance of treasuring each other while joining the fight for
freedom.

Furthermore, libertarian principles do not require opening borders; only the greed of
some libertarians demands them. Closed or controlled borders are easily and rationally justified

on the libertarian principle of a nation’s right to self-defense, exactly as the military or police are
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justified by libertarians to protect the freedom of our citizens. We should use the minimal
necessary force, like a big fence, to defend our borders and our lives.

The biggest gift we can give to the world is not flooding ourselves beyond capacity with
desperate people who often do not share our values. The biggest gift we can give the world is by
once again becoming the torch of freedom and inspiring liberty throughout the world while
resisting all that would suppress humanity.

In respect to COVID-19, the Koch brothers and their institutions do promote liberty in
calling for an end to forcing people to stay at home and to forcing companies to shut down. They
have also been critical of the CDC;*® but that does not make up for their larger harms. In respect
to corporations, they do not expect them to fight for freedom; rather, they should learn to adapt
to the situation imposed upon them by the pandemic politicians.

Instead of rejecting big government and demanding ethical behavior from politicians, the
Koch brothers became masters of manipulating the system by buying politicians. Most
importantly, the Koch brothers meet what might be considered a litmus test for being a global
predator: the willingness to sacrifice and even destroy the United States with unlimited
immigration to increase their global wealth and power. The Koch brothers have undermined
America and President Trump’s populist presidency by pushing the Republican Party into
favoring open borders, international predatory industry, and globalist aspirations.

Is the Koch family tied to China? We have noted throughout our book that predatory
globalists always end up having ties to China and to favor that violent dictatorship over our own
nation. The Koch brothers vigorously opposed President Trump’s tariffs against Chinese goods

and simultaneously fought against punishing China for their tariffs on our goods or other
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offenses.*° This is typical predatory globalist behavior, selfishly and dangerously siding with
China against the United States.

Yes, the Koch Industries are deeply invested in China, including building a $1-billion
chemical factory in China and selling one of their companies for $2 billion to Chinese
investors.**® According to The New York Times, “Koch Industries also has big investments in
China, where it employs more than 23,000 people.”3*!

There are serious moral and political questions about American citizens, especially
libertarians, who should know better yet use their influence and their investments to protect and
strengthen China—the world’s largest totalitarian predator and the greatest existential threat to
our nation.

We repeat: globalism respects no boundaries. It masquerades as progressive,
conservative, libertarian, or Marxist. Globalists place the accumulation of wealth, glory and/or
power at the top of their ambitious agendas and do so without regard for national identities or
human freedom. Only a few, mainly the Chinese Communist Party or Jihadists, are strongly

motivated by political or religious ideologies, and that gives them special advantages over the

increasingly relativist and spiritless leaders of the West.

Living in a Moral Vacuum

From Joe Biden and John Kerry to Bill Gates, Klaus Schwab, and corporate CEOs
worldwide, globalist leaders are now operating in a moral vacuum that has deprived them of
wisdom and the knowledge of their own limitations. They have no humility or maturity about
their own fallibility when making long-term predictions or when promoting worldwide

totalitarian measures. Their personal and political failures are ignored or blamed on others. A
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future Genghis Khan is now a geeky kid inventing something new on his computer, and his
future fields of battle will be fought digitally—with as much or more ruthlessness than the
emperors of the Mongol Empire.

It is stunning to listen, watch, or read endless discussions about the need for massive
global change as if America and its history as a beacon of liberty never existed. Our heritage and
accomplishments as the freest people in history have been erased from the minds of the new
global leadership, including Bill Gates, Michael Bloomberg, and Klaus Schwab. They pay
almost no attention to: (1) How will world governance be implemented for these vast programs
that “must” happen within a decade or two? (2) What political processes are required for its
achievement? and (3) What are the consequences of the loss of individual and political freedom?
Like all totalitarians, they plan on handling all that when they get there and doing so with utter

ruthlessness.

China’s Spreading the Virus Was Preceded by China’s Covert Longstanding Undermining
of America

The voracious globalists are many in number. They find sympathetic accomplices,
including the FDA, DEA, CDC, and the so-called “Deep State” in America, which we call the
embedded globalist bureaucracy. Only through understanding predatory globalists can we
finally make sense out of the seeming craziness or irrationality surrounding the destructive,
international response to COVID-19. What is being inflicted on us is not “crazy,” it is simply

not in our self-interest but in the interest of others who wield enormous power over us.

Behind the Scenes: China
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Information about globalism and COVID-19 has been furiously bubbling to the surface
for some time. Initially, we thought we were beyond being surprised. However, something of
overarching significance has been coming up. Besides casting a shadow over the handling of
COVID-19, it has descended over all of America’s international economic life. It is the looming
presence of the People’s Republic of China and its mutually convenient alliance with the global
predators against the United States.

The Epoch Times on November 23, 2020, published an article, “U.S. Invested Billions into
Companies with Ties to China.””**?

President Trump’s latest executive order bars U.S. investors from holding ownership
stakes in a list of 31 Chinese companies designated to have ties with various Chinese
Communist Party (CCP) military apparatuses. 3#*

This order, while somewhat limited in scope, ensnares several well-known Chinese
companies including non-public companies such as Huawei and publicly traded
companies such as China Mobile and Hangzhou Hikvision. The 31 companies were
previously designated by the Pentagon as being “owned or controlled” by the People’s
Liberation Army (PLA), the official name of the Chinese military. ...

In addition, examining the foreign ownership base of these companies reveals that a
number of them are partially owned by prominent U.S. investment firms, insurance
companies, and pension funds.

President Trump’s latest measure at restricting Chinese companies would prevent

U.S. capital from funding China’s military and intelligence agencies that could hurt U.S.

interests.


https://www.theepochtimes.com/trump-issues-order-to-end-investments-in-chinese-military-companies_3576876.html
https://www.theepochtimes.com/t-pla

Breggin & Breggin COVID-19 Book Draft 6.16.2021 p. 177

Although we might not be openly at war with them, the Chinese Communist Party has
been at war with us since it took power during and after World War II. China has insidiously
invaded our institutions, including our academic and scientific establishments. Meanwhile,
American globalist predators have opened their arms to the Chinese Communist Party. We shall
see this tragedy woven throughout this book in a way we never anticipated, but can no longer
ignore.

We are not the only ones to express serious concerns about China’s predatory attitude
toward us and their participation in a global existential threat to America. Brian T. Kennedy,
president of the American Strategic Group, wrote “Facing Up to the China Threat” in Imprimis
for its September 2020 issue:>**

We are at risk of losing a war today because too few of us know that we are engaged
with an enemy, the Chinese Communist Party (CCP), that means to destroy us. The
forces of globalism that have dominated our government (until recently) and our
media for the better part of half a century have blinded too many Americans to the
threat we face. If we do not wake up to the danger soon, we will find ourselves
helpless.

That is a worst-case scenario. I do not think we Americans will let that happen.
But the forces arrayed against us are many. We need to understand what we are up
against and what steps must be taken to ensure our victory.

We came to similar conclusions through our analysis of the seeming madness
surrounding the nation’s policies and programs for dealing with COVID-19. These policies are
not in the interest of the American people; instead, they are in the interests of what Brian

Kennedy calls “the forces of globalism,” including China. President Donald Trump met
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extraordinary resistance and pressure, and outright fraud, perpetrated by predatory globalism and
its adherents embodied in Fauci and in nearly every federal institution, including Congress, the

embedded globalist bureaucracy, and the NIH, CDC, and FDA.

But Is the Worst Yet to Come?

The predatory globalists have not yet come near to accomplishing their aims. They do not
seem to have a central organization. They are still cooperating and have not yet begun to war
among themselves for dominance over humanity. Much like progressives in America, they have
not faced that their empowering the Chinese Communist Party will ultimately turn them from
predators into prey.

Perhaps even more ominous than predatory globalism itself, we will find, while they are
enthusiastically embracing COVID-19 to advance their wealth, self-aggrandizement, and power,
they are anticipating even more globally disastrous scenarios than COVID-19 to further their

aims.
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PART TWO: COVID-19 POLICIES AND THE END OF SCIENCE

Chapter 8. What Is Your Risk of Death if You Catch COVID-19?

Most people have very unrealistic fears about the risk of dying from COVID-19. This is due in
part to the CDC and to Dr. Anthony Fauci who continue to inflate the risk of COVID-19 deaths.
We therefore begin by examining the most fundamental issue of all: If you or a loved one are
infected with SARS-CoV-2 and become ill, what is your risk of death? It is probably much lower
than you think or fear.

The CDC bases its estimated death rates from COVID-19 on death certificates, and this
method is accepted as authoritative by Dr. Anthony Fauci and many others. However, the CDC
has recently revealed only 6% of COVID-19 death certificates list the disease as the sole cause of
death, while 94% have two or three additional listed causes.**’ Furthermore, there is no way to
ascertain what the primary cause of death was among the 96% with multiple listed causes of
death.

Most people who die while being positive for SARS-CoV-2 are near to or past the
average longevity. In addition to being old, the great majority are already ill with heart disease,
cancer, or some other chronic illnesses that may have caused them to die. Even using the CDC’s
biased data, the risk of death from COVID-19 for most people is too small to require them to
sacrifice the quality of their lives as the government demands under the threat of catching

COVID-109.
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Using their exaggerated data, the CDC made a “best estimate” for the risk of dying after
infection and becoming ill with COVID-19. The CDC reported the following estimates at the
height of the pandemic on September 10, 2020:34

Current CDC Best Estimates for Infection Fatality Ratio
0-19 years: 0.00003 (0.003%)

20-49 years: 0.0002 (0.02%)

50-69 years: 0.005 (0.5%)

70+ years: 0.05 (5%)

By far the greatest risk is 70+ years old. If you are in that age range, and you become
infected and ill with COVID-19, you will have a 5 in 100 risk of dying according to the CDC.
Given the age and potential infirmity of these people, this is not an extraordinary death rate.
Furthermore, the death rate of the next most vulnerable is one-tenth of that or 0.5 in 100. This
data provide no reason or justification to impose totalitarianism on America, to crush our
society and ravage our economy, to retard the education of our children, and to force deadly
wealth-draining vaccines on our entire nation.

Furthermore—and this is extremely important—these CDC-inflated death rates are
based on patients who never received adequate treatment at home because it was prohibited by
Anthony Fauci, the FDA, the CDC, WHO, the drug companies and every other entity dominated
the global predators who have been feasting on COVID-19. When patients receive the safe and
effective treatments used by frontline doctors in the U.S. and around the world, there are very
few deaths, even within the older population.

In summary, the overall risk of anyone at any age dying from COVID-19 is infinitely less

than these already low CDC figures indicate because (1) The statistics are highly inflated, (2) the
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numbers reflect the risk of dying after you become infected and symptomatic with SARS-CoV-2,
and (3) the government has deprived most of these people of readily available, inexpensive, safe,
and effective treatments for COVID-19 as developed and refined by front line medical doctors
like those who wrote the introductions to this book, Zev Zelenko, Peter McCullough, and
Elizabeth Lee Vliet.

If you receive appropriate early treatment for COVID-19, how much will your risk of
hospitalization and death be reduced? The results of a recent study confirm what frontline
physicians have been reporting since early 2020:**7 “As a result, our early ambulatory
treatment regimen was associated with estimated 87.6% and 74.9% reductions in hospitalization
and death respectively, p<0.0001.” In short, with a very high degree of statistical certainty, if
you receive proper early treatment, you will reduce your chance of hospitalization by 87.6% and
your risk of death by 74.9%.

We repeat, early in the pandemic, withholding these treatments from patients became a

crime against humanity that resulted in many millions of deaths throughout the world.

Yet Another Cause for Over-Counting Cases and Death Rates

Federal programs and insurance companies give bonuses to doctors and hospitals for
working with COVID-19 patients. The result: physicians “say they are being pressured to add
COVID-19 to death certificates and diagnostic lists—even when the novel coronavirus appears
to have no relation to the victim’s cause of death.”**® Merely adding COVID-19 as a “possible”
contributor to the case or the death brings in more money, literally at the stroke of a pen or the

tap of a keyboard.
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It appears that Medicare COVID-19 incentives may range around $13,000 for a
hospitalized patient to $39,000 for one who is put on a ventilator.*** Given how harmful
ventilators can be for COVID-19 sufferers, this huge $39,000 incentive is almost like a bounty
for killing patients.

Defenders of the COVID-19 establishment call it a conspiracy theory to imagine that
financial incentives can have a negative impact, but even the CDC agrees it can be a problem.*°
Republican Rep. Blaine Luetkemeyer of Missouri questioned [CDC Director]
Redfield during a House Oversight and Reform subcommittee hearing on coronavirus
containment. He asked about the “perverse incentive” for hospitals to classify deaths

as being coronavirus immune-compromised related when the virus didn’t cause the
death.

Luetkemeyer voiced concern about how an automobile accident-related death
could be recorded as a COVID-related death. In this scenario, the death was recorded
as COVID-related because the virus was in the victim’s system, even if the car
accident was the major factor.

“As long as you have COVID in your system you get to claim it as a COVID
death, which means you get more money as attending physician, hospital, whatever,”
Luetkemeyer said during the hearing. “Would you like to comment on that, about the
perverse incentive? Is there an effort to try and do something different?”

Redfield responded by telling the congressman, “I think you’re correct in that and
we’ve seen this in other disease processes t00.”

“In the HIV epidemic, somebody may have a heart attack but also have HIV,”

Redfield explained. “The hospital would prefer the DRG [diagnostic code related to


https://www.wtsp.com/article/news/health/coronavirus/governor-questions-traffic-fatality-classified-covid-19-death/67-f77eeb4b-b002-40d3-bda8-675c1796df40
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reimbursement] for HIV because there’s greater reimbursement. So I do think there is
some reality to that.”
There are other pressures as well coming down from the CDC and a federal bureaucracy
that obviously believe their institutional power is tied to exaggerating the risks associated with

COVID-109.

The Risk of Death in Children with COVID-19

The above CDC data states the risk of infected children up to age 19 dying from COVID-
19 is 0.00003 (0.003%). But how many children are actually dying from COVID-19? The CDC
makes it very difficult to figure this out.

Fortunately, on October 10, 2020, the American Academy of Pediatrics and the
Children’s Hospital Association published data submitted from the individual states.*>! Based on
42 states reporting, they found that “0%-0.16% of all child COVID-19 cases resulted in death.”
Sixteen of the 42 states reported no deaths among children.

The age of the “children” went up to 17, 18, or 19, depending on the state’s criteria,
making many of them young adults. The risk of death in children and young adults with COVID-
19 is truly small.

These risks do not justify drastic lockdown measures imposed on children and young
adults. Most tragically, they do not justify keeping children and youngsters out of school. Still,
Dr. Fauci and other public health officials continue to act as if there is a grave risk of exposing

children and young adults to SARS-CoV-2, when there is not.

The Risk of COVID-19 to the Elderly Is Serious
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The CDC data listed in the previous table indicates that at age 50-69 years of age, the risk
of dying when infected with SARS-CoV-2 is 0.005 (0.5%) and for 70-plus years old it is 0.05
(5%). People 65 and older account for nearly all the deaths—70 to 94% of them, depending on
the state.>>?

The higher death rate among the elderly is tragic, but it is considerably lower than most
people imagine. Many elders seem to think getting COVID-19 is a death sentence when it
certainly is not. A 5% death rate for people 70 and older, many of whom are very ill and near the
end of life, does not demand the imposition of extraordinary, disabling lockdowns and other
drastic transformations on the entire population, including the children.

There is also agreement that any serious risk of lethality from the coronavirus is limited
to older people and those with multiple comorbid disorders. The death rate increases at age 50,
where it remains small and begins escalating around age 65 to 75, in part because older people
have a much higher proportion of multiple physical infirmities, including weaker immune
systems.

People 65 and older account for 70 to 94% of all deaths, depending on the state.>** This
means the overall death-rate estimates are mostly accounted for by deaths of people 65 and older
with the mean somewhere around age 80. This indicates that most preventive efforts can and
should be focused on the relatively small population of older people, especially those with
preexisting illnesses.

It is difficult to obtain reliable statistics on the actual annual rate of death from the
coronavirus, probably because it is much lower than the experts and advocates of top-down
government control predicted, and they do not want the public knowing how low it is. Former

New York Times science reporter, Alex Berenson, whose work seems both independent and
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reliable, made an annual rate estimate of 0.26% in June, which is far below estimates from public
health pundits who were predicting up to 5.0% or more.>>* Berenson’s relatively low estimate of
a 0.26% annual death rate was identical to the CDC’s own best estimate made in June 2020; a
figure which disappointed and frustrated the mainstream pundits.*>

On June 27, 2020, Berenson summarized:

The actual figure could be as low as 0.1 percent or as high as 0.4 to 0.5 percent,
though treatment advances should mean it will trend lower over time. Even at 0.26
percent, the rate is still significantly higher than influenza most years; more
comparable to a bad flu strain like the 1968 Hong Kong flu.

Additionally, the virus hopefully will lose its lethality as time goes on, which is
consistent with the virus’s 