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O vakcinach Covid se rika, zZe jsou ,bezpecné a ucinné“. Druhé z
téchto tvrzeni — Ze jsou i¢inna — je samozrejme smesné, jak jsem
ukéazal jinde . V této eseji se budu zabyvat prvnim tvrzenim — jsou

vakciny Covid bezpec¢né? To je slozit€jsi otazka. Dlikazy o
bezpecnosti vakcin nejsou zdaleka tak jasné, alespon pro mé, jako
diukazy o ucinnosti vakcin. Ale vérim, zZe odpovéd zni: ne, nejsou v
bezpeci. Tento dokument popisuje nékolik diivodu, proc se
domnivat, Ze vakciny jsou ve skutecnosti docela skodlivé.
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Tato zprava je rozd€lena do péti casti. Prvni je maj vlastni vyzkum.
Druhy popisuje VAERS. Zbytek obsahuje 1ékarské studie. Sekce jsou:
Ve vsech pripadech jsem se snazil drzZet statisticky platnych méreni
vysledkii vakein. Jedinou vyjimkou je oddil 2, protoze idaje VAERS
jsou v podstaté neoficialni, nikoli statistické.

1. Nadmérna umrtnost

Lidé, kteri véeri, ze vakciny Covid jsou smrtici, nékdy poukazuji na
soucasny narast amrti na celém svété ze vSech pricin, o kterych tvrdi,
ze je vysledkem vakein. Jejich diikazem je, Ze silné ockované zemé
maji nyni vy$si amrtnost ze vSech pric¢in nez slabé ockované zemé.
Kde je vice vakein, je vice tmrti. Takze i kdyZ jsou vakciny Géinné pri
snizovani po¢tu amrti na Covid, mohou jesté vice zvySovat pocet
umrti bez Covid. Abyste vidéli, jak by to bylo mozné, predstavte si, Ze
vakciny funguji tak, jak jsou inzerovany a snizuji amrtnost na covid o
50 %. Umrtnost Omikront je maximalné 0,2 % a v roce $patné
pandemie by se touto nemoci mohlo nakazit 30 % populace, takze v
USA s populaci 350 milionti by ispéSna vakeina snizila pocéet timrti
na covid o 0,5 * 0,002 * 0,3 * 350 miliont = 105 000 lidi / rok.
Pokud vSak mira imrtnosti ze vSech pricin, ktera je v USA asi 1 % (1
% populace zemre na vSechny prirozené pri¢iny v normalnim roce),
vzroste 0 10 % az 1,1 % — jak tomu bylo ve skuteénosti —, pak pocet
dalsich tmrti by byl 0,1 * 0,01 * 350 milionti = 350 000 lidi / rok.
Neni to dobry kompromis. Mohou vsak za velky nartist imrti na
celém svéte z jinych pricin, nez je Covid, vakeiny? V této ¢asti se
pokusim odpovédét na 3 otazky: 1) je po o¢kovaci kampani v roce
2021 v roce 2022 vice umrti ze vSech pricin, 2) silné postizené zemé
trpi vice imrtimi nez mirné€ postizené zemé, a 3 ) je vztah v #2 tak
silny, Ze jej lze povazovat za statisticky vyznamny? (Spoiler: ano, ano
a ano.) coz je v USA asi 1 % (1 % populace zemre ze vSech prirozenych
pri¢in v normalnim roce), stoupne o 10 % na 1,1 % — jak tomu ve
skutecnosti je — pak by pocet dalsich amrti byl 0,1 * 0,01 * 350
milionti = 350 000 lidi / rok. Neni to dobry kompromis. Mohou v§ak
za velky nartst imrti na celém svété z jinych pricin, nez je Covid,
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vakeciny? V této ¢asti se pokusim odpovédét na 3 otazky: 1) je po
ockovaci kampani v roce 2021 v roce 2022 vice amrti ze vSech pricin,
2) siln€ postizené zemé trpi vice amrtimi nez mirn€ postizené zemé,
a 3 ) je vztah v #2 tak silny, Ze jej 1ze povazovat za statisticky
vyznamny? (Spoiler: ano, ano a ano.) cozje v USA asi1 % (1 %
populace zemre ze vSech prirozenych pri¢in v normalnim roce),
stoupne 0 10 % na 1,1 % — jak tomu ve skutec¢nosti je — pak by pocet
dalsich amrti byl 0,1 * 0,01 * 350 milionti = 350 000 lidi / rok. Neni
to dobry kompromis. Mohou vsak za velky nartist imrti na celém
svété z jinych pricin, nez je Covid, vakeiny? V této casti se pokusim
odpoveédét na 3 otazky: 1) je po o¢kovaci kampani v roce 2021 v roce
2022 vice umrti ze vSech pricin, 2) silné postizené zeme trpi vice
umrtimi nez mirné postizené zeme, a 3 ) je vztah v #2 tak silny, ze jej
lze povazovat za statisticky vyznamny? (Spoiler: ano, ano a ano.)
Mohou vsak za velky narast amrti na celém svété z jinych pricin, nez
je Covid, vakciny? V této ¢asti se pokusim odpovédét na 3 otazky: 1)
je po ockovaci kampani v roce 2021 v roce 2022 vice umrti ze vSech
pricin, 2) silné postizené zemé trpi vice tmrtimi nez mirnée postizené
zeme, a 3 ) je vztah v #2 tak silny, Ze jej 1ze povazovat za statisticky
vyznamny? (Spoiler: ano, ano a ano.) Mohou vsak za velky nartst
umrti na celém svété z jinych pric¢in, nez je Covid, vakeiny? V této
casti se pokusim odpovédét na 3 otazky: 1) je po ockovaci kampani v
roce 2021 v roce 2022 vice umrti ze vSech pricin, 2) siln€ postizené
zeme trpi vice imrtimi nez mirné postizené zemé, a 3 ) je vztah v #2
tak silny, Ze jej l1ze povazovat za statisticky vyznamny? (Spoiler: ano,
ano a ano.) a 3) je vztah v #2 tak silny, Ze jej lze povazovat za
statisticky vyznamny? (Spoiler: ano, ano a ano.) a 3) je vztah v #2 tak
silny, Ze jej lze povazovat za statisticky vyznamny? (Spoiler: ano, ano
a ano.)

Cetl jsem mnoho ¢lankd, které tvrdi, Ze vysoce proo¢kované zemé
maji celkove horsi tmrtnost (vétsSinou ne na Covid) nez zemé s nizsi
proockovanosti. Vétsina téchto ¢lanki je extrémné nizké kvality —
pro sviij pripad si vybiraji jen nékolik odlehlych zemi. To je dnes
problém vseho — pravda nikoho nezajima, chce jen prosazovat svou

3/109



agendu. To plati o pro-vakcinacnich shillech — o¢kovacich
spole¢nostech, médiich, vladnich zdravotnickych agenturach a
prakticky o kazdém doktorovi v Americe — jako o antivakcinacnich
shillech. Pravdépodobné nejlepsi ¢lanek, ktery jsem cetl a ktery uvadi
argumenty pro vyssi umrtnost ve vice ockovanych zemich, je
https://igorchudov.substack.com/p/association-between-vaccines-

and. Provadi statistickou analyzu kazdé zemé, ktera ma verejné
dostupné tdaje o vakcinach a tmrtnosti. Zda se vsak, ze si vybralo
casové obdobi, o kterém podava zpravu. Stalo se tak, ze v roce 2022
byly vybrany mésice, kdy meély vysoce prooc¢kované zemé vyssi
umrtnost nez ve zbytku roku. A autor vypocitava svou vlastni
nadmeérnou umrtnost z hrubych poc¢ti amrti v databazi lidské
umrtnosti misto toho, aby pouzival dostupné idaje o nadmeérné
umrtnosti ze souboru World Mortality Dataset. Tyto vypocty
poskytuji spoustu prilezitosti pro dolovani dat. Mozna, stejné jako
vSichni ostatni, mél vétsi zajem vzbudit poboureni nez byt objektivni.
Predpokladam, zZe tak ziskavate kliknuti.

VSechna data, ktera pouzivam ve své nize uvedené analyze, pochazeji
z webu Our World in Data (OWID). Poskytuji velmi uzite¢nou
databazi ke stazeni s kazdou casovou radou Covid, kterou byste kdy
chtéli, na https://covid.ourworldindata.org/data/owid-covid-

data.csv. Tento velky soubor Excel obsahuje ¢asovou radu Covid a
souvisejici data podle zemi pro kazdy den od roku 2020.
Zkombinoval jsem denni data do ro¢nich souctii, abych mohl pouzit
ro¢ni data pro kazdou zemi. Mym planem je zjistit, zda zemé silné
postiZzené skutec¢né maji vyssi imrtnost nez zeme mirné postizené.
Konkrétné budu testovat, zda pocet ockovani provedenych v zemi v
roce 2021 (rok, kdy byla provedena vétSina ockovani) zvysil v této
zemi iumrtnost ze vSech pricin v roce 2022 (posledni rok s kompletni
statistikou tmrti). Nechci si vybirat ¢asova obdobi pro masirovani
vysledki, takze jen vyberu data pred provedenim analyzy a pouziji
pouze celé roky. Také, protoze budoucnost zjevné nemiize zmeénit
minulost a soucasné udalosti spolu casto koreluji,
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Umrti ze vSech pii¢in je mnohem presnéjsi statistika neZ pouze Gmrti
na Covid. Hlaseni zemi o timrtich na Covid je nespolehlivé, protoze
kazda zemé ma jinou politiku testovani a n€které zeme jako USA
poskytuji financ¢ni pobidky nemocnicim, aby navysily sva ¢isla Covid.
To je diivod, proc jsme v roce 2020 slyseli tolik pribéhi o lidech,
kteri zemreli pri nehodach na motocyklu nebo o strelnych
poranénich, kteri byli v nemocnici testovani na Covid, shledani
pozitivnimi na Covid a pozdé;ji klasifikovani jako amrti na Covid.
Pocéitani imrti ze vSech pricin nema zadny z téchto problémi. Vlady
toho moc délat nemohou, ale obecné umi podéitat mrtva t€la.
Potrebuji vSak vysvétlit konkrétni proménnou, kterou budu
analyzovat — nadmeérnou amrtnost v roce 2022. Nadmeérna tmrtnost
zeme je pocet mrtvych lidi minus pocet lidi, kteri by méli zemrit v
normalnim roce. Urceni poctu lidi, kteri zemreli, je jednoduché, ale
zjistit, kolik jich mélo zemrit, neni. Nejjednodussi metodou je
predpokladat, ze imrtnost by méla ziistat stejna jako v minulosti.
Lepsi pristup by vzal v tivahu, jak by se méla amrtnost meénit kvili
ristu populace, vékové strukture, zdravotnim trendiim, jako je
obezita atd. Existuje webova stranka
https://mpidr.shinyapps.io/stmortality/to vAam umozni vyzkouset
rizné vypocty ocekavané imrtnosti a vidét jejich vliv na nadmeérnou

umrtnost. Je trochu znepokojujici, jak moc nadmérna imrtnost
stoupa nebo klesa, kdyz zménite své predpoklady o o¢ekavané
umrtnosti. Nuti me to nevérit zZadnym nadmérnym adajim o
umrtnosti. Ale nebudu poditat svou vlastni nadmeérnou tmrtnost.
Pouziji pouze ty, které poskytuje OWID. Jejich adaje pochazeji z
databaze Human Mortality Database (HMD) pro evropské zemé a ze
souboru World Mortality Dataset (WMD) pro zbytek svéta. Tyto
zdroje pravdépodobné vyuzivaji expertni demografy s
komplikovanymi a doufejme presnymi modely tmrtnosti.

Poté, co jsem si stahl datovy soubor OWID, odstranil jsem z datové
sady extrémné malé zemé, protoze jejich data budou pravdépodobné
idiosynkraticka. (Napriklad Monako tvrdi, Ze je skuteénou zemi, ale
ma pouze 40 000 obcéant. Hrstka nahodnych imrti by mohla
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zdvojnasobit jeho imrtnost.) Ruéné jsem také vyskrtl 2 konkrétni
zemeé: Rusko a Hong Kong. Otazka, na kterou se snazim odpoveédet,
je, jak smrtici jsou mRNA vakciny Pfizer a Moderna? Ruska data
nemohou na tuto otazku odpovédeét, protoze nepouzili vakcinu Pfizer
nebo Moderna ani zadnou jinou vakcinu mRNA. Pouzili svou vlastni
vakcinu Sputnik, ktera neni mRNA. Cina také pouzivala své vlastni
non-mRNA vakeiny od Sinovac a Sinopharm. Cina vSak neposkytuje
dostatek udaji o amrtnosti pro zbran€ hromadného niceni, aby
mohla vypocitat jeji nadmérnou tmrtnost, takze jsem je do této
analyzy nemohl zahrnout, i kdybych chtél. Hong Kong umoznil svym
obyvatelim vybrat si mezi Pfizerem a Sinovacem a vétsina lidi si
vybrala Sinovac, takze jsem vynechal i Hong Kong. Jsem si jisty, ze
existuji dalsi zemé stredni Asie, které pouzily vakcinu Sputnik, a dalsi
zemeé vychodni Asie, které pouzily Sinovac, ale nevim, které to jsou,
takze Rusko a Hong Kong jsou jediné zemé, které jsem konkrétné
vyloudil.

Vzhledem k tomu, Ze zkoumam vliv o¢kovani na tmrtnost, mohu to
samozrejme udelat pouze pro zeme, které poskytuji idaje jak o
ockovani, tak o imrtnosti. Témér vSechny zemé na sveété maji idaje o
ockovani, ale mnoho mensich, chudsich, zejména africkych zemi
nema dostatek adaji pro HMD nebo ZHN pro vypocet nadmeérné
umrtnosti, takze jsem je v této analyze nemohl pouzit. V datovém
souboru tak ziistalo 58 zemi — cela Evropa a anglosféra, velka cast
Asie, ¢ast Latinské Ameriky a pouze nékolik zemi v Africe. To
zahrnuje cely rozvinuty svét plus nékolik rozvojovych zemi.

Zde je nékolik otazek, na které mize tato datova sada odpoveédét:

1. Je v roce 2022 po ockovaci kampani v roce 2021 vice tmrti ze
vSech pricin? Odpovéd je ano. Databaze Our World in Data poskytuje
udaje o nadmérné tmrtnosti pro vSechny hlavni rozvinuté zemé
svéeta a ty ukazuji primérny 8% nartst amrti ze vSech pricin v roce
2022 ve srovnani s tim, co demografové predpovidali na zakladé
predchozich let. Vétsina z téchto dalsich amrti nebyla zptisobena
Covidem.
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2. Utrpi vysoce postizené zemé vice imrti nez zemé méné postizené?
Ano. Zde je graf, ktery ukazuje jeden bod na zemi, o¢kovani
podanych v roce 2021 na ose x vs. nadmérna tmrtnost v procentech v
roce 2022 na ose y. Oznacim kazdy bod nazvem zemé a ukazu nejlépe
odpovidajici ¢aru pres vSechny body modre:
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Z tohoto grafu mizete snadno vidét, zZe kromé 3 zemi v dolni ¢asti
méla kazda zeme na svété v roce 2022 kladnou nadmérnou amrtnost
— od 1 % nad normal v zemich s nizkou proockovanosti, jako jsou
Filipiny, po 20 % nad normalni v zemich s vysokou proockovanosti.
zeme ockovani, jako je Chile. USA jsou s 9% nadimrtnosti presné
uprostred.

Krajni body a nejlépe padnouci linie se jasné svazuji nahoru. Ve
skutec¢nosti zemeé s nejnizsi proockovanosti v datovém souboru,
Kyrgyzstan, je shodou okolnosti druhou zemi s nejnizsi tmrtnosti
(levy dolni roh grafu) a zemeé s nejvyssi proockovanosti v datovém
souboru, Chile, je shodou okolnosti zemi s nejvyssi tmrtnosti (horni
cast grafu). pravy roh). Data jsou dost sklic¢ujici.
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3. Je vztah v #2 tak silny, Ze jej 1ze povazovat za statisticky
vyznamny? Témeér. Nize je uveden nejjednodussi mozny regresni
model, ktery ukazuje, jak ockovani podané v roce 2021 ovlivnilo
nadmeérnou imrtnost v roce 2022. Aby bylo jasno, kazdy datovy bod
je jina zemé, takze otazka zni, zda zeme, které v roce 2021 ockovaly
hodné svych lidi mit vice neoéekavanych timrti v roce 2022:
Im(vzorec = nadmeérna_amrtnost_procento_2022 ~
celkem_ockovani_na_osobu_2021, data = CovidData, na.akce =

na.vynechat)
Koeficienty: Odhad Std. Chyba hodnotat Pr(>|t])
(Zachytit) 5.38 1.81 2.97 0.0044
celkem_ockovani_na_osobu_2021 2.43 1.22 1.99 0.0510

e Zbytkova standardni chyba: 4,5 na 56 stupnich volnosti
e Vicenasobna R-squared: 0,0663, Upravena R-squared: 0,0497
« F-statistika: 3,98 na 1 a 56 DF, p-hodnota: 0,051

Vyjadreno jako algebraicka rovnice, vzorec by byl
nadmeérna_umrtnost_procenta_2022 = 2,43 *
celkem_ockovani_na_osobu_2021 + 5,38

Tato regrese ukazuje, Ze ockovani podana v roce 2021 ovliviiuje
nadmeérnou umrtnost v roce 2022 s kladnym koeficientem 2,43, coz
znamena, ze zemée, které byly v roce 2021 nejvice o¢kované, mély v
roce 2022 nejvice amrti navic. T-statistika je 1,99, tésné pod 2 —
konvenéni prah statistické vyznamnosti — tento vztah je tedy
hrani¢né vyznamny.

Existuje mnoho zptisobi, jak tuto regresi zlepsit. Napriklad vazi
kazdou zemi stejné, takze i kdyz jsem vyloucil malé zemé jako
Monako, stale jsou v souboru dat malé zemé jako Novy Zéland a
vSechny maji stejnou vahu jako velké zemé, jako jsou USA. V
idealnim pripadé by adaje mély byt vazeny imérné poctu obyvatel
kazdé zemé:
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Im(vzorec = nadmérna_ timrtnost_procento_2022 ~
celkem_ockovani_na_osobu_2021, data = CovidData, vahy =
populace_ 2021, na.akce = na.vynechat)

Koeficienty: Odhad Std. Chyba hodnotat Pr(>|t|)
(Zachytit) 3.1 1.78 1.74 0.0873
celkem_ocCkovani_na_osobu 2021 3.92 1.20 3.25 0.0019

e Zbytkova standardni chyba: 23600 pti 56 stupnich volnosti
e Vicenasobna R-kvadraticka: 0,159, Upravena R-kvadraticka:

0,144
 F-statistika: 10,6 na 1 a 56 DF, p-hodnota: 0,00194

Zména regresnich vah je velky rozdil. T-statistika oCkovani je nyni

3,25, coz je vyrazné nad prahem statistické vyznamnosti 2, tedy silné

signifikantni.
Ale stejné jako existuji problémy s vazenim kazdé zemé stejné,
existuji také problémy s vazenim nékterych zemi 100krat vice nez

jinych, takze uzite¢nym statistickym kompromisem je ¢asto vazeni

bodii s druhou odmocninou velikosti vzorku. v tomto pripadé
odmocnina populace zemé. (Neptejte se mé proc¢. V tom mi vérte.)
Tady je regrese:
Im(vzorec = exces_mortality_procent_2022 ~
total_vaccinations_per_person_2021, data = CovidData,
weights = sqrt(population_2021), na.action = na.omit)

Koeficienty: Odhad Std. Chyba hodnotat Pr(>|t|)
(Zachytit) 4.02 1.81 2.23 0.0300
celkem_ocCkovani_na_osobu_2021 3.30 1.21 2.72 0.0088

e Zbytkova standardni chyba: 299 na 56 stupnich volnosti

e Vicenasobna R-kvadraticka: 0,116, Upravena R-kvadraticka:
0,101

« F-statistika: 7,38 na 1 a 56 DF, p-hodnota: 0,00877

Toto je mij oblibeny jednoduchy model. Ukazuje to nékolik véci:
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A. Celkovy pocet ockovani provedenych v roce 2021 predpovida
nadmeérnou umrtnost v roce 2022 s kladnym znaménkem, coz
znamena, ze vice vakein zpiisobi vice amrti.

B. Ockovani predikuje imrtnost s koeficientem 3,30, coZ znamena,
ze pokud kazdému ¢lovéku v zemi poskytne jeste jednu davku
vakeiny, zvysi se celkova imrtnost asi o 3 %. Tohle je malinké. 3 %
neni procento lidi, kteri umiraji, je to procentualni nartist poctu
umirajicich lidi. Pokud tedy za normalnich okolnosti zemre kazdy rok
1 % populace, vaxxovani jednim dalsim vystrelem by to zvysilo na
1,03 % populace.

C. T-statistika ockovani je 2,72, coz je statisticky vyznamné.

D. Hodnota P je 0,0088, coz znamen4, Ze je méné nez 1% Sance, zZe se
podobny efekt vyskytne nidhodné.

E. Upravena R-squared je 0,101, coz znamena, Ze ockovani vysvétluje
10% rozptyl v amrtnosti v zemich, coz je mirné.

Je zfejmé, Ze proti tak jednoduchému modelu by se dalo vznést
mnoho namitek. Napriklad zemé, které hodné ockovaly, jsou
pravdépodobné také zemémi, které zavedly dalsi kontroly Covid, jako
jsou uzamdéeni. To by samozrejmeé ovlivnilo tmrtnost. Také chudé
zemé maji obecné mnohem horsi zdravotni vysledky nez bohaté
zeme, coz bude mit drasticky dopad na imrtnost. Navic témer
vSechna amrti se stavaji starym lidem. To plati zejména pro tmrti na
Covid, ale plati to také pro témér kazdy jiny typ amrti. Takze
umrtnost v zemich jako Egypt (primeérny veék 25 let) opravdu neni
prili§ srovnatelna s imrtnosti v zemich jako Japonsko (priamérny vék
48). TakZe bych me€l do modelu pridat ovladaci prvky pro vSechny
tyto faktory. Nastésti, Nas svet v datech o téchto problémech
premyslel a jejich databaze Covid poskytuje témeér vsechny kontroly
tykajici se zdravi, na které jsem si vzpomnél: stredni v€k, % populace
nad 65 let, ocekavana délka zivota, rizné zdravotni stavy, prevalence
koureni, HDP na obyvatele, sloZzené méritko politik proti Covidu
(uzamykani, uzavreni Skol, zakazy cestovani) a mnoho dalSich.
Pokusil jsem se je vSechny vlozit do regrese a pak odstranit ty, které
nebyly statisticky vyznamné. Pouze dvé kontroly ztistaly s T-
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statistikami nad (nebo blizko) 2: prisnost politik proti Covidu a HDP
na hlavu. Tady je ten model: plus mnoho dalsich. Pokusil jsem se je
vSechny vlozit do regrese a pak odstranit ty, které nebyly statisticky
vyznamné. Pouze dvé kontroly ztistaly s T-statistikami nad (nebo
blizko) 2: prisnost politik proti Covidu a HDP na hlavu. Tady je ten
model: plus mnoho dalSich. Pokusil jsem se je vSechny vlozit do
regrese a pak odstranit ty, které nebyly statisticky vyznamné. Pouze
dvé kontroly ziistaly s T-statistikami nad (nebo blizko) 2: prisnost
politik proti Covidu a HDP na hlavu. Tady je ten model:
Im(vzorec = exces_mortality_procent_2022 ~
stringency_index_2021 + log(gdp_per_capita_2021) +
total_vaccinations_per_person_2021, data = CovidData,
weights = sqrt(population_2021), na.action = na.omit)

Koeficienty: Odhad Std. Chyba hodnotat Pr(>|t|)

(Zachytit) 30.5127 11.4358 2.67 0.01005
stringency_index_2021 -0.1637 0.0672 -2.43 0.01826
log(gdp_per_capita_2021) -2.0997 1.1599 -1.81 0.07582
celkem_ocCkovani_na osobu 2021 6.0528 1.7299 3.50 0.00094

e Zbytkova standardni chyba: 286 na 54 stupnich volnosti
e Vicenasobni R-squared: 0,224, Upravena R-squared: 0,181
» F-statistika: 5,2 na 3 a 54 DF, p-hodnota: 0,00314

Toto je mij preferovany komplexni model. Kontrolujeme-li politiku
zemeé ohledné Covid a bohatstvi na hlavu, tato regrese ukazuje 6%
nartst amrti ze vSech pricin na kazdé podané ockovani, velmi
vysokou T-statistiku 3,50, 0,1% pravdépodobnost, Ze i¢inek ockovani
na umrti je nahodny, a dobry model R"*2 18%.

Ackoli tato regrese predpovida pouze imrtnost zemi, nikoli Sanci
jednotlivce zemrit, 6% zvySené riziko imrti v celé zemi znamené 6%
zvySeni rizika imrti v priméru pro kazdou osobu v zemi. Tento
vysledek pro zemeé se tedy pravdépodobné promitne do prognozy pro
jednotlivce, ze pokud se rozhodnete pro dalsi injekci, zvysite svou
Sanci zemrit v pristim roce o 6 % oproti tomu, jaké by bylo riziko bez
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této davky. Nebylo by nerozumné dojit k zavéru, ze s kazdym
bodnutim, které dostanete, je 0 6 % vyssi pravdépodobnost, ze
zemrete v nasledujicim roce. Ale neni to tak Spatné, jak to zni. U lidi
mladsich 65 let, kteri bézné celi Sanci zemfrit asi 0,3 % roc¢né, je
zvySeni této pravdépodobnosti 0 6 % na 0,318 % trivialni. Ale u lidi
nad 80 let, kteri maji 10% riziko, ze zemrou kazdy rok, se toto riziko
zvySuje na 10.
Vzhledem k tomu, Ze umira tak malo mladych lidi, bude tomuto
empirickému vztahu mezi ockovanim a tmrtimi dominovat cokoli, co
zméni mnohem vétsi pocet imrti mezi starsSimi lidmi. Takze vyse
uvedena regrese pravdépodobné opravdu moc nerika o tc¢inku vakein
na mladé. Ale silné to naznacuje, ze vakciny zabijeji staré lidi.
Je vSak vhodné zamyslet se nad tim, co tato regrese neukazuje.
Neukazuje to, Ze vakcina je ,,genocidni depopulaéni biologicka
zbran®, ktera zabiji kazdého natolik hloupého, aby byl pobodan.
Porovnejte vyse uvedené vysledky s tim, jaké by byly, kdyby byla
vakcina skuteéné smrtici. Predstavme si, Ze vakcina byla navrzena
tak, aby pomalu zabila kazdého, kdo dostal plnou podporu —
reknéme, zZe 4 vystrely zabiji clovéka za 10 let. To znamena, Ze plné
posilena populace by zaznamenala timrtnost 10 % / rok namisto
normalniho 1 % / rok, coz by jejich nadimrtnost ¢inilo 10
(1onasobny nartst). Mij regresni vzorec predpovida nadmérnou
umrtnost v procentech, takze 4 vystrely by zptisobily 1000%
nadumrtnost nebo 250% nariist na vystrel.
Vyse uvedeny regresni model Ize zjednodusit na

nadmeérna_tmrtnost_procenta = 6 *

celkem_ ockovani_na_osobu + dalsi véci

Pokud by vakcina byla skute¢né genocidni, regrese by misto toho
musela byt
nadmeérna_tmrtnost_procenta = 250 *
celkem_ockovani_na_osobu + dalsi véci
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Skuteény vztah mezi podanymi vakcinami a zptisobenymi tmrtimi se
tomu ani zdaleka neblizi. Ve skute¢nosti, pokud tcelem skutec¢né
bylo zabit kazdého, kdo ji vzal, vakcina je pouze 6/250 = 2 % Gc¢inna
pri dosaZeni tohoto cile. Zjevné neni o nic efektivnéjsi pri vyhlazovani
lidské rasy nez pri prevenci Covidu.

Jak Spatna je ii¢innost 2 %? Na zakladé vysSe uvedenych regresnich
vysledki, abyste uskutecnili dabelsky plan depopulacionistti, museli
byste dat kazdému c¢loveéku na planeté 4 vakeiny, pockat 10 let, kazdy
z téchto let by musel byt stejné Spatny jako rok 2022 (coz znamena,
ze 1 vystrel zvySuje nadmérnou tmrtnost o 6 %, takze 4 vysttely ji
zvysio 24 % z 1 % / rok na 1,24 % / rok), a po tom vSem byste stale
dosahli jen 2 % svého cile vylidnit Zemi. . Jakou chabou zbrani
hromadného vrazdéni je vakcina Covid.

Abychom to uvedli vizualné;ji, graf o¢kovani vs. imrtnost zobrazeny
pred nékolika strankami se pohyboval od priblizné 0,0 (zemé, které
aplikovaly 0 vakein, nemély o timrti navic) do priblizné€ 3,20 (3
vakciny na osobu zptisobily 20% tmrti navic). . Pokud byla genocidni
teorie vakcin pravdiva, graf by se mél rozsirit z 0,0 na 41 000 (4
vakciny zptisobuji 1000% naduamrtnost za rok). Ani zdaleka.

Pozdé€ji si z teorie ,,vakcina jako depopulace® udélam vétsi legraci.
Zda se tedy, ze vakciny Covid zpiisobuji dalsi imrti v zemich, které
daly svym ob¢antim hodné injekci. Existuji alternativni teorie, které
by to vysvétlily? Myslim, ze kazdy nyni uznava, Ze na celém svéte
dochéazi k amrtim jinych nez covidi. Ale vétsina lidi to nechce svadét
na vakciny. Dvé bézna alternativni vysvétleni celosvétového nariistu
umrti po Covidu jsou:

A. Uzamceni. Dnes je popularni teorie, ze kviili uzamceni Covid lidé
zmeskali navstévy 1ékare, a v diisledku toho ztistalo mnoho pripadi
mrtvice, srdecnich infarkti a rakoviny nediagnostikovanych a tyto
smrtelné nemoci, které se neléci, nyni zabijeji lidi. Je to velmi
verohodna teorie. Vyse uvedeny index prisnosti je vSak meéritkem
riznych politik verejného zdravi proti Covidu, véetné blokovani. Do
regrese vstoupila negativné a viznamnée, coZ znamena, ze vice téchto
akci v roce 2021 zplisobilo méné amrti v roce 2022. Také jsem se
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pokusil vlozit do regrese index prisnosti pro rok 2020. I ta vstoupila
negativné, i kdyZz nevyznamné. Nedokazu vysvétlit proc. Océekaval
bych, ze tyto politiky zpiisobi vice imrti, a tak vstoupi do vzorce
pozitivne.

B. Long Covid. Covid muZe byt mnohem nebezpec¢néjsi nemoc, nez se
zda. Jedinymi zjevnymi tc¢inky Covidu jsou priznaky podobné
chripce, které trvaji nékolik dni a pak odezni. Ale mozna to ve
skute¢nosti zptisobuje spoustu skrytych skod na vasem zdravi, jako je
oslabeni vaseho srdce, a toto poskozeni vam pozdéji zkracuje zZivot.
Toto je verze myslenky ,Long Covid“ — trvala zranéni zptisobena
Covidem. MliZeme otestovat, zda je tato teorie pravdiva. Pokud by
tomu tak bylo, o¢ekavali bychom, ze pocet pripadii Covid v minulosti
bude v budoucnu pozitivné predpovidat amrti ze vSech pricin.
Konkrétné vice pripadi Covid v roce 2020 a 2021 by zpisobilo vyssi
nadmeérnou umrtnost v roce 2022. K predpovédi nadmérné
umrtnosti_ 2022 jsem zkusil pouZit proménné
Covid__cases_per_million_2020 a Covid_ cases_per_million_2021.
U¢inek byl nepatrny. Ve skute¢nosti, byl nevyznamné negativni, coz
je opacné znaménko, nez by tato teorie predpovidala. To znamena, ze
zemé, které mély vice pripadii Covid v roce 2020 a 2021, mély v roce
2022, pokud viibec néco, nizsi nadimrtnost nez zeme, které mely
méné pripadt Covid.

Ale mozna nejde ani tak o to, kolik pripadi Covid bylo, ale o to, jak
Spatné byly. Zkusil jsem tedy pouzit proménné OWID
Covid_deaths_per_million_2020 a
Covid_deaths_per_million_2021 k predpovédi nadmeérné
umrtnosti_2022. Efekt byl opét nevyznamny a mirné negativni.
Zemé, které mely v letech 2020 a 2021 vice amrti na covid, mély v
roce 2022, pokud viibec, nizsi Gmrtnost.

Ale mozna jsou oficidlni poéty pripadt a amrti Covid tak nepresné, ze
jedinym dobrym meérenim epidemie Covid je pocet timrti ze vSech
pricin v letech 2020 a 2021. Abych to otestoval, zkusil jsem pouzit
exces_mortality_ 2020 a exces_ mortality_ 2021 k predpovédi
exces_mortality_2022. Efekt byl opét nevyznamny a negativni.
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Zemé, které meély v letech 2020 a 2021 vice tmrti ze vSech pricin,
meély v roce 2022, pokud viibec, méné amrti ze vSech pricin. (Tyto
negativni t¢inky minulosti na budouci tmrtnost jsou normalni. Ve
ostatni je stejné, pokud néco zabilo mnoho starsich lidi v V minulych
letech by pak mélo v pristich letech zemrit méné starsich lidi. Tento
demograficky vzorec se casto nazyva ,efekt suchého troudu®: lesni
pozar béhem jednoho roku odstrani suché troudy, takze lesni pozary
jsou v nasledujicim roce vzacnéjsi. .)

Pripady Covid, tmrti na Covid a vSechna amrti v letech 2020 a 2021
tedy nezptisobila nartist imrti v roce 2022. Lidé, kteri chytili Covid
béhem pandemie, neni to, co je dnes zabiji.

Vyse uvedené vysledky, které se tykaji proockovanosti a imrtnosti
zemi, jsou technicky statisticky vyznamné, ale kdyz jsem si ted
trochu pohral s daty, vérim, Ze jsou krehké. V regresi je pouze 58
zemi a v tak malém poctu datovych bodi miizete vzdy najit néjaky
podivny vzorec. Rad bych tedy zopakoval tuto analyzu na plné
jiném souboru dat, abych se pokusil oveérit vysledky. Nastésti mohu
udélat stejny druh regresi s daty z 50 statiit USA. Nas svét v datech
zverejnuje miru ockovani proti Covid podle statii na
https://github.com/owid/covid-19-
data/blob/master/public/data/vaccinations/us state vaccinations.c
sv a CDC zverejiiuje nadmérnou tmrtnost pro kazdy stat na
https://data.cdc.gov/api/views/xkkf-xrst/rows.csv .

Zkombinoval jsem tyto dva soubory, abych provedl tuto regresi
ockovani podanych v roce 2021 na nadmeérnou imrtnost v roce 2022,
kde kazdy datovy bod predstavuje jiny stat USA:
Im(vzorec = exces_ mortality_procent_2022 ~
total_vaccinations_per_person_2021, data = CovidData,
weights = sqrt(Population), na.action = na.omit)

Koeficienty: Odhad Std. Chyba hodnotat Pr(>|t|)
(Zachytit) 13.78  3.28 4.20 0.00011

celkem_ocCkovani_na_osobu_ 2021 -2.61 2.21 -1.18 0.24243
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e Zbytkova standardni chyba: 146 na 50 stupnich volnosti
e Vicenasobna R-squared: 0,0272, Upravena R-squared: 0,00777
 F-statistika: 1,4 na 1 a 50 DF, p-hodnota: 0,242

Znak je negativni a i¢inek je nevyznamny s T mensim nez 2.
Ockovani proti covidu mélo maly vliv na nadmérnou tmrtnost ve
statech. Jaky uc¢inek meély, bylo opaéné znaménko, nez jsem drive
zjistil u zemi.
Vzhledem k tomu, Ze vyse uvedené vysledky byly nevyznamné,
nevynalozil jsem mnoho Gsili na hledani matoucich proménnych.
Jediny, ktery jsem zkousSel, byl statni ekvivalent HDP na hlavu, coz je
osobni prijem na hlavu:
Im(vzorec = nadmeérna_amrtnost_procento_2022 ~
log(osobni_prijem na_obyvatele) +
celkovy_ockovani_na_osobu_2021, data = CovidData, vahy =
sqrt(Populace), na.akce = na.vynechat)

Koeficienty: Odhad Std. Chyba hodnotat Pr(>|t])
(Zachytit) 70.988 24.732 2.87 0.006
log(Per_capita_personal_income) -5.497 2.357 -2.33 0.024
celkem_ockovani_na_osobu_2021 -0.328 2.334 -0.14 0.889

e Zbytkova standardni chyba: 140 na 49 stupnich volnosti
e Vicenasobna R-squared: 0,124, Upravena R-squared: 0,0887
« F-statistika: 3,48 na 2 a 49 DF, p-hodnota: 0,0386

Pti kontrole prijmu je t¢inek v zasadé€ 0. T-statistika ockovani je tak
nizka, ze je treba ji klasifikovat jako extrémné nevyznamnou.

Zde je graf 50 statti (a DC a PR). Nejvhodné;jsi linie m4 mirné
zaporny sklon, coz by znamenalo, Ze vice o¢kovani zptisobi méné
umrti, pokud by byla vyznamna:

Prihlaste se k odbéru novych sloupct
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Ockovani nemeélo zadny vliv na amrtnost v 50 statech. Zklamani pro
pro- i antivakcinaéni stranu. Tyto daje o 50 statech tedy viibec
nepotvrzuji drivéjsi tdaje o 58 zemich. To je problém s daty. Ne vzdy
vam déa jasnou odpovéed.

Ale z osy y grafu, ktera ma pouze kladna ¢isla nadmeérné amrtnosti,
mizete videt, ze kazdy stat v USA mél v roce 2022 nadmérnou
umrtnost — od 2 % nad normal na Rhode Islandu po 22 % nad
normal ve Vermontu. Priimérna nadamrtnost v zemi byla asi 9 %.
Néco Spatného se déje.

Pristi rok si tyto soubory s tidaji o o¢kovani a imrtnosti znovu
stahnu, abych zjistil, zda ockovani v roce 2021 a 2022 zvysilo
umrtnost v roce 2023.

2. Databaze VAERS

Podivejme se na americky vladni systém hlaseni nezadoucich prihod
vakein, nazvany VAERS. Udaje VAERS o nezadoucich téincich
(vedlejSich acincich) nemohou presvédcive prokazat, ze vakcina
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Covid je nejhorsim zdravotnickym produktem, ktery byl kdy
vytvoren. Ale i tak je to izasné.

Systém hlaSeni VAERS maé jednoduchy koncept: kdyz se nékdo necha
ockovat a utrpi nezadouci prihodu, pokud si jeho 1ékar mysli, Ze to
bylo zptisobeno vakcinou, ma to nahlasit vladé (nebo své nemocnici,
ktera by to méla nahlasit vlada). Problém je v tom, Ze jen velmi malo
1ékart to skutecné déla — nejsou za to placeni a jen mala mensina
1ékart déla véci, za které nejsou placeni — takze je znamo, Ze data
jsou extrémné neuplna. VAERS nema byt Gplnym zdznamem vSech
vedlejsich ac¢inkt vakeiny, které se kdy vyskytly. Ma to byt pouze
vzorek potencidlnich problémi.

Systém hlaSeni nezadoucich prihod vakein Ize vyhledat online na
adrese https://vaers.hhs.gov/data.html . Zde je celkovy pocet
nezadoucich prihod a tmrti spojenych se vSemi vakcinami (nejen

vakcinami Covid) za poslednich 10 let (,,souvisejici s“ znamena, ze
byly hlaseny, Ze jsou, ale neni s jistotou znamo, Ze jsou zpiisobeny
vakcina):

Rok Pocet nezadoucich prihod Pocet umrti

2013 28,025 105
2014 30,933 101
2015 33,720 104
2016 31,887 104
2017 30,439 7
2018 41,045 84
2019 40,945 85
2020 65,742 365
2021 763,300 14,537
2022 126,982 767

Jeden z téchto let neni jako ostatni. Pokud by se jednalo o IQ test,
FDA - jehoz tikolem je monitorovat VAERS pro vakciny, které
zpusobuji neobvykly pocet vedlejsich acinkt — by selhal.
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Zde jsou ¢isla VAERS pouze pro vakciny Covid (ne vSechny vakciny
dohromady):

Rok Pocet nezadoucich prihod Poc¢et umrti

2020 34,587 288
2021 733,367 14,314
2022 100,236 703

Celkové nezadouci prihody v letech 2021 a 2022 byly prakticky
vSechny z vakein Covid. Cisla jsou v roce 2022 mnohem mensi nez v
roce 2021, protoZe vétSina vakein proti Covidu byla podana v roce
2021. Z celkového poc¢tu 666 milionti ockovani podanych v USA do
konce roku 2022 bylo 1 % podano v roce 2020, 77 % v roce 2021 a 22
% v roce 2022.

Soucasti ,,dezinformaci o Covidu“ na internetu je nazor, ze vakciny
zpusobuji srde¢ni problémy, zejména myokarditidu (zanét srdecniho
svalu) a perikarditidu (zanét vystelky kolem srdce). Nize jsou
uvedeny zpravy VAERS o téchto konkrétnich srdeénich problémech
za poslednich 10 let. Mohl bych ukazat rocni ¢isla pouze pro vakciny
Covid nebo roc¢ni pocty pro vsechny vakciny dohromady, ale tato
c¢isla jsou v podstaté totozna. Napriklad v roce 2021 se 99 % zprav o
myokarditidé a 98 % zprav o perikarditidé tykalo vakein proti Covid.
Uvedu tedy pouze ro¢ni tdaje pro vSechny vakciny dohromady:

Rok Myokarditida Perikarditida

2013 11 10
2014 13 13
2015 6 5

2016 18 15
2017 14 14
2018 25 19
2019 16 10

2020 31 42
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2021
2022

2,348
234

1,766
171

Zjevné byste museli byt blazni, abyste si mysleli, Ze vakciny Covid
zpusobuji srdecni problémy. Jak mohou lidé vérit takovym

dezinformacim? Nic neobvyklého se nedéje. Vérte odbornikiim. Tady

neni nic k vidéni.

Hodné sledovany film ,,Died Suddenly“ vyzdvihl otazku krevnich

srazenin do popredi mezi skeptiky ohledné o¢kovani. Lékarsky

termin pro krevni srazeniny je embolie a nejb€7néjsim typem
embolie u VAERS jsou plicni embolie. A vzhledem k tomu, Ze tolik
slavnych celebrit v posledni dobé dostalo Bellovu obrnu, budu hledat

1to:

Rok Plicni embolie Bellova obrna

2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020
2021
2022

2

3

4

63
3,479

212

4

2

5

99
3,409

259

Fuj. 2021 mél 1000krat dohromady vSechny predchozi vakeiny.

Ale tohle je fajn. Jsem si jisty, ze tirady jsou naprosto uprimné, kdyz

rikaji, Ze vakciny Covid nezpisobuji krevni srazeniny ani zadné jiné
problémy. Skodlivé anti-vax dezinformace o opaku musi byt

okamzité odstranény z internetu, jinak by lidé mohli ziskat Spatny

napad.
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Podivejme se na ne€kolik dalSich ,,odhalenych konspiracnich teorii.
Kwviili vSem nepravdivym tvrzenim o reprodukénich poruchéach, ktera
si vymysleli anti-vaxxeri, jsem také hledal:

Rok Spontanni potrat Menstruacni porucha Silné menstruacni krvaceni

2013 15 9 0
2014 11 2 1
2015 18 3 3
2016 13 4 0
2017 12 1 0
2018 20 2 1
2019 9 3 4
2020 85 53 76
2021 1,109 2,755 4,787
2022 54 103 192

Spontanni potraty (potraty) — pocet hlaseny v roce 2021 byl 50krat
vysS$i nez nejhorsi predchozi rok.

Menstruaéni poruchy — rok 2021 byl 300krat vétsi nez nejhorsi
predchozi rok.

Silné menstruacni krvaceni — rok 2021 bylo 1000kréat vice nez
nejhorsi predchozi rok.

Myslenka, ze vakciny Covid zptsobuji reprodukéni problémys, je
zjevné jen hoax, ktery je treba co nejtvrdéji cenzurovat, aby lidé
nebyli Spatné informovani o tom, jak se to rozhodné€ nedéje.

To je dost tabulek VAERS, abych se vyjadiil. Rikejte si, co chcete o
nedostatcich VAERS, byl vytvoren pro velmi cenny acel: jako systém
vcasného varovani k oznacéeni potencialné nebezpecénych vakein,
které néjak proklouzly prisnym schvalovacim procesem FDA, ktery
obvykle trva asi 10 let testovani, nez je vakcina schvalena. . Vakciny
Covid samozrejmeé preskocily obvyklych 10 let testovani, diky cemuz
je VAERS v tomto pripadé jesté dilezitéjsi. A nyni systém VAERS
blika gigantickym napisem ,,nebezpeci“ — zdaleka nejvetsim viibec —
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s celkovym poctem nezadoucich udalosti v roce 2021 25krat za
normalni rok, amrtimi 150krat norméalnimi a specifickymi
nezadoucimi prihodami az 1000krat normalnimi. zptisobené jednim
novym typem vakciny — mRNA. Navzdory této bezprecedentni
urovni varovani si FDA tentokrat nemysli, Ze nebezpeci stoji za
zkoumani.

VAERS je ve skute¢nosti skvély systém, pokud by jej FDA pouzival.
Pred Covidem to pouzivali. Napriklad toto jsou nezadouci prihody ve
VAERS hlasené pro RotaShield, vakeinu proti rotavirim:

Rok Pocet nezadoucich prihod Pocet umrti
1998 76 1
1999 535 7

RotaShield byl predstaven v roce 1998, FDA zaznamenal prilis
mnoho nezadoucich G¢inkd na zacatku roku 1999 a koncem roku
1999 stahl vakeinu z trhu. Zadné zpozdéni. Vakeiny Covid mély
1500krat vice hlasenych nezadoucich ucinki a 2000krat vice
hlasenych imrti nez RotaShield, ale od FDA nyni slysime pouze to,
ze nezadouci ucinky Covidu jsou konspiracni teorii.

FDA véri, nebo predstira, ze véri, ze vakciny Covid jsou naprosto
bezpecéné. Presto kazda z 870 000 zprav o nezadoucich téincich
vakcin mRNA v databazi VAERS je primym vyvracenim, z prvni ruky,
diskuzi FDA o ,bezpecnosti a i¢innosti®. VSechny odporuji dogmatu
o neskodnosti vakein. Diky obrovskému mnozstvi vedlejsSich acinkd,
které VAERS dokumentuje, je pochmurné zabavné sledovat, jak se
FDA snazi vysvétlit vSem lidem hlasicim vazna zranéni zptisobena
vakcinou, o které tvrdi, Ze neméa zadné nebezpecéné vedlejsi téinky.
Ukolem FDA je zjevné shromazdovat obrovské mnoZstvi zprav o
poskozenich zptisobenych vakcinami a vydavat verejna prohlaseni, ze
zadna takova zranéni neexistuji.

Zatimco zameéstnavani v sovétském stylu se miize zdat kazdému
poctivému clovéku odporné, smutnou pravdou je, zZe v Sovétském
svazu bylo bezpodet lidi, kteri tyto prace chtéli. A nyni je v Americe
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bezpocet lidi, kteri cht€ji také praci jako je tato, protoze tyto pozice
poskytuji nejvyssi prestiz, nejvyssi prijem, nejlepsi povéreni, nejvetsi
vyhody, nejlepsi povést, nejuzsi kontakt s moenymi lidmi — kazdy
signal vysoké trovné status, ktery miize spole¢nost udé€lit, je nyni
priznan tém nejhorsim lharim, jaké nase spole¢nost miize
vyprodukovat.

USA samozrejme nejsou jedinou zemi se systémem sledovani vakein.
Maji je i evropské a asijské zemé. Nize jsou uvedeny vedlejsi tcinky
vakein celosvétoveé shromazdéné programem WHO pro mezinarodni
sledovani drog (PIDM). Bohuzel web PIDM na
http://vigiaccess.org/ma pomérne omezené uzivatelské rozhrani.
Miize hlasit nezadouci ucinky pouze u konkrétnich vakein, nikoli u

vSech vakcin dohromady. S VAERS jsem porovnaval nezadouci
prihody podle roku s védomim, ze 99 % udalosti v roce 2021 bylo
zplsobeno vakcinou Covid, takze srovnani roku 2021 s obdobim pred
rokem 2020 bylo v podstaté srovnanim vakciny Covid se vSemi
ostatnimi predchozimi vakcinami. S touto databazi porovnam
vakcinu Covid se dvéma nejrozsirenéjsimi vakcinami, které vyvolaly
druhy a treti nejvétsi pocet vedlejsich Gcinki. Zde jsou nezadouci
prihody spojené s vakcinou Covid plus ty z vakein proti chiipce a
pneumonii od roku 2020:

Rok Vakciny proti chfipce Pneumokokova vakcina Vakcina na covid

2020 27,563 19,435 2,371
2021 20,995 24157 2,878,635
2022 19,253 13,619 1,931,424

V roce 2021 a 2022 bylo celosvétove hlaseno vice nez 100krat vice
nezadoucich prihod u vakciny Covid nez u kterékoli z dalSich dvou
hlavnich vakcin. Opét jedna z téchto vakein neni jako ostatni.
Zajimalo by mé, jestli Evropané dokazou pfijit na to, ktery to je.
Nize jsou uvedeny nékteré nezadouci acinky na srdce uvedené v
databazi PIDM pro tyto vakciny. Konkrétni vedlejsi acinky nelze
rozdélit podle let, takze mohu hlasit pouze celkovy pocet udalosti za
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vSechny roky v databazi. Zde je celkovy pocet rtiznych srdec¢nich
nezadoucich prihod pro tyto tri hlavni vakeiny. (Srdeéni poruchy jsou
obecnou kategorii, myokarditida a perikarditida jsou specifické
srde¢ni poruchy):

Celkové nepfriznivé Vakciny proti Pneumokokova Vakcina na
ucinky chripce vakcina covid
VSechny srdecni 6,824 4,184 297,869
poruchy

Myokarditida 223 101 27,644
Perikarditida 301 47 22,700

Abychom usnadnili srovnani ¢isel, vypocitam pocet srdeénich poruch
za rok pro 3 vakciny, priéemz vakcinu Covid zapocéitam jako
pokryvajici 2 roky (2021 a 2022) a ostatni vakciny jako 15 a 10 let na
zakladé ¢asu. obdobi, kdy ma databaze WHO tdaje o téchto
vakcinach. Zde jsou ro¢ni srovnani:

Vakciny proti Pneumokokova

Poruchy za rok chripce vakcina Vakcina na covid

VSechny srdecni 6,824 / 15 =455 4,184 /10 =418 297,869 /2 =

poruchy 148,935

Myokarditida 223/15=15 101/10=10 27,644 /2 =
13,822

Perikarditida 301/15=20 47/10=5 22,700/2 =
11,350

Zda se, ze vakciny Covid zptisobuji 300 az 1000krat vice srde¢nich
poruch ro¢né nez vakcina proti chtipce a 400 az 2000krat vice nez
vakcina proti pneumokokiim na celém svété.

Udaje WHO o PIDM pro plicni embolii a Bellovu obrnu jsou podobné
jako u VAERS — u vakein Covid je hlaSeno stokrat nebo tisickrat vice
pripadi plicni embolie a Bellovy obrny nez u dalsich nejhorsich
vakein.

Také problémy s otéhotnénim z vakciny Covid jsou 10 az 100krat
cast€jsi nez z vakein proti chripce a pneumokokiim, spontanni
potraty (potraty) jsou 30 az 500krat ¢astéjsi, reprodukéni problémy
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se vyskytuji 300 az 600krat ¢ast€ji, menstruacni poruchy 2000 az
2000Kkrat. 10 000krat ¢astéji a silné menstruacni krvaceni 1000 az 15
000Kkrat castéji.

Ale krome toho je to naprosto ,bezpecné a efektivni®. A kazdy, kdo
rika néco jiného, je rusky robot, kterého poslal Putin, aby podkopal
duveéru v Ameriku!

Myslim, Ze je spravedlivé rici, ze vakciny Covid by byly povazovany za
,nebezpecné“ podle pred-Covidovych standardti FDA. Podle tdaji
VAERS a WHO zptisobily stokrat nebo tisickrat vice zranéni a timrti
nez jiné vakciny, které FDA stahla z trhu, protoze byly povazovany za
,nebezpecné®. Normy FDA tykajici se bezpe¢nosti jsou vSak obecné
povazovany za prilis averzni k riziku, coz zptisobuje vétsi Skody v
disledku chyb typu I/falesné pozitivnich vysledki (stazeni
uziteéného produktu z trhu kviili mensim vedlejSim ac¢inkim) nez
chyb typu II/falesnych negativnich vysledki (selhani odstranit
Skodlivy produkt z trhu, protoze ignorovali jeho vedlejsi ic¢inky).
Takze i kdyZ jsou vakciny Covid absolutné o rad nebezpec¢néjsi nez
jiné vakeiny, o kterych FDA prohlasil, Ze jsou prilis nebezpecné pro
pouziti,

3. Zavazné vedlejsi ucinky

Velmi poucny lékarsky dokument na
https://www.scivisionpub.com/pdfs/us-covid19-vaccines-proven-to-

cause-more-harm-than-good-based-on-pivotal-clinical-trial-data-
analyzovadno-pomoci-spravného-védeckého--1811.pdfanalyzuje

verejné dostupna data z klinickych studii poskytnuté spole¢nostmi
Pfizer a Moderna. Porovnava prinosy a vedlejsi acinky vakein, které
byly oficialné hlaseny samotnymi vyrobci vakein. Klinické studie
Covid prokazaly extrémneé vysokou t¢innost vakcin (jak se v tom
mohli tak mylit, to je jiny pribéh), ale také zaznamenaly enormni
pocet nezadoucich prihod, které utrpéli acastnici studie. Porovnani
vysledkii spole¢nosti Pfizer a Moderna bylo takové, ze vakciny
zabranily 95 % a 94 % pripadt Covid u téch, kteri dostali vakcinu
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misto placeba. Také uvedli, ale nezdtiraznili, Ze ockovana skupina
zaznamenala mnohem vice zivot ohrozujicich nezadoucich Géinkt
nez skupina s placebem.

Zpravy z klinickych studii spolecnosti Pfizer a Moderna naleznete
online na https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33301246/ a
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33378609/. Myslenkou tohoto
clanku je jednoduse porovnat pocet zavaznych pripadta Covid, kterym
vakciny zabranily, s poftem zavaznych nezadoucich ac¢inkt

zpusobenych vakcinami. Pokud ,tézké“ znamena v obou pripadech
totéz, pak miizeme rici, co je horsi — Covid nebo vakcina.
Samoziejmeé to predpoklada, ze ziskani vakciny zabrani Covidu. To je
to, co zjistily ptivodni klinické studie — 95% ucinnost vakciny — néco,
¢emu uz nikdo, dokonce ani vyrobci vakein, nevéri. Pokud vakeiny
nezabrani Covidu, pak vam vaxxing poskytne vedlejsi t¢inky i Covid.
Ale vezméme vysledky klinickych studii Pfizer a Moderna za
nominalni hodnotu — predpokladejme, ze vakciny zabranuji 95 %
infekci Covidem, ale také zptisobuji vedlejsi t¢inky zdokumentované
v téchto zpravach, takze ucinky Covid a vedlejsi c¢inky lze porovnat.
Nez se dostanu k hlavnim vysledktim ¢lanku o zavaznych vedlejsich
ucincich, zacnéme jednoduse celkovym poctem pripadii, kterym bylo
zabranéno Covid a celkovym poc¢tem nezadoucich prihod
zptisobenych vakcinami, jak byly hlaseny v klinickych studiich:

Zabranéno pripadim Covid Nezadouci udalosti zpusobené Pomér
spoleénosti Pfizer spoleénosti Pfizer Pfizer
154 3,132 20:1
Modernim pfipadiim COVID se = Moderni nepfiznivé udalosti Moderni
zabranilo zpUsobené poméry
174 19,727 113:1

LZabranéno pripadiim Covid“ je pocet pripadii Covid ve skupiné s
placebem (162 pro Pfizer) minus pocet pripadi Covid ve ockované
skupiné (8). ,,Zpusobené nezadouci prihody“ je pocet nezaddoucich
prihod ve o¢kované skupiné (5 770 u spole¢nosti Pfizer) minus pocet
nezadoucich prihod ve skupiné s placebem (2 638).
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Spole¢nost Moderna hlasila mnohem vice nezadoucich acinkt nez
spolecnost Pfizer, ale to je vétSinou kviili tomu, jak pocitali nezaddouci
ucinky. Spolec¢nost Pfizer zapocitavala pouze ,,nevyzadané®“ nezadouci
prihody, coz znamena, Ze castnici klinické studie museli
kontaktovat spolecnost Pfizer, aby jim o problému rekla. Moderna
poditala ,,vyzadané“ nezadouci prihody, coz znamena, ze Moderna
kontaktovala kazdého ucastnika a zeptala se ho, zda ma néjaké
problémy. Spolecnost Pfizer to ztizila a spolecnost Moderna lidem
usnadnila hlaSeni vedlejsich ucinki. (Po precteni téchto klinickych
studii jsem nabyl definitivniho dojmu, Ze spolecnosti Pfizer a
Moderna meély zasadné odlisné filozofie tykajici se odhalovani
problémi. Zprava spoleénosti Pfizer obsahuje 1 stranku o vedlejsich
ucincich. Zprava spoleé¢nosti Moderna ma 20 stran, ve kterych jsou
vSechny vedlejsi t¢inky velmi dobre rozebrany. detail. Samozrejmeé,
filozofie spolec¢nosti Pfizer — skryt co nejvice Spatnych zprav — pro né
byla finan¢né mnohem lukrativnéjsi. Myslim, Ze vétSina lidi ma dnes
dojem, ze vakcina Pfizer ma méné vedlejsich acink nez vakcina
Moderna.)

Je zfrejmé, ze tyto hrubé soucty nejsou prilis diilezité. Vétsina
vedlejsich ucinkl byla extrémné mirna. Podle spole¢nosti Pfizer se
jednalo predevsim o ,bolest v misté vpichu, inavu a bolest hlavy*“.
Vétsina pripadii Covid byla samozrejmeé také mirna, nékteré dokonce
asymptomatické. Ale presto, porovnavani vSech vedlejSich u¢inki se
vSemi pripady Covid je vétSinou srovnavani mirnych vedlejsSich
ucéinkl s mirnymi pripady Covid, takze na tom vlastné nezalezi. Jen
jsem chtél uvést néjaky kontext k diilezitéjSim ¢isliim nize.

Mnohem diilezitéjsi nez vsechny ac¢inky jsou zavazné acinky:

Zavaznym pripadim Covid u Pfizer zpUsobil zavazné Pomér
spolec¢nosti Pfizer bylo zabranéno nezadouci ucinky Pfizer
8 101 13:1

Modernim zavaznym pfripadim Covid  Moderna zpusobila zavazné  Moderni
predchazime nepriznivé udalosti poméry

30 3,072 102:1
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»Lezky“ ma v tomto pripade specificky 1ékarsky vyznam. FDA
klasifikuje nezadouci uéinky 1ékti a vakein na 4bodové skale.
~Zavazné nezadouci prihody” jsou trovné 3 (definované jako ,brani
kazdodenni aktivité a vyzaduji 1ékarsky zasah“) a aroven 4
(,potencialné zivot ohrozujici, navstéva pohotovosti nebo
hospitalizace®). Zavazné pripady Covid a zavazné nezadouci prihody
jsou pravdépodobné srovnatelné co do zavaznosti. Podle vlastnich
zprav spole¢nosti Pfizer a Moderna tedy jejich vakciny zptisobuji 13
az 102krat tolik zavaznych problémi, nez jim predchazeji.

Toto je hlavni vysledek prezentovany v tomto ¢lanku. Prosel jsem dvé
zpravy o klinickych studiich online, abych ovéril éisla. Clanek
vypocitava statistickou vyznamnost c¢istého acinku — prinos prevence
zavazného onemocnéni Covid minus naklady spojené s vaznymi
vedlejsimi téinky. Uvadi hodnoty p pro vysledky Pfizer i Moderna
jako p < 0,00001. To znamena, ze existuje 99,999% Sance, Ze tyto
negativni Cisté efekty jsou skute¢né, nikoli vysledkem nahodné
nahody. Sdm jsem hodnoty p neprepocital, protoze si nikdy
nepamatuji, jak to udélat.

Smrtelné vedlejsi i¢inky jsou samozrejmeé jesté vetsim problémem
nez zavazné vedlejsi acinky. Zde jsou hlasena tmrti z téchto
ptivodnich zprav z klinickych studii:

Pfizer Covid umrtim bylo Pfizer zplisobena umrti na Pomér
zabranéno nezadouci prihody Pfizer

0 -2 N/A
Zabranéno modernim umrtim Moderni nepfizniva udalost Moderni
na Covid zpusobila umrti poméry
0 -1 N/A

Ve skupinach s placebem bylo vice celkovych timrti nez ve skupinach
ockovanych. V obou skupinach vSak bylo tak méalo imrti, Ze rozdil
mezi amrtimi na vakcinu a imrtimi na placebo nebyl statisticky
vyznamny. Také to byly pocatecni zpravy, které byly zverejnény,
jakmile dosahly svych cilt t¢innosti. (Ve skute¢nosti spole¢nost
Pfizer dosahla svych cilti G¢innosti v rijnu 2020, ale FDA jim rekl,
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aby své vysledky zverejnovali aZ po volbach, protoze necht€li
,ovliviiovat“ volby. Spina.) Pokusy pokrac¢ovaly nékolik meésicti po
téchto prvnich zpravach. Do té doby zemrelo mnohem vice
ucastniki, vétsinou ne na Covid, nékolik na infarkt v ockované
skupiné — coz meélo upoutat néci pozornost. Konecna ¢isla amrti pro
klinické studie Pfizer a Moderna byla:

Pfizer Covid umrtim bylo Pfizer zpuisobena umrti na Pomér
zabranéno nezadouci prihody Pfizer

1 5 5:1
Zabranéno modernim umrtim Moderni nepfizniva udalost Moderni
na Covid zpuUsobila umrti pomeéry
2 3 1.5:1

Aby to bylo jasné€jsi, zde je celkovy pocet timrti ze vSech pricin ve
skupinach s vakcinou a placebem:

Celkova umrti vakcinou Pfizer Celkova umrti placeba Pfizer Rozdil Pfizer
21 17 +4

Celkova umrtnost vakciny Celkova umrti moderniho Moderni
Moderna placeba rozdil

17 16 +1

Z4dné z téchto ¢isel imrti neni statisticky vyznamné, ale naznaéuji,
ze vakciny by mohly zptisobit 1,5 az 5 amrti na vedlejsi ucinky na
kazdy 1 Zivot zachranény prevenci smrtelného pripadu Covid. Na
vSech téchto Cislech je Gizasné, Ze spoleénosti Pfizer a Moderna
zverejnily tolik usvédcujicich informaci o svych vakcinach, ale
protoze se kazdy oficialni expert — spoleé¢nosti, medialni 1ékari,
organy verejného zdravi, vldda — rozhodl je nezminit, tisk prosté
problémy nehlasil. Tyto informace se skryvaji na ocich, jsou navzdy
dostupné na internetu, prave v téch dokumentech, které jako takové
triumfovaly spolecnosti Pfizer, Moderna a FDA. Zde jsou konec¢né
verze obou zprav z klinickych studii s aktualizovanymi pocéty
umrti:https://www.nejm.org/doi/full/10.1056 /NEJMo0a2110345 a
https://www.nejm.org/doi/10.1056 /NEJMo0a2113017 .
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V souhrnu lze pozitivni a negativni u¢inky vakciny seskupit do 3
kategorii:

1) VSechny pripady Covid, kterym vakecina zabréanila, vs. vSechny
vedlejsi ucinky zptisobené vakcinou. Druhé prevysovalo prvni a
rozdil je statisticky vyznamny, ale tyto mirné acinky nejsou natolik
dilezité, aby se o n€ zajimalo.

2) Tézké pripady Covid, kterym vakcina predchazi, versus zavazné
vedlejsi ucinky zptisobené vakcinou. Druhé prevysovalo prvni, rozdil
je statisticky vyznamny a zavazné dopady jsou dulezité.

3) Umrti na covid, kterym vakeina zabranila, vs. smrtelné vedlejsi
ucinky zptisobené vakcinou. Druhy pocet prevysil prvni, tmrti jsou
nejdilezitéjSim vysledkem, ale rozdil neni statisticky vyznamny.
Prihlaste se k odbéru novych sloupcii

Uzivani vakciny Covid zptsobilo vice Skody nez uzitku ve vSech 3

kategoriich, ale tento dokument se zaméril na kategorii #2, protoze
zavazné zdravotni problémy jsou diilezité a statisticky vyznamné.
Zavérem je, ze klinické studie Pfizer a Moderna od zacatku jasné
ukéazaly, ze obé vakciny zptisobuji mnohem vice Skody nez uzitku.
Vsichni v moci to védéli v listopadu 2020, ale vSichni tvrdili opak.
Ackoli tato ¢isla byla zverejnéna v roce 2020, vétSina lidi neni
schopna cist 1ékarské dokumenty, takze se spoléhaji na média, aby
jim rekla, co vysledky znamenaji. Verejnost nikdy nebyla
informovana o vedlejSich ucincich popsanych v téchto zpravach.
Presto, nebo mozna prave proto, ze tisk neustale lze, vétsina lidi je
nyni vii¢i vakcindm podezreld. Mozna nejsou schopni citovat
statistiky, ale citi, Ze se jim lZe. Experti byli za posledni 3 roky tak
nedprosné necestni, Ze oficiaAlnimu pribéhu uz nevéri nikdo, kdo méa
mozkové bunky funkéni.

Ve skutecnosti chovam mnohem vice sympatii k rediteliim
spolec¢nosti Pfizer a Moderna nez k primérnému 1ékari, ktery
vakcinu doporudil svym pacientim. Albert Bourla, generalni reditel
spolecnosti Pfizer, vydélal diky vakciné Pfizer priblizné 100 miliont
dolart na kompenzacich a zisku z akcii. Stephane Bancel, generalni
reditel a hlavni akcionar spoleénosti Moderna, vyde€lal vice nez 1
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miliardu dolarti. Samozrejmé lhali, aby ty penize vydélali. Ne? Vérim,
ze na tomto svété jsou dva druhy lidi — ti, kteri by lhali za 100
miliont dolart a priznali to, a ti, kteri by lhali za 100 miliont dolar,
ale nepriznaji to, coz je dalsi lez. Takze odpoustim Albertu Bourlovi a
Stephanu Bancelovi jejich 1zi. Neodpoustim primérnému MD. Tim,
ze tekli pravdu pacienttim, kteri jim davérovali, meli velmi malo co
ztratit. Mozna by se dostali do problémii, mozna by dokonce prisli o
sva privilegia ve své nemocnici, kdyby se provalilo, Ze doporucuji
svym mladym a zdravym pacientiim vakcinu neuzivat. Finan¢ni
naklady pro né by tedy mozna Cinily tisice dolarti. Ale je ubohé
prodavat svou dusi za tisice dolari. To je jako vymeénit své
prvorozenstvi za neporadek. Ti 1ékari jsou osklivi. Prodat svou dusi
za miliony nebo miliardy dolart, jako to ud€lali Albert Bourla a
Stephane Bancel, je jen lidska prirozenost. Opravdu je nemizete
vinit, Ze to udélali. stejné jako Albert Bourla a Stephane Bancel je jen
lidska prirozenost. Opravdu je nemitizete vinit, ze to udélali. stejné
jako Albert Bourla a Stephane Bancel je jen lidska prirozenost.
Opravdu je nemuzete vinit, ze to udélali.

Vakciny Pfizer a Moderna byly schvaleny FDA na zakladé tidajt z
klinickych studii uvedenych vyse. Kritériem pro schvaleni FDA bylo,
zda vakciny snizily infekce Covid, coz data ukazala, ze ano. Ale to
bylo $patné kritérium pro schvaleni 1ékarského oSetreni.
Chemoterapeutické 1éky nejsou schvaleny pouze na zaklade toho, zda
1é¢i rakovinu. Jsou schvaleny pouze v pripadé, Ze jejich prinosy pri
1é¢bé rakoviny jsou vétsi nez jejich vedlejsi ucinky, které nici zdravi.
Pokud by chemoterapeuticky 1ék vylécil rakovinu v 50 % pripadd, ale
ve 100 % pripadi zabil pacienta, tento 1€k by nebyl schvalen, protoze
jeho Cisty prinos by byl negativni. Podobné FDA védé€l, ze vakcina
Covid zabranila 1 zdvaznému pripadu Covid na kazdych 10 az 100
zavaznych vedlejSich ucinki, které nezptisobila Covid, takze jeji Cisty
prinos byl extrémné negativni, a nikdy nemélo byt schvaleno. FDA si
byla plné védoma vSech téchto skutecnosti, kdyz se v roce 2020 vrhla
na vakciny.
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Schvaleni vakcin drive trvalo 10 let, protoze FDA chtél védét o jejich
dlouhodobych vedlejsich acincich. Ale protoze Covid byl ,nouzovy
stav®, proces byl zkracen na méneé nez 1 rok. Samotné klinické studie
trvaly pouhych 6 mésicti. V tu chvili byl FDA vysledky tak ohromen,
ze prohlasili, ze by bylo ,neetické“ nechat placebo skupinu
neockovanou a v nebezpeci ndkazy Covidem. Takze po 6 mésicich
dostala vakcina cela skupina s placebem, ¢imz byla znicena jakakoli
moznost provadet dlouhodobé;jsi studii pozitivnich nebo negativnich
ucinkl vakein.

Klinické studie ndm tedy nemohou fici nic o dlouhodobych prinosech
ani o dlouhodobych §kodach zptisobenych vakcinami. Zejména
pokud je Long Covid skutecny, pak je mozna prevence Covid
prospesnéjsi, nez by mohla ukazat 6meésiéni zkouska. Na druhou
stranu, pokud vakciny zptisobuji dlouhodobé vedlejsi téinky, pak
jsou mozna jesté horsi, nez naznacuji tyto studie.

Napriklad existovala studie 300 studentt skol v Thajsku, kteri dostali
vakcinu Pfizer, kterou lze nalézt na https://www.mdpi.com/2414-
6366/7/8/196. Misto toho, aby se déti jen zeptali, zda po injekci
pocituji néjaké priznaky, meérili studentiim srdec¢ni biomarkery na
srde¢ni problémy. U mnoha déti po ockovani zjistili rizné drobné
srdecni problémy: ,kardiovaskularni projevy byly nalezeny u 29 %

pacientt, od tachykardie nebo palpitace po myoperikarditidu.“ 3 %
chlapcii a zadna z divek nemeéla subklinickou (asymptomatickou)
myokarditidu nebo perikarditidu. Subklinicka myokarditida nema
zadné priznaky, takZe se jen zeptate pacientii, zda se po vakeiné citi
Spatné — natoz kdyz zapocitate hospitalizace myokarditidy, jako to
délaji studie srdce v dalsi ¢asti — nenajdete je. Ale subklinicka
myokarditida mize byt zjevné testovana. Asymptomaticka
myokarditida mize poskodit srdecni sval a oslabit srdce, coz zvysuje
Sanci na srdeéni selhani pozdéji v zivoté. Takze budou mit ockovani
chlapci za 20 let vice infarktti? Mozna. Na zjistovani ale nejsou zadné
penize, takze pokud se politicky kalkul nezméni, nikdy ndm to nikdo
nefekne. Urady to nechtéji védét. Vefejnost to nechce védét. Lidé,
kteri se nechali ockovat, se nedozaduji studii, které by mohly
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prokazat, ze dobrovolné zabili sebe nebo své déti bez dtivodu, kromé
zbabélé konformity. Na financovani téchto studii nebudou zadné
vladni dotace. Lidé, kteri se nechali ockovat, se nedozaduji studii,
které by mohly prokazat, ze dobrovolné zabili sebe nebo své déti bez
diivodu, kromé zbabelé konformity. Na financovani téchto studii
nebudou zadné vladni dotace. Lidé, kteri se nechali ockovat, se
nedozaduji studii, které by mohly prokazat, Ze dobrovolné zabili sebe
nebo své déti bez ditvodu, kromé zbabélé konformity. Na financovani
téchto studii nebudou zadné vladni dotace.

Pti zpétném pohledu by se kazdy, kdo se obaval o své srdce, mé€l
pravdépodobné vyhnout vakciné Covid za kazdou cenu, véetné
odchodu z vysoké skoly nebo v pripadé potreby opusténi zaméstnani.

4. Srdecni studie

Floridské ministerstvo zdravotnictvi provedlo vlastni studii amrti
zpusobenych vakcinou na https://floridahealthcovidi9.gov/wp-
content/uploads/2022/10/20221007-guidance-mrna-covid19-
vaccines-analysis.pdf . Pouzili metodu, ktera se nazyva
,Samokontrolovana série pripadi“ (SCCS), aby odstranila problém

matoucich. SCCS porovnava osobu v jednu chvili se stejnou osobou v
riznou dobu, aby se odstranily pripadné predsudky zptisobené
riznym vékem, pohlavim, komorbiditami atd. V tomto pripadé
porovnavali o¢kované lidi do 28 dnii od podani vakciny se stejnymi
oc¢kovanymi lidmi vice nez 28 dnti po ockovani. Dvé srovnavané
skupiny (pred 28 a po 28 dnech) jsou stejni lidé, takze se
automaticky shoduji ve vSech smérech — vék, etnicka prislusnost,
zdravotni stav atd.

Ministerstvo zdravotnictvi propojilo zaznamy o vakciné s imrtnimi
listy, aby spocitalo, kolik ockovanych lidi zemielo do 28 dnii po
ockovani ve srovnani s tim, kolik zemtelo po 28 dnech. Takze
vSechna jejich srovnani zahrnovala nedavno nebo méné nedavno
ockované lidi. Pokud ma vakcina smrtelné vedlejsi téinky, které jsou
kratkodobé a nikoli dlouhodobé, meéla by byt tmrtnost vyssi pred 28.
dnem nez po 28. dni. Tato metoda srovnani mezi lidmi predpoklada,
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ze poskozeni vakcinou je pravdépodobnéjsi. radéji hned nez pozdé;i.
Mnoho anti-vaxxeru by tento predpoklad zpochybnilo, ale vysledky
studie jsou stale zajimavé.

Protoze se objevilo mnoho zprav o lidech, u kterych se po vakciné
rozvinuly srdec¢ni problémy, zejména myokarditida a perikarditida,
proveroval stat Florida dvé priciny amrti — amrti ze vSech pricin a
umrti souvisejici pouze se srdcem. Nezjistili zddny statisticky
vyznamny nartst tmrti ze vSech pri¢in v obdobi 28 dnti po oc¢kovani.
Zjistili vSak statisticky vyznamny nartist imrti souvisejicich se
srdcem. Nartst tmrti souvisejicich se srdcem byl maly, pouze 7 %, v
populaci jako celku, ale byl extrémné velky u mladych lidi, zejména
mladych muzi. Nejvice zasaZzenou skupinou byli muzi ve véku 18 az
39 let, u kterych doslo béhem mésice po ockovani k 97% nartstu
umrti souvisejicich se srdcem. Samozrejme, ze muzi ve véku 18 az 39
let obvykle neumiraji na srdec¢ni choroby, takze skutec¢na cisla byla
vSechna mala.

Tato studie byla provedena pro ockovani podana v roce 2021. V té
dobé se vedle vakcin Pfizer a Moderna stale podavala vakcina
Janssen (Johnson & Johnson). Prekvapivé Janssen, coZ neni mRNA
vakcina, skuteéné vykazal statisticky vyznamny pokles tmrti
souvisejicich se srdcem. Pouze mRNA vakciny zvysily amrti
souvisejici se srdcem.

Pro¢ je stat Florida jedinym vladnim organem v USA, ktery provadi
takové studie? Neni to ikolem CDC nebo FDA?

Na rozdil od USA nyni podobné vySetfovani provadi mnoho dalSich
zemi. Studie SCCS v Anglii na
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.122.
059970pouzili 1ékarské zdznamy od Narodni zdravotni sluzby k

analyze celé o¢kované populace zemé, asi 43 miliont lidi. Pocitali
prijeti do nemocnice a umrti konkrétné na myokarditidu, aby zjistili,
zda se zvysily bezprostredné po ockovani lidi. Anglie pouzivala proti
Covidu vétSinou vakciny Pfizer a Moderna, ale také neékteré
AstraZeneca. Védci porovnavali pocet pripadii myokarditidy, které se
vyskytly od 1 do 28 dnii po o¢kovani, s poc¢tem pripadi po 28 dnech.
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Béhem prvniho mésice po o¢kovani doslo ke statisticky vyznamnému
nartstu hospitalizaci a imrti na myokarditidu ve srovnani s
pozdéjsimi. Takze to odpovida na otazku, zptisobuji vakciny
myokarditidu bezprostredné po o¢kovani? Ano, oni d€laji. Nartst
myokarditidy je velky, i kdyz z malého zakladu.
Jak zjistily jiné studie, vysledky u muzd byly horsi nez u Zen a 2. d4vka
byla nebezpe¢néjsi nez 1. 94k | Vakeina AstraZeneca, ktera
nepouzivd mRNA, zvysila pocet hospitalizaci a imrti na
myokarditidy, ale jen nevyznamné. Ale obé mRNA vakciny vyznamné
zvySily myokarditidu. SpiSe nez uvadét vSechna cisla uvedu jen to, Ze
o, davka pyinravku Pfizer zvysila piipady myokarditidy o 57 % a 2.
davka p¥inravku Moderna je zvysila o 1076 %. U muz mlad$ich 40 let
byl nartist u obou vakein 208 % a 1583 %.
Jejich zavér:

,Celkove je riziko myokarditidy vétsi po infekci SARS-CoV-2 nez po oc¢kovani proti

COVID-19... Riziko myokarditidy po ockovani je vSak vyssi [nezZ po Covidu] u mladSich
muzi, zejména po druhé davce vakciny [Moderna] mRNA-1273.

To znamena4, Ze pro vétsSinu lidi se rik4, ze zachyceni Covidu zvysuje
riziko myokarditidy vice nez ockovani. Ale u muzt mladsich 40 let
zvySuje oC¢kovani riziko vice nez Covid.

I kdyZ mnohem vyssi po podani vakciny, celkové riziko myokarditidy
z oCkovani bylo stale malé. Ze 43 milionti lidi v Anglii, kteri dostali
vakeinu, bylo pouze 2861 hospitalizovano nebo zemrelo na
myokarditidu. A pouze 617 z téchto pripadi se vyskytlo v casovém
obdobi od 1 do 28 dnti po injekci. Takze i kdyz byly pocty
hospitalizaci a tmrtnosti u nove ockovanych vyssi, byly stale velmi
nizké.

Podobna studie byla provedena ve Francii na
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-022-31401-5 . S vyuzitim
celostatni zdravotnické dokumentace analyzovala vSechny pripady
hospitalizaci pro myokarditidu a perikarditidu se zamérenim

zejména na mladé lidi. Analyzovali anamnézu vSech 24 milionii
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francouzskych obcanti ve véku 12 az 50 let, kteri byli ockovani. Zjistili
enormni narust rizika hospitalizace béhem prvniho tydne po

davee yakeiny.

ockovani, zejména u muzi a zvlasté po 2.
U myokarditidy se pocet hospitalizaci zvysil v tydnu po davce 2 Pfizer
8krat a po davce 2 Moderny 30krat. U perikarditidy se pocet
hospitalizaci zvysil v tydnu po davce 2 Pfizer 3krat a po davce 2
Moderny 5krat.

Mezi mladymi muzi byl nartist astronomicky: U muzt ve véku 18 az
24 let se pocet hospitalizaci myokarditidy po davce 2 od spole¢nosti
Pfizer zvysil 13krat a po davce 2 od spolecnosti Moderna 44krat. U
muzl ve véku 18 az 24 let se pocet hospitalizaci u perikarditidy zvysil
po davce 2 spoleénosti Pfizer 6krat a po davce 2 spole¢nosti Moderna
11krat.

Jejich shrnuti:

,»Zjistili jsme, ze ockovani obéma mRNA vakcinami bylo spojeno se zvySenym rizikem
myokarditidy a perikarditidy béhem prvniho tydne po o¢kovani. Asociace byly zvlasté
vyrazné po druhé davce a byly zifejmé jak u muzi, tak u Zen. Zjistili jsme trend zvySené¢ho

rizika vii¢i mlad$im vékovym skupindm, ale vyznamné riziko rozvoje myokarditidy bylo

také zjiSt€no u muza nad 30 let au Zen nad 30 let po o¢kovani.

Prestoze tato studie zjistila velky statisticky vyznamny nartst
myokarditidy a perikarditidy u nedavno oc¢kovanych mladych lidi,
absolutni cisla byla nizka. Mezi 24 miliony, kteri se nechali oc¢kovat,
bylo pouze 1612 pripadi myokarditidy a 1613 pripadi perikarditidy
vyZadujicich hospitalizaci.

Existuje podobna studie myokarditidy a perikarditidy, ktera
zahrnovala Dansko, Finsko, Norsko a Svédsko na
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamacardiology/fullarticle/2791

253 . Zkoumali nemocnic¢ni zaznamy 23 miliont obyvatel 4
severskych zemi, aby porovnali miru myokarditidy a perikarditidy,
kterou lidé prodélali béhem mésice po ockovani, s neockovanou
populaci odpovidajici véku, pohlavi, kalendarnimu obdobi, statusu
zdravotnického pracovnika, at uz v pecovatelsky dtim, predchozi
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infekce Covid a 5 komorbidit (plicni onemocnéni, onemocnéni
ledvin, autoimunitni onemocnéni, kardiovaskularni onemocnéni
nebo cukrovka a rakovina).

U celé populace se riziko hospitalizace pro myokarditidu nebo

perikarditidu zvysilo po 2. 94vee Pfizeru o 65 % a po 2. 94v¢e Moderny o

363 %.

U muzi ve véku 16 az 24 let se riziko hospitalizace zvysilo 4krat po 2.

davee hyipravku Pfizer a 11krat po 2. 99V Moderny.

Po podani non-mRNA vakeciny AstraZeneca nedoslo k Zzadnému
statisticky vyznamnému zvySeni rizika myokarditidy nebo
perikarditidy.
Jejich zaveér:
,»V této kohortové studii 23 milioni severskych obyvatel ve véku 12 let nebo starSich bylo
riziko myokarditidy vys$si béhem 28 dnii po ockovani jak BNT162b2 [Pfizer], tak mRNA-

1273 [Moderna] ve srovnéani s neockovanymi a vys$si po druhém ockovani. davka vakciny
nez prvni davka... Riziko bylo nejvyssi u muza ve véku 16 az 24 let.*

Ale zase, 1 kdyz riziko po o¢kovani hodné stouplo, stale bylo malé.
Mezi 23 miliony obyvatel severskych zemi bylo pouze 1077
hospitalizovano pro myokarditidu a 1149 pro perikarditidu.

Zde je podobna studie z Izraele:
https://www.nejm.org/doi/full/10.1056 /NEJMo0a2109730 .
Izraelské ministerstvo zdravotnictvi prezkoumalo vSechny

nemocnic¢ni pripady myokarditidy a porovnalo ty, které se vyskytly
béhem 30 dnii bezprostiedné po injekei, se dvéma zakladnimi
hodnotami: jaky ocekavalo pocet pripadi myokarditidy na zakladé
predpandemickych let a soucasny pocet pripady myokarditidy u
neockovanych lidi.

Izrael pouZzival pouze vakcinu Pfizer. 5M Izraelci byli o¢kovani 2
davkami Pfizer. Zde jsou narusty vyskytu myokarditidy béhem 30
dnii od podani injekce pro vSechny lidi a pouze pro mladé muze:
Ve srovnani s historickymi idaji z obdobi pred pandemii v letech
2017 az 2019 ockovani celkove zvysilo myokarditidu skrat. U muzii
ve véku 16 az 19 let se zvysil 14kréat.
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Ve srovnani s mirami mezi neockovanymi Izraelci v roce 2021
ockovani celkoveé zvysilo myokarditidu dvojnasobné. U muzi ve véku
16 az 19 let se zvysil gkrat.
Kdyz opakovali analyzu, ale porovnavali o¢kované pouze béhem
prvnich 7 dnti po vakeiné s neo¢kovanymi kontrolami, muzi ve véku
16 az 19 let utrp€li masivni 32nasobny nartist hospitalizaci pro
myokarditidu.
Jejich zavér:
,» Vyskyt myokarditidy po dvou davkdch mRNA vakciny BNT162b2 [Pfizer] byl nizky, ale
vys$$i nez vyskyt mezi neockovanymi osobami a mezi historickymi kontrolami. Riziko

myokarditidy bylo zptisobeno pfedev§im zvySenym vyskytem po druhé davce vakciny a u
mladych ptijemct muzského pohlavi.

Stejné jako v jinych zemich byl nartst relativniho rizika po o¢kovani
obrovsky, ale skuteény pocet pripadt byl mizivy. 5M Izraelci uzili 2
davky Pfizeru. Ale v této o¢kované populaci bylo celkem jen 304
hospitalizaci pro myokarditidu.

Nasel jsem jednu podobnou studii z USA, kterou provedla celostatni
sit Kaiser Permanente a pridruzenych nemocnic, na
https://www.cdc.gov/vaccines/acip/meetings/downloads/slides-
2021-10-20-21/ 08-COVID-Klein-508.pdf. Porovnavali pocet
pripadiit myokarditidy a perikarditidy u pacientii s Kaiser
Permanente 0 az 77 dnti po podani vakciny ve srovnani s pripady 22

az 42 dnii po oc¢kovani. Jejich ,,zdravou vychozi linii“ tedy byli
ockovani pacienti, kteri dostali vakcinu asi pred 1 mésicem. Zda se, zZe
je to docela tézké prekrodit, protoze pokud vakciny zptisobuji
problémy tyden po oc¢kovani, pravdépodobné zpiisobuji problémy
také meésic po ockovani. Presto zjistili dramaticky vyssi vyskyt
myokarditidy a perikarditidy jeden tyden po injekci neZ jeden mésic
poté.

Kaiser Permanente porovnaval vyskyt téchto dvou srdec¢nich
onemocnéni béhem 7 dni po o¢kovani s tim, co nazyvaji ,ockované
soubézné komparatory“. ,,Vakcinovano“ znamena, ze je porovnavali s
pacienty, kteri byli ockovani o mésic drive, ,,soubézné“ znamena, ze
porovnavali udalosti ve stejny den, aby eliminovali sezénnost, a
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,srovnavaci“ byli pacienti stejného veku, pohlavi, rasy a zemépisné
oblasti. . Uvedli nartist myokarditidy a perikarditidy pro tri vékové
skupiny: 12 az 39leté a jeji podskupiny 12 az 17leté a 18 az 39leté.
Ukazalo se, ze 12 az 17leti trp€li mnohem horsimi vedlejsimi ucinky
nez 18 az 39leti, takze dulezité byly vékové podskupiny.

Pro celou vékovou skupinu 12 az 39 let zvysila davka 1 vakciny Pfizer
vyskyt myokarditidy a perikarditidy 8krat a davka 2 jej zvysila
3okrat. Davka 1 Moderny ji zvySila 10krat a zvySeni pro davku 2 bylo
prilis vysoké na vypocet, s horni hranici nekonecna.

Vysledky pro vékovou podskupinu 12 az 17 let byly jesté horsi.
VSechny naristy frekvence téchto srde¢nich onemocnéni — u davky
Pfizer, davky Moderna, davky 1 a davky 2 — mezi 12 az 17 lety byly
nevycislitelné. VSechny intervaly spolehlivosti m€ly horni hranici
nekonecna. Diivodem je, Ze déti ve véku 12 az 17 let maji norméalné
nula pripadi myokarditidy a perikarditidy, ale po o¢kovani nékolik z
nich tyto problémy dostane, takze pomér pripadt vakcinace k
pripadiim bez o¢kovani byl nekonecny.

Zde je prislusny radek z tabulky na strané 18 jejich prezentace, ktera
srovnava desitky 12 az 17letych, u kterych se vyvinula myokarditida
nebo perikarditida bezprostredné po o¢kovani, s presné nulou 12 az
17letych, kteri dostali tyto srdecni potize venku tydenniho rizikového
intervalu. ,,Udalosti“ jsou hospitalizace:

Udalosti béhem Udalosti béhem

Vékova Rizikovy rizikového srovnavaciho Rate

skupina interval intervalu intervalu Ratio

12 az 17 let 0az 7 dni 27 0 Velmi
vysoko

Namisto vypocétu Rate Ratio jako ,nekoneéno®, nazyvaji jej ,,velmi
vysoky“. Nerikej. VSechny détské pripady myokarditidy a
perikarditidy, které nasli, se vyskytly do jednoho tydne po ockovani,
jindy zadny. Neexistuji zaddné pripady bez vakciny Covid. Vyskyt
myokarditidy a perikarditidy u déti je zcela problém produkovany
vakcinou.

Takze si rozhodné porid'te vakcinu, déti!
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Jakkoli je to smésné, je to také nemocné: Vezmeéte si naprosto zdravé
teenagery s nulovymi srdecnimi problémy. Dejte jim injekci, ktera
nékterym z nich okamzité zptisobi srdecni problémy. Poslete je do
nemocnice na pé¢i. Rikejme tomu 18k!

Pokud se tyto vysledky zdaji hrozné, nasteésti je k dispozici novéjsi
verze stejné zpravy na
https://www.cdc.gov/vaccines/acip/meetings/downloads/slides-
2022-02-04/10-COVID-Klein- 508.pdf , diky kterému tyto problémy
zmizi tim, Ze je jednodusSe nenahlasite. Tento novejsi clanek jiz

neukazuje zadné vysledky pro v€kovou skupinu 12 az 17 let a dokonce
ani pro skupinu 12 az 39 let. Uvadéji pouze osoby ve véku 18 az 39
let. Tyto vysledky, srovnavajici myokarditidu a perikarditidu
vyskytujici se 0 az 7 dni po oc¢kovani s vyskytem 22 az 42 dni po, jsou
v této vékové skupiné méne alarmujici: U 18 az 39letych zvysila 1.
davka PHPravku pfiz ey mira myokarditidy a perikarditidy 3nasobna a 2.
davka y s n4sobna. 1. S'davka Moderny zvysila viskyt gkrat a 2. ddvka
18krat.

Nemohu to ale dostate¢né zdtiraznit: v aktualizované prezentaci
(stejny nazev, stejni autori, jen datum je jiné) neni zminka o
jakychkoli zdravotnich problémech vyskytujicich se u 12 az 17letych.
O 12 az 17letych uz neni viibec zminka.

Ale opét, ackoli nartst rizika je velky (nebo dokonce nekonec¢ny),
skute¢ny pocet pripadii myokarditidy a perikarditidy je maly —
stovky pripadt z miliont pacientd.

Ve skutecnosti se podivejme bliZe na ¢isla v této posledni, sanitované
zprave: Béhem 13 mésicii studie bylo 2,3 milionu lidi ve véku 18 az 39
let v nemocni¢nim systému Kaiser Permanente plné ockovano 2
davkami mRNA. V tomto ¢asovém obdobi zjistili 297 pripadi
myokarditidy nebo perikarditidy. Po vyneseni rozsudku tento pocet
snizili na 213 potvrzenych pripadi. 63 z téchto pripadi se vyskytlo ve
zvlasté nebezpecném ,rizikovém intervalu“ o az 7 dni po davce 2
kterékoli mRNA vakciny.
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Studie tedy zahrnovala 2,3 milionu lidi * 56 tydni = 130 miliont
osobo-tydnt. Celkova mira myokarditidy a perikarditidy v této celé
populaci byla 213 pripadi / 130 miliont osobo-tydnti = 0,0000016
pripadii / osoba-tyden. To znamen4, Ze normalni vyskyt
myokarditidy a perikarditidy u jedné osoby je 0,0000016
pripadii/tyden.

Béhem tohoto 13meési¢niho obdobi dostalo téchto 2,3 milionu
pacientti 2 davky bud’ Pfizer nebo Moderna. Nejhorsi rizikovy
interval byl 0. az 7. den po 2. WWstelt takie celkovy rizikovy interval
byl 2,3 milionu osob * 1 tyden = 2,3 milionu osobo-tydnt. Vyskyt
myokarditidy a perikarditidy v nedavno ockované populaci byl 63
pripadi / 2,3 milionu osobo-tydni = 0,000027 pripadii / osoba-
tyden. Takze vyskyt myokarditidy a perikarditidy u nékoho v
nejnebezpecnéjSim obdobi po ockovani je 0,000027 pripadi/tyden.
Prihlaste se k odbéru novych sloupct

Ockovani tedy zvysilo riziko myokarditidy a perikarditidy z
0,0000016 pripadii/tyden na 0,000027 pripadii/tyden. To je
16nasobny nartst.
Z téchto ¢isel vy¢nivaji dveé véci:
1. Riziko myokarditidy a perikarditidy se po podani 2. déka Vakciny zvysilo
16krat (14krat po Pfizer a 18krat po Moderné), coz je hodné.
2. Riziko myokarditidy a perikarditidy je i po ockovani nekoneéné
malé.

Ve skutecnosti by tyto vysledky mohly byt pro ockované skutecné
dobrou zpravou. Co tato studie zjistila, podobné jako jiné studie typu
SCCS prezentované drive, bylo, Ze riziko téchto srdecnich
onemocnéni bylo 16krat vyssi béhem tydne po o¢kovani ve srovnani s
mesicem po ockovani a tento rozdil v riziku byl silné statisticky
vyznamny. Ale to je ekvivalentni tvrzeni, Ze riziko téchto srdeénich
chorob bylo 16krat nizs§i mésic po ockovani ve srovnani s tydnem po
ockovani, a to je stejné statisticky vyznamné. Pri rozumném
predpokladu, Ze tento docasny vzorec plati dlouhodobé — Ze riziko je
také nizsi rok po ockovani ve srovnani s mésicem po oc¢kovani, a
desetileti po o¢kovani ve srovnani s rokem poté — to znamena, ze
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pokud jste se nechali o¢kovat a netrpéli jste myokarditidou nebo
perikarditidou béhem ,rizikového intervalu® prvniho tydne, pak je
témeér jisté nedostanete potom. Tydenni rizikovy interval mozna
neprezijete, ale pokud ano, uz se opravdu nemusite niceho obavat.
Rizikovy interval je statisticky vyznamné nebezpecnéjsi. Ale interval
po riziku — coz je zbytek vaseho zZivota — je statisticky vyznamné
méné nebezpecny. Je to néco jako jednorazova ruska ruleta. Pokud
vas to nezabije okamZzité, nemusite se bat, Ze vas to zabije pozdé€ji.
Posileni je jako tri- nebo ¢tyfranna ruska ruleta. Predpokladam, ze
byste mohli hrat ruskou ruletu s vakcinou, dokud nebudete vazné
zranéni,

Takze pro ty lidi, ktefi byli minuly tyden ockovani nebo posileni —
hodné Stésti. Ale pro vSechny lidi, kteri se o¢kovali pred vice nez
tydnem — jste v bezpedi, alespon pred témito srdecnimi problémy.
Nakonec zakoncim jednou vtipnou studii. To by mélo vSechny
uklidnit ohledné bezpecnosti vakein. State¢ny vyzkumnik konec¢né
priSel na to, proc tolik lidi trpi smrtelnymi vedlejsimi ucinky vakciny
Covid. Ukazalo se, Ze to vibec neni vakcina. Je to dezinformace od
antivaxxert, ktera zptisobuje, zZe lidé dostavajici vakcinu se boji, a
tato uzkost zptuisobuje vedlejsi téinky, jako jsou infarkty:
"Dezinformace udrzované antivakcina¢nim hnutim mohou zpiisobit
vice umrti a vedlejsich acinki [vakeiny].... Pokud jsou subjekty v
panice, obavach, stresu nebo strachu z ockovani, jejich tepny se
zuzuji a zmensuji se v pribéhu casu. prijeti vakciny. Tento biologicky
mechanismus (stahovani zil, tepen a cév pri dusevnim stresu) je
nejpravdépodobné;jsi pricinou [krvnich srazenin, mrtvice, srde¢nich
zachvatt ... po podani vakeiny."

Zda se, ze jde o skutecnou studii, nikoli o vtip. Autor je absurdné
stinna postava, ktera prodava dopliky vyzivy na bazi konopi. (Kde
mohu ziskat nékteré z nich?) Ale ¢lanek byl publikovan v legitimnim,
recenzovaném lékarském casopise:
https://www.biomedicinej.com/biomedicine/vol12/iss3/1/

Je také k dispozici na Pubmed:
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36381188/
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Mozna je jen trolloval, nebo jsou mozna tak nestydati.

5. Zavéry

M1ij pohled na bezpecnost vakein se za posledni 3 roky ponékud
zmeénil:

V roce 2021 jsem si pomyslel: mRNA je novéa technologie. Jeho
dosavadni vysledky byly hrozné. Po 20 let se ho farmaceutické
spoleénosti pokousSely pouzivat proti rakoviné, ale vedlejsi iéinky
byly tak zavazné, ze FDA povazovala 1écbu mRNA za prilis
nebezpecnou na to, aby ji bylo mozné pouzit i u pacientii s rakovinou
v terminalnim stadiu. K dnesnimu dni ma Moderna (drive psano
ModeRNA, aby zdiraznila svou specializaci na mRNA) na trhu pouze
jeden produkt schvaleny FDA — ten, ktery prosel rychlosti ,Warp
Speed®. Cervené vlajky byly tak zfejmé, ze byste museli byt bl4zni,
abyste byli dobrovolné prvni v rade, aby dostali tuto vakcinu.
Rozhodla jsem se rok pockat a podivat se, co se stalo s morcaty, ktera
to vzala jako prvni.

V roce 2022 jsem si pomyslel: Stale neexistuje zadny jasny diikaz o
bezpeénosti vakein, ktery bych mohl Fict. Urady fikaji, Ze je to
bezpecné, ale nemiizete jim vérit. Prasaci rikaji, ze je to nebezpecné,
ale nemiizete jim vérit. (Nebo mozna muzete. Jak rad rika senator
Kennedy: "Budeme muset ziskat néjaké nové konspiracni teorie,
protoze vSechny ty staré se ukazaly byt pravdivé.") Takze porad
nevim, jestli vakcina je opravdu Spatna. Ale pro mé osobné, protoze
jsem jiz dostal Omicron, takze nyni mam prirozenou imunitu, ktera
je lepsi nez imunita z vakciny, je nyni nemozné vyhnout se vakciné.
V roce 2023 si myslim: Diikazy jsou mi konec¢né jasné. Vakcina neni
bezpeéna. Dobra vyzva, abyste to nebrali.

Neni to tak odlisné od toho, jak Scott Adams, komiks Dilbert,
popisuje svou zmeénu mySleni:

V roce 2021 Scott Adams Fekl: Cetl jsem vladni studie a bilance
diikazli naznacuje, Ze vakciny jsou bezpecné a i¢inné. Tak ja je
vezmu.
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V roce 2023 Scott Adams rekl: Mylil jsem se. Vakciny nejsou
bezpecéné ani ucinné. Ukazuje se, Ze jednoducha heuristika ,,vSechno,
co vlada rika, je lez, tak udélejte opak toho, co vam rikaji“, byla v
tomto pripadé spravna. Neni to vzdy spravné, ale ve skutec¢nosti
vlada hodné lze, takze nékdy muizete udélat dobra rozhodnuti jen
tim, ze udélate opak toho, co rikaji. U vakcin se pouziti té hloupé
protivladni heuristiky nakonec osvédcilo 1épe nez to, co jsem ud€lal
ja, coz bylo shromazdit data, zvazit dikazy a vypocitat Sance.

Tam v podstaté jsem, az na to, ze v roce 2021 jsem se jiz ridil
protivladni heuristiky.

M¢ zavery z vySe uvedeného vyzkumu jsou:

1. Vakciny jsou skodlivé. Je zrejmé, ze FDA by je mé€l odstranit z trhu,
jak by to normalné udélali s jakymkoliv produktem, ktery byl byt jen
zlomek tak nebezpeény. Lidé ve vladé a farmacii musi jit do vézeni za
smrt, kterou zptisobili.

2. To vSak neznamen4, ze kazdy ockovany jedinec byl tézce poskozen,
nebo dokonce poskozen viibec. U mladych lidi samotny Covid
nezplsobuje témér zadna zranéni ani imrti a vakeiny
pravdépodobné zpiisobi jen malo. U starsich lidi Covid nékdy vede k
zapalu plic a smrti, ale ve vétsiné pripadu je to jen velmi silné
nachlazeni. Vakeiny jsou pravdépodobné horsi — v nékterych
pripadech smrtelné, ale ve vétsiné pripadii ne. Vakciny jsou Spatné,
ale ne apokalyptické.

3. Samoziejmeé nemiizete primo porovnavat ziskani Covida s
ockovanim, protoze si mezi nimi nemuzete vybrat. Pokud vakciny
fungovaly perfektné a o¢kovani lidé nikdy nechytili Covid, pak byste
si mohli vybrat jednu a ne druhou, i kdyz i tak je byt neo¢kovany a
chytit Covid je pravdépodobné bezpecnéjsi nez nechat se o¢kovat a
predchazet Covidu. Ale takhle vakciny v realném Zivoté nefunguji.
Diky vakcinam je pravdépodobnéjsi, ze se nakazite Covidem, nikoli
méné pravdépodobné (predméet mého dalsiho ¢lanku). Takze volba,
pred kterou lidé ve skutecnosti stoji, je: a) zlistat neockovani a trpét
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Sanci chytit Covid, nebo b) nechat se oc¢kovat, pripadné byt poskozeni
vakcinou, a pak trpét vétsi sanci chytit Covid, coz miize ublizit i vam.
Rizika nejsou odd¢€litelna, jsou aditivni. Neni to tézka volba.

Ale nekupuji podivna tvrzeni lidi, kteri véri, ze vakcinu vytvorili
depopulacionisté, aby zabili kazdého, kdo ji vzal. Je ziejmé, zZe se
myli, protoze jejich tvrzeni sleduji stejnou trajektorii jako vSechna
nepravdiva tvrzeni: nejprve fekli, Ze vas vakciny okamzité zabiji, ale
to se nestalo; nyni rikaji, zZe vas vakciny zabiji za 5 nebo 10 let, ale
mizeme si byt docela jisti (na zakladé mych regresi amrtnosti v ¢asti
1 této zpravy), Ze se to také nestane; takze pak reknou, zZe vas vakciny
zabiji za 20 nebo 30 let. Ale roky maji Spatny zvyk plynout prilis
rychle a tyto extrémni predpovédi se nikdy nenaplni. To je zptisob,
jak faleSna tvrzeni umiraji: nakonec se predpovédi rozsiri tak daleko
do budoucnosti, Ze se stanou nefalSovatelnymi. Od krestanskych casii
konce ke katastrofé zmény klimatu, proroci predpovidali konec svéta
navzdy. Kdyz se jejich predpovédi nenaplni, nikdy nepriznaji, Ze se
mylili. Jen neustale méni nacasovani.

Depopulacionisticka teorie ma také dalsi problém: jak presné méel
plan zlocincti fungovat? V USA a ve velké ¢asti zapadniho svéta byla
vakcina prijiména vétsinou elitami/liberaly/demokraty a vétSinou ji
odmitli zavrzenihodni/konzervativci/republikani. Jaky byl tedy
presné hlavni plan zlych globalistli — zabit diavérivé, snadno
vydésené snehové vlocky a vydat Ameriku do rukou monstr6znich
naklad’aki, kteri ridi a drzi zbrané? To nevypada jako néco, co by
Klaus Schwab a Bill Gates chtéli d€lat.

Na zavér musim tici néco o bizarnim medialnim prostredi, ve kterém
se odehravala kontroverze vakein. Tiskova a televizni média udrzuji
100% blokadu jakychkoli informaci, které jsou v rozporu se
schvalenym popisem vakciny o ,bezpeéné a i¢inné“. Spole¢nosti
socialnich médii také prosadily 100% blokadu nesouhlasnych nazori,
pricemz kdokoli zpochybnil pribéh, byl okamzité zakazan.
Predpoklada se, ze 100% blokady nejsou na konkurenénim trhu
mozné, ale to se stalo, coz znamena, zZe americka média nejsou volny
trh, ale kontrolovany oligopol. Totalni vypadek zprav zatim skon¢il
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pouze u jedné spolecnosti, Twitteru, a to az poté, co jej Elon Musk
koupil, takZe mozn4 jde nyni o vypadek médii z 95 %. Samozrejmé
existuje spousta webii, jako je substack, které neovladaji korporatni
monstra jako Google a Facebook, takze si tam miize psat kdokoli, co
chce, ale firemni tisk a socialni média zlistavaji pro vétsinu lidi
zdaleka hlavnimi zdroji zprav. Presto se zda, zZe navzdory potlacovani
veskerého nesouhlasu verejnost nyni vi, ze vakeciny jsou nebezpecné.
Minuly rok se témér neustale objevovaly zpravy o zdravych mladych
sportovcich, ktefi padli mrtvi na h¥isté infarkt. Zadna ze zprav se
nikdy nezminovala o vakciné — jako by byla zakazana néjakym
Central News Bureau — ale nemuseli. To si vSichni mysleli, kdyz
vidéli tyto podivné udalosti. Myslim, Ze to neni jen moje predstava,
ze se toho loni stalo hodné. Jedna studie (
https://goodsciencing.com/covid/athletes-suffer-cardiac-arrest-die-

after-covid-shot/) zjistili, Ze na zaklad€ sportovnich zprav se vyskyt

umrti profesionalnich sportovet pri hrani zvysil v letech 2021 a 2022

za poslednich 40 let 19krat. Nemohu rucit za to, zda je tato statistika

pravdiva, ale jde mi o to, zZe toto vnimani se rozsirilo i pres totalni

medialni osvétu. Jediny diivod, proc¢ sportovni média neskryvaji

sportovce kolabujici na hristi uprostred hry, je ten, Ze nemohou, kdyz

lidé sleduji sport zivé.

A neni to moje predstava, ze lidé spojuji tecky navzdory neutuchajici

cenzure. Jedna anketa (

https://www.rasmussenreports.com/public content/politics/public
surveys/died suddenly more than 1 in 4 think someone they

know died from covid 19 vaccines) zjistili, Ze 28 % Americanti
rik4, ze znaji nékoho, kdo zemrel na vakcinu Covid. To je témér

stejné vysoky jako pocet lidi, kteri znaji nékoho, kdo zemrel na
samotny Covid. Znovu opakuji, nefikdm, Ze maji pravdu, ale myslim
si, Ze tomu nyni mnoho lidi véri. Slovo se dostalo i pres veskerou
snahu vSech médii a internetovych vratnych. Jen nevim, jak to
presné vyslo. Neni to tak, Ze by mnoho lidi ¢etlo anti-vaxxery na

46/109


https://goodsciencing.com/covid/athletes-suffer-cardiac-arrest-die-after-covid-shot/
https://www.rasmussenreports.com/public_content/politics/public_surveys/died_suddenly_more_than_1_in_4_think_someone_they_know_died_from_covid_19_vaccines

substacku. Predpokladam, Ze pokud mate zdravé pratele, kteri nahle
a nevysveétlitelné zemrou hned po ockovani, ,nepotrebujete
meteorologa, abyste védeli, odkud vitr fouka®.

Eugene Kusmiak byl dité z ¢ervené plenky a absolvent Harvardu.
Po témer dvou desetiletich straveniych vijuvojem videoher v Silicon
Valley, Gene posunul pobrezi a profese. V roce 2022 odesel z 20leté
kariéry portfoliového manazera v kvantitativnim hedge fondu na
Manhattanu. Prezil obklopenti liberaly a progresivisty v
Massachusetts, Kalifornii a New Yorku a nyni si uziva zivot ve
venkovském rudém state Ohio. Toto jsou jeho pruni élanky pro The
Unz Review.

< Jak i¢inné jsou vakciny proti Covidu?

Prihlaste se k odbéru novych sloupcii

« Kategorie: Ideologie , Véda « Stitky: Anti- Q, SRSS ExD
Vaxx , Coronavirus , Vakciny

< Jak iéinné jsou vakciny proti Covidu?

Skryt 77 komentart Zanechat komentar
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Oriznout komentare?
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1. Notsofastrika:
8. dubna 2023_ve 21:36 GMT e pred 1,7 dnem « 100 slov 1
sputnik je vakcina bez mrna? Bylo mi feéeno, Ze je to analog

zapadnich ,vakecin“ zalozenych na mrna, neni tomu tak? ne ze
bych se ponoril do hloubky, ale vSe, co jsem vidél, tomu
nasvedcéovalo, kdokoli jiny by trolloval, prosim, informujte mé.

in my assumption that it is an analog (j&j), i felt the russians
were played and offered the same “cure” as the west was giving
their own populous, if they were to go along, with the covid
bullshit and fear mongering.

imho, this was the straw that broke the camel’s back, the
russians and chinese have finally had enough of these types of
games, the dieing hegemon has finally gone too far.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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2. Thanks for that. Please keep us updated!

From what I can tell, the conventional vaccines, Chinese and
others, had the same, low rate of adverse side-effects as
conventional vaccines tend to do, while being as effective in

preventing deaths and severe illness.

BioNTech’s mRNA vaccine

The need for three doses for similar protection has large implications for China

Apr19th 2022

Third time’s the charm
Covid-19, estimated vaccine effectiveness against severe or fatal disease, by dosage and ag
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Source: “Vaccine effectjveness of two and three doses of BNT162b2 and CoronaVac against
covid-19 in Hong Kong", by M. E. McMenamin et al., 2022 (preprint)
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. Dutch Boy says:

April 8, 2023 at 10:51 pm GMT - 1.6 days ago » 200 Words 1
What does Mr. Kusmiak think of the reports from the life
insurance industry of an unprecedented number of deaths

among working age adults and similar reports from morticians
about a surge in funerals? One thing is certain: the Covid
disaster shows the power of Big Pharma is at a previously
unknown level. Any vaccine this dangerous (based on the
VAERS reports alone) would have been yanked from the market
in the not-too-distant past. Mr. Kusmiak is no doubt correct that
this virus was not intended as a depopulation mechanism but
have no fear, there is always the next man-made virus in store. It
is reported that an avian flu virus is making its way through
some mammalian species and that Pharma is cooking up a new
avian flu vaccine in anticipation of its breakthrough into
humans. It is may be deadly enough (maybe 1918 deadly) to
make Covid look like the sniffles.

« Replies: @Dieter Kief
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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4. Backwoods Bob says:
April 9, 2023 at 3:25 am GMT . 1.4 days ago « 100 Words 1
Great data, thank you.

Ron Unz produced compelling evidence this was a biological
weapons deployment with blowback.

It makes sense to me that the culprit would freak out, and react
with the objective of controlling the narrative rather than
anything else.

So whether effective/dangerous or not, the mRNA and idiotic
lockdowns/masks were necessary for a narrative of the
government as the rescuer when the truth is they were the
culprit.

The problem is the future. There has been no accountability for
either the illegal research, the illegal deployment, or the
murderous response.

So it is going to get worse.

- Agree: Rich, 1d

« Replies: @Eugene Kusmiak

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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5. jimbojones says: « Website
April 9, 2023 at 7:05.am GMT « 1.3 days ago « 300 Words 1.

| My conclusions from the research above are: 1. The vaccines are harmful.

Amen.

2. However, this doesn’t mean that every vaccinated individual was severely harmed,
or even harmed at all.

It’s a matter of numbers, isn’t it. 6 million dead worldwide would
be as bad as a certain event 3 generations ago. 300k in the US
would be as bad as WW2. How many dead are we dealing with?
Would you be willing to provide an estimate and then debate Ed
Dowd on the issue?

But I do not buy the strange claims made by people who believe the vaccine was
created by depopulationists to kill everybody who took it.

Fine. But would you admit that many of the most influential
people on the planet over the last 100 years, including the
Rockefellers, Bill Gates and Ted Turner believe Earth suffers
from overpopulation and needs depopulation? They have said so
openly.
https://www.forbes.com/sites/matthewherper/2011/11/02/the-
second-coming-of-bill-gates/

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2009/may/31/new-york-
billionaire-philanthropists

The Rockefellers and Gates are heavily into vaccines. So we have
the “vaccines” you admit are harmful... Pushed by people who

want to depopulate... What are we supposed to conclude here?
Death rates are up, fertility rates are down, what more do you
want for depopulation?

And anyway, even if it is all a big mistake, and not a sinister
conspiracy... Either way ALL people involved in this thing are
toast and need to be removed from positions of responsibility
(including low-level teaching positions) FOREVER. There must
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be accountability. They raised the stakes, locked us up, masked
us, bankrupted us, fired us, jabbed us — to Hell with them.
Blacklist them and dispossess them for good.

« Agree: Sulu, P. Cleburne

« Replies: @Eugene Kusmiak, @Sulu
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread

. acementhead says:
Excellent analysis.

Is there a typo in the quote below?

The AstraZeneca vaccine, which does not use mRNA, increased myocarditis
hospitalizations and deaths, but only insignificantly. But both mRNA vaccines

increased myocarditis significantly.

I can’t make it make sense except by changing the second
“myocarditis”, perhaps to ‘pericarditis’.

- Replies: @Alrenous, @Eugene Kusmiak
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread

. David B says:

Mr. Unz: Would you comment? Are these just more ravings from

a nutty “anti-vaxxer”?

e Agree: Simon D
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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8. Alrenous says: « Website
April 9, 2023 at 1:09 pm GMT . 1.0 days ago « 100 Words 1
The burden of proof is not on anyone claiming the vaccines are
worthless. The burden is on anyone claiming they are safe. They
barely even try to carry this burden; it’s clear even they don’t

think the vaccines are safe.

Pfizer is not your friend. If it produces any helpful product, it is
only by accident or after the application of tremendous force. A
place like China, which prosecutes corruption and crime rather
than encouraging it, looks at the [executives] of a place like
Pfizer and sees, [to be executed]. In China, Pfizer would have
had to shut down solely due to excess mortality in the
management population.

« Agree: MarkU
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter

9. Alrenous says: « Website
@acementhead
Look, the point is it fucks up your heart.

Number needed to treat: 10,000 or more.
Number needed to harm: maybe 200 or so.

Pfizer takes this solemn oath: first, do some harm.

They were completely aware that ‘gain-of-function’ was basically
a malicious thing to do. Excessively risky at best: they had to do
it in China because it was already illegal even in pro-crime
America. Now it’s ‘directed evolution’ which is, for legal
purposes, totally distinct.

» Replies: @acementhead
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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10. Lady Strange says:
April 9, 2023_at 1:53_pm GMT . 23.5 hours ago » 100 Words 1
As I said in the other article, I have not been vaccinated or tested

However, here is my testimony for my neighborhood.
My building of about 60 people :

After the covid vaccination: ( several shots because mostly
sheeps )

(strong probability that it is the vaccines considering the timing)
2 deaths, one embolism, 1 cardiac arrest

Plus :

One Heart inflammation

Plus
A stroke

Plus
A very aggressive cancer

In my street, a small street, about 15 individual homes, 3
simultaneous sales : idem, maybe not deaths or the vaccines, but
never seen that in my all life

Plus
My florist just died from embolism, only 49

« Replies: @Eugene Kusmiak, @TKK
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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11. Eugene Kusmiak says:
April 9, 2023 at 4:47 pm GMT « 20.6 hours ago « 100 Words 1
@Notsofast
Just based on the Wikipedia article about Sputnik, I believe the
Russian vaccine is non-mRNA. However, that doesn’t mean it’s a

non-Spike-protein vaccine. The Pfizer and Moderna vaccines
contain mRNA to make your own body produce the Spike
protein. Sputnik is a viral vector vaccine that delivers Spike
protein DNA into your cells using an adenovirus. There are a few
non-mRNA and non-Spike-protein vaccines, like China’s
CoronaVac, which are the very old-fashioned kind of vaccine
which contains dead Coronavirus fragments. That’s the oldest
type of vaccine and may be the safest.

« Replies: @Anonoo1
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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12. Eugene Kusmiak says:
April 9, 2023 at 4:57 pm GMT « 20.4 hours ago » 100 Words 1
@acementhead
It’s not a typo. I guess it just wasn’t written clearly enough. What
I meant was:

The AstraZeneca vaccine is not mRNA, it did increase cases of
myocarditis, but the increase was small and judged to be
statistically insignificant.

The Pfizer and Moderna vaccines are mRNA, they increased
cases of myocarditis, and the increases were large enough to be
judged statistically significant.

So, all 3 vaccines increased the occurrence of myocarditis, but
the increase from AstraZeneca was so small this might just have
happened by chance, while the increase from Pfizer and
Moderna were so large they could not just be random chance.

- Disagree: MarkU

- Replies: @MarkU

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread

13. Eugene Kusmiak says:
@Lady Strange
There are a lot of stories like this. After you hear enough of them,
you have to believe they're true.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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14. Eugene Kusmiak says:
@Backwoods Bob
This is the bigger problem. There’s no accountability for
anything these days, including war crimes, so of course they
won’t stop, they’ll just do something even worse next time.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread

15. MarkU says:
@Notsofast
You were right, Sputnik is similar to the AstraZeneca and J&J, it
uses a virus as a vector to insert the mRNA instead of using the
lipid nanoparticle to do the same job.

» Replies: @Notsofast
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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16. MarkU says:
April 9, 2023 at 8:53. pm GMT . 16.5 hours ago « 100 Words 1
It really didn’t take very much brainpower to understand that we
were being manipulated.

How could anyone honestly declare that the ‘vaccines’ were safe
before any long term studies had been done? it was a blatantly
dishonest claim. At the most they might plausibly have claimed
“the ‘vaccines’ are safe as far as we know” or “we believe the
‘vaccines’ are safe”.

Any time a person makes a confident assertion about something
that no-one could possibly be in a position to know, a big red flag
should pop up in your mind telling you that you are being lied to,
its as simple as that.

In defence of the ‘vaccines’, although their efficacy against
Covid-19 was disappointing, there is mounting evidence that
they provide significant protection against the risk of dying of
old age.

- Agree: Notsofast

« LOL: Lady Strange, Sulu

« Replies: @Sulu

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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17. MarkU says:
April 9, 2023 at 9:14 pm GMT e« 16.1 hours ago » 200 Words 1
@Eugene Kusmiak
All of the viral vector ‘vaccines’ and the lipid nanoparticle
‘vaccines’ work the same way, they instruct the affected cells to
manufacture the Covid-19 spike protein.

The reason that the viral vector ‘vaccines’ were plausibly safer is
that the injected material was more likely to be confined to the
injection site. Viruses, although tiny, are larger than the lipid
nanoparticles and do not readily pass the vascular endothelium
and get into the bloodstream. Aspiration of the syringe is
normally recommended to reduce the risk of injecting the
material directly into a blood vessel. The viral vectors should
also be incapable of passing the blood-brain barrier and turning
areas of the brain into spike protein manufacturing centres, so
even if the injected material does get into the bloodstream, the
brain (and certain other parts of the body) should be spared the
worst. The lipid nanoparticle based ‘vaccines’ can affect the
whole body and have been shown to persist for at least 28 days.

« Thanks: Notsofast
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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18.

Qhe Tar says:

April 9, 2023 at 9:14 pm GMT . 16.1 hours ago » 100 Words 1
Perhaps the deeper issue one should focus on is WHY did it
come to this terrible point in time, how did we end up here at
this most fraudulent criminal state of affairs?

Because the recognition of the underlying cause(s) would be
instructive in terms of HOW we should tackle it to potentially
manifest real change.

A coherent theory of how we got to this dismal point has been
proposed, see “The 2 Married Pink Elephants In The Historical
Room —The Holocaustal Covid-19 Coronavirus Madness: A
Sociological Perspective & Historical Assessment Of The Covid
“Phenomenon” at https://www.rolf-hefti.com/covid-19-
coronavirus.html

If you're in the US and your employer mandates the toxic/lethal
COVID jabs, register to receive a free “Medical Exemption
Certificate” at https://drgastonmedicalexemption.com or

https://lc.org/exempt

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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19.

20.

Notsofast says:

April 9, 2023 at 9:18 pm GMT . 16.1 hours ago « 100 Words 1.
@Godfree Roberts

the fact china, developed a safe traditional vaccine in the same
amount of time as the west “developed” their mrna

frankenshots, is of great importance. we were told there was no
time for a traditional vaccine, as it would take years, thus
justifying the emergency use of experimental technologies. to me
this indicates that the chinese, knew that covid was a bioweapon
and no longer trusted the west, perhaps they did it to prove the
western governments were lying to their own people. the fact
that the chinese vaccine is never discussed in western media
bears witness to this.

« Agree: JR Foley, TheTrumanShow
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread

acementhead says:

April 9, 2023 at 9:19 pm GMT e« 16.1 hours ago » 100 Words 1
Ah, thanks, I can understand that. I was trying to be helpful, not
picky, as I think that Alrenous thinks.

I think that your article is really excellent, and apart from the
rhetorical device(irony) used two or three times for humorous
effect, is probably publishable.

A lot of work well done. Thanks again.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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21. Eugene Kusmiak says:
April 9, 2023 at 9:35 pm GMT e« 15.8 hours ago « 400 Words 1
@jimbojones
Ed Dowd’s life insurance statistics are interesting, but I have no
way to evaluate them. I did try to find excess mortality data for

different age groups to see if there was any evidence that the
vaccines were killing working age people especially. Our World
in Data does have a data file of death rates by age, but it only
covers a few countries so I couldn’t find any pattern in it.

As far as Bill Gates goes, I don’t know what he’s doing. I know
what he says he’s doing and it’s perfectly reasonable. He says
that people in the world’s poorest countries, meaning Africa,
suffer so much child mortality that parents choose to have huge
families since they can never be sure how many of their children
will survive. He’s concerned about overpopulation — it’s a liberal
boomer thing, they were all scared of overpopulation when it
was faddish 50 years ago, and some of them still are — so he
wants to save children’s lives in Africa so that when they grow up
they will want 2 children per family, like in the West, not 10
children per family like now. He says that preventing childhood
diseases is the most effective, and the most humane, way to
encourage Africans to have smaller families. And he’s not wrong
about any of that.

But then he goes around saying “I want to vaccinate every child
in Africa to reduce their population” and people go crazy hearing
that. I don’t know why he says those things. But he’s not stupid. I
suspect he knows exactly how people react to those statements.
Maybe in our polarized world, one way to improve your social
status with the in-group is to get the out-group to hate you. In
the case of billionaires like Bill Gates, his in-group is fellow
globalists, and his out-group is
conservatives/Republicans/Christians. So the more he can get
normal people to denounce him, the higher his status rises
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22.

23.

among his peers. That’s my theory about why he keeps bragging
that his vaccines are reducing population growth. I think he
figures: the madder you get, the better off he is.

« Replies: @Dutch Boy, @The Real World, @Ron Unz
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread

Subscribe to New Columns

Notsofast says:

April 9, 2023 at 9:38 pm GMT . 15.7 hours ago » 100 Words 1
@MarkU

thanks mark, i don’t really have have a strong background in this
field, and i’'m trying to understand from a lay perspective, the

differences in these technologies. if my memory serves me they
had concerns over the j&j and blood clots and just last month the
fda updated it’s fact sheet to include myocarditis and pericarditis
warnings. i'm wondering about the sputnik vaccine and if the
russians are experiencing similar instances of deadly side effects.

- Replies: @MarkU, @antitermite
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread

Dutch Boy says:
April 9, 2023 at 10:39 pm GMT - 14.7 hours ago 1
@Eugene Kusmiak

Perhaps he is just a misanthrope who can’t keep his misanthropy
a secret.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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24. MarkU says:

@Notsofast
On reflection, I was speaking perhaps a little too loosely. To be
more exact (and this is from the wikipedia page)

Following vaccination, the adenovirus vector enters the cells and releases its genes, in
the form of DNA, which are transported to the cell nucleus; thereafter, the cell’s
machinery does the transcription from DNA into mRNA and the translation into spike

protein.

There is an extra stage involved and in the strictest sense one
could argue that the adenovirus isn’t directly carrying the mRNA
into the cells. However the end result is the same, we still end up
with the same mRNA, coding for the same spike proteins, just by
a slightly more circuitous route.

I think the author has created a false dichotomy between the
viral vector ‘vaccines’ and the lipid nanoparticle ‘vaccines’.
Regardless of the delivery method the essential modus operandi
is the same, they instruct the affected cells to mass produce the
Covid-19 spike protein using the same mRNA instructions. The
genuinely important difference is the size of the delivery vehicle,
the viral vector ‘vaccines’ are less liable to permeate the entire

body.

« Thanks: GMC
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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25. acementhead says:
April 9, 2023 at 11:41 pm GMT . 13.7 hours ago » 100 Words 1
@Alrenous
Um, I'm on your side. I've been calling covid a ‘crime against
humanity” since early 2020.

| Pfizer takes this solemn oath: first, do some harm.

I must disagree with you on that. Pfizer’s creed is ‘First do lots of
harm.’.

I have absolutely solid ‘anti-vax’ loon credentials. I've been
ranting against the governmental lunacy and criminality since
early 2020.

https://www.unz.com/?

s=covid&Action=Search&ptype=all&commentsearch=only&com

menter=acementhead&paged=5

« Replies: @Alrenous, @acementhead, @Dutch Boy
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread

26. Alrenous says: « Website
April 10, 2023 at 12:03.am GMT e« 13.3_hours ago 1
@acementhead
My apologies, I didn’t mean to imply otherwise.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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27. Anonymous[112] « Disclaimer says:

28.

April 10, 2023 at 12:07 am GMT . 13.3 hours ago » 100 Words 1
Remember when CIA shot Jack Kennedy, and everybody knew
it, and they wrote memo 1035-960 to cover their ass? Good
times.

Well so now CIA develops a banned biological weapon and uses
it on China and Iran in a sneak attack in breach of the 1929
Geneva Convention and the BWTC and the Biological Weapons
Act (federal felony, penalty any term of years.) And right off the
bat the whole world calls the crime publicly, since the BWTC
treaty parties were watching CIA cook this up. And the whole
world produces the documentary paper trail showing banned
biological weapons development.

So what we have here is the 1045-960 of this CIA crime: the
“here is how you CYA.” Each lie to negate each incriminating
fact, whipped up in real time by CIA and its cutouts.

https://merylnass.substack.com/p/the-unredacted-fauci-farrar-
emails

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter

acementhead says:

April 10, 2023 at 12:17 am GMT . 13.1 hours ago 1
@acementhead

OK thanks. Sorry for misunderstanding.

« Replies: @Alrenous
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread

67/109


https://www.unz.com/masthead/#comments-policy
https://merylnass.substack.com/p/the-unredacted-fauci-farrar-emails
https://www.unz.com/comments/all/?commenterfilter=acementhead

29. Alrenous says: « Website
April 10, 2023 at 12:49 am GMT .« 12.6 hours ago » 500 Words 1
Speaking of unwarranted trust, the FDA should be assumed to
be bribed — and probably a small number, as per American
norms — until at least two investigators have proved they

weren’t.

Easy question: why did Pfizer ask for liability to be waived?
Answer: they knew that they needed it. You don’t get to take the
fifth on this kind of question. That they asked for the waiver is
how you know you should have quit your job if necessary to
avoid the vax.

Pfizer also knew that coronavirus vaccines don’t work, because
it’s common knowledge in the field. This is partly why they tried
novel, untested technology. Coronavirus is not new, only this
particular strain. If there were vaccines, they would already be
available.

However, it wasn’t cowardice or conformity. It was religious
ecstasy. If you die from being vaxxed, that just goes to show how
very loyal you are to the crypto-Pope. They genuinely value that
more than their lives or the lives of their children.

Counting deaths from all-causes has none of those problems. Governments can’t do
much right, but they can generally count dead bodies.

I'm not nearly as sanguine about this.

What evidence do you have that governments can reliably count
dead bodies?

Especially when ncov policies provide a financial incentives to
invent corpses?

I also tried putting the stringency index for 2020 in the regression. It also entered
negatively, although insignificantly. I can’t explain why.
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Generally speaking lockdown policies are not associated with
lockdown behaviour. I particularly remember early in the
journalism!pandemic the streets were empty. This was before
masking, even. Lockdowns per se would have no effect since
everyone was already staying home.

Likewise I rather expect masks made folk ignore lockdown
restrictions when they could. Risk homeostasis.

Lockdowns Kkill primarily through stress. Additional heart
attacks most obviously, but also general redistribution of bodily
resources away from health and maintenance and towards
warfare.

The problem is that lockdowns only cause significant stress if
you lose your job. Otherwise the main stressor would be all the
panicky journalists, which are also not well-correlated with
policy stringency.

On the plus side, although vaccines were pointlessly killing and
maiming children, the lockdowns saved many lives in the 5-18
bracket by protecting them from school. If you have an age
breakdown, you can see that’s the only age bracket that has
lower-than-normal mortality for 2020-2022. It was nearly a 10%
mortality advantage.

Worldwide, school kills about 30,000 children a year via suicide
alone.

Of course, 18 to 39-year-old men don’t typically die from heart disease, so the actual
numbers were all small.

Likely everyone saw the same absolute increase, but this only
showed up against the background when the background was
quiet.

- Replies: @Dutch Boy
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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31.

32,

Alrenous says: « Website

April 10, 2023 at 12:50 am GMT e« 12.5 hours ago 1
@acementhead

Reviewing what I wrote, you didn’t misunderstand at all.
Instead, I misspoke. Autism; it’s a disorder.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread

Dutch Boy says:

April 10, 2023 at 1:42 am GMT . 11.7 hours ago 1
@acementhead

I've got you beat: I have been ranting against vaccines since the

1990sS.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread

Dutch Boy says:

April 10, 2023 at 1:44.am GMT . 11.6 hours ago 1
@Alrenous

There was also a notable decline in infant mortality (parents
were missing the “well baby” visits (i.e., vaccination
appointments).

« Thanks: Alrenous

- Replies: @Alrenous

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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33. Alrenous says: « Website
April 10, 2023 at 2:13 am GMT . 11.2 hours ago 1
@Dutch Boy
They first told you Semmelweis was a crazy villain, now they say
he’s a hero...but doctors still don’t wash their hands.

| only a tiny minority of doctors do things they’re not paid for

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread

34. Deadbeat says:
April 10, 2023 at 4:25 am GMT « 9.0 hours ago 1
I don’t know if you saw this analysis about the Florida study ...

Back to the
Science

Watch Video At: https://youtu.be/gKiSGrnmQng

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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35. SolarTermination says:
April 10, 2023 at 4:31 am GMT . 8.9 hours ago « 200 Words 1
Not safe: Regarding that warp speed COVID vaccine...

Rushed, guaranteed to succeed, corruptly tested, experimental
injection? v/

That killed and maimed well-over a thousand people during the
severely abbreviated trial phase? v/

And also caused 23 spontaneous abortions and 75 serious
clinical events from 270 expectant mothers during said trial? v/

Using a highly dangerous mRNA tech that in the past killed
every mouse with ADE? v/

A tech previously untested on humans, the emergency usage of
which upended over a century of vaccine safety and efficacy
research? v/

For a virus far less deadly than the lockdowns themselves? v/

Also less deadly than the flu — which conveniently went AWOL
when COVID hit the scene? v/

For a (cold) virus they’ve been unable to cure after over a century
of trying? v/

But somehow all of a sudden, the criminal pharmaceutical
companies — notorious for rampant felonious trial fraud —
figured it out in less than a year? v/

And then went on to manufacture billions of quality assured,
safe and effective doses at record speed which were then lawfully
distributed by the US military? v/

People actually bought into this on a grand scale, and voluntarily
injected this poison? v/
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Expanded version with embedded references here:
https://tritorch.com/doormat

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter

. TKK says:

April 10, 2023 at 4:34.am GMT - 8.8 hours ago » 100 Words 1
@Lady Strange
Anecdotal but:

After Vaccines:
Mother — AFib — no previous heart problems
Aunt- 80% hearing loss — no previous hearing loss

Good Buddy - Blood Clot in Leg — strong as a bull, fasted,
exercised and never ate sugar unless in fruit

Work Acquaintance’s Son — Heart Attack at 32 — no previous
cardiac events and has a BMI of 23, mountain bike nut.

I am so relieved I held on strong and never received any of it.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
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37. The Real World says:
April 10, 2023 at 4:37 am GMT . 8.8 hours ago » 200 Words 1
@Eugene Kusmiak

But then he goes around saying “I want to vaccinate every child in Africa to reduce
their population” and people go crazy hearing that. I don’t know why he says those
things.

I can tell you why and it’s not a defense just an explanation.

Previously, anyhow, the thinking of the Gates Foundation and
others is that if more children in places like Africa survived then,
parents would have fewer of them. It has been common for many
Africans to have excess children because most parents would
lose at least one or two of them in childhood to disease or injury.

Not a crazy concept, really. When you consider that 100 — 200+
years ago in America, farmers would often have excess kids
because they needed help on the farm. Notice in the latter 20th
and 21st centuries, with much farming now automated, the
family size has shrunk.

Not sure about this part but, I vaguely recall reading that it
didn’t turn out like Gates thought it would. Even though more
African kids were surviving, the birth rate didn’t decrease.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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38. Ron Unz says:
April 10, 2023 at 4:40 am GMT « 8.7 hours ago » 300 Words 1
@Eugene Kusmiak

As far as Bill Gates goes, I don’t know what he’s doing. I know what he says he’s
doing and it’s perfectly reasonable...In the case of billionaires like Bill Gates, his in-
group is fellow globalists, and his out-group is conservatives/Republicans/Christians.

That’s not too different from the speculation I provided in my
review of the RFK Jr. book. I thought Gates probably just hired
lots of PR people to improve his reputation with the MSM and
his social circles, and he mostly just says what they tell him to
say.

Some of his theories about vaccination efforts over the last couple of decades do seem
rather implausible to me. He regards Microsoft founder Bill Gates as a nefarious
mastermind behind the global vaccination project, though Gates’ suggested motive is
the multiplication of his wealth and power rather than a diabolical plot to exterminate
most of the human race, with the latter allegation being widespread among the more
excitable anti-vaxxers. But despite reading Kennedy’s account with an open mind, I
saw nothing to seriously challenge my own much more mundane explanation. After
having been vilified in the 1990s as a monopolist who had become the wealthiest man
in the world by selling mediocre, buggy software, Gates may have simply sought to
redeem his reputation by funding completely innocuous do-good projects, and he
selected public health and vaccines as obvious choices, never dreaming that two

decades later these efforts would have become so exceptionally controversial.

https://www.unz.com/runz/american-pravda-vaxxing-anthony-
fauci-and-aids/

» Replies: @Greta Handel
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39. IronForge says:
April 10, 2023 at 4:46 am GMT « 8.6 hours ago « 200 Words 1
Nice Data Collection and impressive Presentation; but I'd rather
have Subject Matter Experts to comment more on the “Hows
and Whys” that gave us these (underreported) Stats.

Did I mention “underreported”? Yes I have. IIRC, Biostatistics
PhD Rose spoke volumes on these Stats.

We know these CoVID Vaxx Schemes are Cluster-Failures . No
Offense, Author and Mister Unz; but looks like you should have
Professionals with Actual Working Experience+Knowledge of
Medical/Biological /Genetic/Immunological/Biostatistics to give
us Qualified Assessments of what’s really going on and of
possible future consequences.

May I suggest:
*Evolutionary Biology PhD Bret Weinstein(Darkhorse Vids),
*MD, MPH Peter McCullough(CoVID Policy Dissenter),

*MD Robert Malone(Inventor of mRNA Tech and CoVID Policy
Dissenter),

*Biostatistics PhD Jessica Rose(Combed through VAERS, €U,
and other Nation-State CoVID BioStats for Months), or

*Neurotoxicology PhD Chris Martenson (covering this from a
Pathologist/Toxicologist perspective on his ‘Peak Prosperity’
Vids)...

On this subject matter? IIRC, Mister Unz’ Site Article Collection
appear to be lighter on the
Biochemistry/Medical/Pharmaceutical/Genetic aspects of the
SARS-CoV2/Vaxx Quagmire.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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40. Zachary Smith says:
April 10, 2023 at 5:24_ am GMT « 8.0 hours ago « 200 Words 1

The problem is, very few doctors actually do this — they are not paid to do it and only
a tiny minority of doctors do things they’re not paid for — so the data is known to be
extremely incomplete. VAERS is not meant to be a full record of all the vaccine side
effects that ever occurred. It is simply meant to be a sampling of potential problems.

VS

VAERS is actually a great system if the FDA would only use it. Before Covid, they
did use it. For instance, these are the adverse events in VAERS reported for
RotaShield, a vaccine for rotavirus:

You can’t have it both ways. Encouraging full and honest
participation in the VAERS wasn’t something The Authorities or
Big Pharma wanted to do, so I tend to go with the Author’s first
observation. Anyway, I've read about the extreme difficulty in
reporting adverse reactions to VAERS.

This essay wasn’t nearly as bad as some Covid pieces I've seen
here, but it still had a few issues.

What worries me is that when some decent vaccines finally do
arrive, the anti-vaxxer propagandists like the horrible RFK jr.
will have poisoned public opinion to the point they’ll be widely
rejected.

A new approach to a Covid-19 nasal vaccine shows early
promise

https://www.cnn.com/2023/04/03/health /nasal-vaccine-
sterilizing-immunity/index.html

Notice the “sterilizing-immunity” term in the link. There is still
hope....

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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41. antitermite says:
April 10, 2023 at 5:44.am GMT e« 7.6 hours ago » 100 Words 1
@Notsofast
a neat but simplistic explanation in non-medicalese:
(this is from a couple years back, so I don’t have the link)

— DNA is the blueprints for your body

— fiddling with the RNA is like changing the building
contractors, though reading from the same blueprints

— messing with the mRNA is like changing the project manager
(as well as switching to his own building team)

& thanks to MarkU for the detailed info

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread

78/109


https://www.unz.com/comments/all/?commenterfilter=antitermite

42. Anonoo1 says:
April 10, 2023 at 5:50 am GMT e 7.5 hours ago « 100 Words 1
@Eugene Kusmiak
Based on [1]-[4], Sputnik V seems to be just rebranded
AstraZeneca and then some. In other words, Russians were used

as test subjects by Putin’s Western “partners”. Plus Putin is
pushing all the globalist agenda, with very few exceptions,
including digital Ruble, digital IDs, QR, immunization of course,
etc.

[1] Putin, Sputnik V & mass vaccination — Edward Slavsquat

https://edwardslavsquat.substack.com/p/putin-sputnik-v-and-

mass-vaccination

[2] Sputnik V: What you’re not being told — Edward Slavsquat
https://edwardslavsquat.substack.com/p/sputnik-v-what-
youre-not-being-told

[ 31 Russia pushes for AstraZeneca/Sputnik V cocktail
https://edwardslavsquat.substack.com/p/russia-pushes-for-
astrazenecasputnik

[4] To Protect the Health of Millions of People — Russia’s
COVID Shot Collusion with AstraZeneca

https://geopoliticsandempire.com/2022/04/13/russias-covid-

collusion-with-astrazeneca/

Regards, Anonoo1 — Comments Archive @ The Unz Review
https://www.unz.com/comments/all/?
commenterfilter=Anonoo1

« Replies: @Republic
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43. g wiltek says:
April 10, 2023 at 5:56 am GMT . 7.4 hours ago 1
The case is really simple.
If you trust your body, don’t. If you trust your government, do.

If you still trust your government, you really deserve what you
get.

- Agree: Alrenous
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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44. kak says:
April 10, 2023 at 6:08 am GMT e« 7.2 hours ago » 300 Words 1
In the year 2025, a cosmic radiation event will hit earth bringing
forth the golden age that we humans lost long ago.

This radiation event will instantly kill all humans that were
vaccinated by the COVID vaccine. The COVID vaccine essentially
turns humans into chimeras thanks to the MRNA pollution that
changes your biology on the microscopic levels.

Those of us that are unvaccinated will transform into beings of
light. By that I mean we will have literal super powers. We won’t
age as our skin cells won’t die off and be replaced as easily. We’ll
each live for thousands of years. Our bones and muscles and
tendons will gain super density meaning that we can’t be killed
easily either. We won’t have any diseases, our blood will change
and this blood will be our ambrosia, ie we can’t get sick. We will
have super vision on the same level as eagles or hawks. We also
won’t need to eat much food to survive. Our caloric needs will
plummet thanks to our ambrosia.

This is why the elites wanted us vaccinated. 70% of the world is
vaxxed. The elites are running out of time now since so many of
us are still unvaxxed. Currently they’re trying to find a method of
getting the MRNA in our food and having it successfully be
absorbed through our stomach lining and intestines and into our
blood. If this fails they are going to release the actual
bioweapons but they still need to invent vaccines for themselves
so they won’t die from the super viruses that they release. 2025
is but 19 months away. The event will happen sometime in the
first half of 2025. It will be biblical. The actual rapture. The elites
are going to lose when most of us become Uberman and they will
be outnumbered. I forgot to mention that this event is also a
spiritual awakening, we will immediately know who the devils
are, ie those that plot against us as a whole. It’s coming my
friends. Spread the word.
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45.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter

Dumbo says:

April 10, 2023 at 6:10 am GMT . 7.2 hours ago » 100 Words 1
The main point is that they are useless. Think about it. Millions
of people were forced (well, induced through pain of job loss and

social exclusion) to inject themselves with a useless and
potentially harmful product, so that Pfizer and Moderna could
make money.

However, from my point of view, they were just a lab test for the
new mRNA technology, which they are planning to use for all
kinds of nefarious means. The Covid jab was just the beginning.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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46. Sulu says:
April 10, 2023 at 6:40 am GMT « 6.7 hours ago » 100 Words 1
@jimbojones

| to Hell with them. Blacklist them and dispossess them for good.

They need much worse than that. But I don’t see it happening
when they control the media, the courts and the ballot box. We
need a well respected General with balls the size of church bells
to set the military on these people. But again, I just don’t see it
happening. All the generals are bought and paid for by the Jews.

Since those in power saw how easy it was to manipulate people
into taking poison and allowing their freedom to be taken from
them you can bet the next “scamdemic” is going to be something
special. I kind of suspect they are going to release something
next that has a significantly higher mortality rate. Eventually we
are going to have a bug that is race specific. Want to guess which
race is going to be targeted? It wont be the Jigs or Asians. Nope,
just by coincidence it’s going to target White people. Wait and
see.

Sulu
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47. ghost of g.mensch says:
April 10, 2023 at 6:50 am GMT . 6.5 hours ago « 100 Words 1
The case of Western Australia’s aggresive experimental covid
policy consisting of brutal lockdowns, quarantines, severe travel
restrictions in or out of country, and draconian universal vaccine

mandates (mostly Pfizer and AstraZeneca[?]) beginning in 2021
well before any signficant covid was even present within the
province,

provides pretty strong evidence pointing to the mRNA and/or
DNA gene transfection agents, and not other widely speculated
factors ie., covid, long covid etc , as being implicated in the 2021-
>onward explosion in excess deaths and myocarditis, strokes,
thrombocytopenia, and rare autoimmune syndromes and
afflictions suffered among Western Australian citizens.

Video Link

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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48. Just another serf says:
April 10, 2023 at 6:50 am GMT « 6.5 hours ago « 100 Words 7
Tldr as the kids say.

However,

The only reason the sports media don’t hide the athletes collapsing on the field in the

middle of the game is that they can’t when people watch sports live.

At the present gaslighting velocity, expect the media to soon
start describing athletes collapsing, as athletes falling asleep
while on the field/court. I can easily imagine the ESPN
announcer describing “the running back Maleek Washington fell
asleep today during the second half, due to over training and the
team doctor recommended rest”. The sports audience, being
brain dead, will grunt in approval.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter

49. Passing by says:
April 10, 2023 at 6:54.am GMT e« 6.5 hours ago » 100 Words 1
@Notsofast
Sputnik is like AstraZeneca’s an rDNA vaccine (‘r’ for

‘recombinant’). Instead of reprogramming cells like mRNA, it
uses a genetically modified non-replicating adenovirus to make
them shed the ‘spike’ protein. The Russians used this technique
for a vaccine against the Ebola virus. They really did it all by
themselves. Except that though Ebola is a deadly disease, its
thread-shaped glycoprotein doesn’t seem to be as poisonous as
the ‘spike’ glycoprotein and beyond that, Covid being far from as
deadly, the benefit / risk ratio is nowhere near as favourable.
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50. Sulu says:
April 10, 2023 at 6:55 am GMT . 6.5 hours ago » 100 Words 1
@MarkU

Any time a person makes a confident assertion about something that no-one could
possibly be in a position to know, a big red flag should pop up in your mind telling
you that you are being lied to, its as simple as that.

Exactly! I am shocked by the number of people that just can’t
seem to follow the logic of this.

Over 40 years ago a college classmate of mine remarked, “It’s
not that we are so damned smart. It’s just than most people are
so damned stupid.” People are sheep. Instead of thinking for
themselves they look around and see what most people are doing
and then decide to follow the crowd.

Sulu

» Replies: @Cabystander
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51. Robertson says:
April 10, 2023 at 6:55 am GMT . 6.5 hours ago » 200 Words 1
20 years from now:

1)Will a suspicious amount of young couples have a hard time
getting pregnant?

2)Will an unusual amount of young men suffer from heart
issues?

3)Will a problematic number of young adults have autoimmune
conditions?

4)Will a surprising number of people have cancers?

Whites took the vaxx in America much more than blacks, but
blacks were never media-shamed anywhere near as much as
whites about “non-compliance” or “vaccine hesitancy”. Why?

Boy Africa sure did well despite having the lowest vaxx rates on
earth. Higher vitamin D from all that sunshine? Lots of people
there take hydroxychloriquine for malaria or something?
Perhaps the vaxx really wasn’t all that helpful and standard
respitory virus treatments like vitamin C zine, vitamin D, cough
drops and cough syrup, chicken soup, and rest might have been
enough to beat it? Ya’ kiddin’ me or what?

All T know is that our media which lies to us daily was being
honest as clock on this natural virus that came from China
totally naturally, and that the only treatment we have for it are
this mRNA vaccines that Switzerland just stopped
recommending for EVERYONE just today. We all know how
backward-ass-retrograde and ‘stoopid’ those Swiss are, right?
When I look at Fauci, Ralph Baric, Peter Daszak, Deborah Birx,
Lloyd Austin, and that horse-faced Jacinda Arden, I just know
they are telling me the truth. If you can’t trust Tedros and Bill
Gates, I mean wtf is a matter with you?
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ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter

GMC says:

April 10, 2023 at 6:58 am GMT e 6.4 hours ago » 100 Words 1
@Notsofast

Gamaleya Pharma of Russia said that it cleaned up/ purified it’s

Sputnik after an article claiming that their Sputnik was
formulated and made similar to the British Astra Seneca.
Whatever that means.

As far as BioWeapon Labs go, the Russian military is doing
chemical and blood work on their POWs from Ukraine and they
are finding that many were used as guinea pigs by the BioLabs.
This is ongoing and they will probably publish something most
revealing in the future, but we all know the West will just turn
the story around. All s well here.
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53. Blissex says:
April 10, 2023 at 7:24 am GMT . 6.0 hours ago « 400 Words 1
«Here are the total number of adverse events and deaths
associated with all vaccines (not just the Covid vaccines) during
the past 10 years»

I think that what matters is not the *total* number but the
*percentage* with respect to the number of vaccinated, even if
this is cutely hinted at here:

«Year; Number of Adverse Events; Number of Deaths
2020;34,587,288

2021;733,367;14,314

2022;100,236;703

Total adverse events in 2021 and 2022 were practically all
from the Covid vaccines. The numbers are much smaller in
2022 than in 2021 because most Covid vaccines were given in
2021. Of the total 666M vaccinations administered in the US by
the end of 2022, 1% were given in 2020, 77% in 2021, and 22%
in 2022.”

Given those numbers the rates are:

Year;Number of Adverse Events;Number of Deaths [as a percent
of vaccinations]

2020;0.51%;0.004%

2021;0.14%;0.003%

2022;0.07%;0.0005%

That to me looks a lot less sensational. As to myocarditis, in the
UK the number of cases fell with the increase in vaccinations:

https://www.ons.gov.uk/aboutus/transparencyandgovernance/f
reedomofinformationfoi/myocarditisdeathsforthelastioyearsbya
geandsex

“Year;Myocarditis Death;Total Deaths[;%Total Deaths]
2018;50;540,265[;0.009% ]
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2019;47;529,553;[0.009%]
2020;47;607,099[;0.008%]
2021;40;585,484[;0.007%]”

«Compared to historical data from the pre-pandemic period of
2017 through 2019, vaccination increased myocarditis 5-fold
overall. For males aged 16 to 19, it increased 14-fold. Compared
to the rates among unvaccinated Israelis in 2021, vaccination
increased myocarditis 2-fold overall. For males aged 16 to 19, it
increased 9-fold.»

In this sensational summary there is the cute omission that the
cited paper says that the number of cases was tiny and nearly all
were mild:

https://www.nejm.org/doi/full/10.1056 /NEJMo0a2109730
“Approximately 5.1 million Israelis had been fully immunized
[...] data obtained from December 20, 2020, to May 31, 2021 [...]
Among 304 persons with symptoms of myocarditis, 21 had
received an alternative diagnosis. Of the remaining 283 cases,
142 occurred after receipt of the BNT162b2 vaccine; of these
cases, 136 diagnoses were definitive or probable. The clinical
presentation was judged to be mild in 129 recipients (95%); one
fulminant case was fatal.

[...] Conclusions The incidence of myocarditis, although low,
increased after the receipt of the BNT162b2 vaccine, particularly
after the second dose among young male recipients. The clinical
presentation of myocarditis after vaccination was usually mild.”

Obviously nothing is totally safe, and mass vaccination with a
largely untested vaccine was a huge risk, but it seems to have
mostly worked.

That said, I think it was shameful that most “Washington
Consensus” governments turned into Pfizer/Moderna marketing
arms, and blacklisted most other vaccines, and that the media
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they so unsubtly “steer” kept attacking the zero-COVID
approaches of countries with less vicious governments.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter

91/109



54. PetrOldSack says:
April 10, 2023 at 7:57.am GMT . 5.4 hours ago « 400 Words 1
The concept Covid -> Covid Vaccines is better then depleted
uranium -> ammunition to feed the power of the elites. Only

requirement: dumbness and fear of man-meat. Always there,
always present, never in short supply.

The real questions: when is data gathering, public
communications, how experiments are conducted all over
science, “publish or perish”, subject to criminal punishment.
When are “corporations”, “institutions” reduced to physical men,
that are each and every one responsible for their interaction
within the networks and “professional” bodies they pretend to

belong. Criminal associations, legal or not should not exist.

These questions precede any serious analysis of any
phenomenon with the ambition to be “real”. The data in the
public domain are poisonous. That goes for banking, science,
and of course military and political ambitions. And it is easy,
“sophisticated” society, is seamlessly converted into in-
intelligible hubris to suit the souls of the elites, into movie
scenarios to suit the cortex of man-meat. Anything can be
subverted, that goes certainly for covid [name without
definition], vaccines, depleted uranium, industrial food,
population counts, migrations, population densities, toxicity of
the environment, “war”.

My point [for years], it is gross incompetence to start the
conversation after neglecting the pre-conditions above [Ron Unz
on covid, media on everything, and indeed the author of this
article on vaxxing], some of it is incompetence, most of it is
agency [some-how profit down to the absurd point of eking a
living out of penning whatever ] . All of it goes unpunished top
down. Sucking up on toxic data pools to labour conclusions is
bad science, incompetence, or worse [criminal agency in case of
the smarter actors].

92/109


https://www.unz.com/comments/all/?commenterfilter=PetrOldSack

95-

An absurd example: how come a “journalist” of the “Wall Street
Journal” getting arrested in some backwater of Russia is news?
We do not even know on what terms he was qualified to be called
a journalist. What his stance on journalism was, how he thinks
of free reporting. How the incident can be mentioned without
mentioning Belmarsch and Assange. Since this journo is a dot on
the timeline closer to the present, real consequence means
addressing similar issues further down into the oblivion of
history. The mere condition of being a journalist means to have a
stance on Assange. To make the point [for the Russians], it
would be a great exchange, Julian against this hopeless complicit
[if one works for the Wall Street Journal, takes it’s bribes and
conscriptions] moron [backwater arrest in Russia subject] until
he can offer his mea culpa as a lesson to the crowds.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter

quasi_verbatim says:
Very verbose, and nothing new in any of this.
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56.

o7-

Levtraro says:
April 10, 2023 at 8:30 am GMT e« 4.9 hours ago « 100 Words 1
@Notsofast

sputnik is a non mrna based vaccine? i was told it was an analog of the western mrna

based “vaccines”, is this not the case?

No, it is not the case.

Sputnik V is adenoviral vector-based just like the ‘safe and
effective’ Ebola vaccine.

Unlike mRNA substances that had never before been used in
humans, adenoviral vector-based vaccines and drugs have been
used in humans for decades already.

Also unlike AztraZeneca and similar to Johnson & Johnson,
Sputnik V uses a human vector instead of a chipanzee vector.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
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Elixa says: « Website
April 10, 2023 at 8:48 am GMT « 4.6 hours ago « 100 Words 1,
I think you will find the inclusion of such large quantities of

pseudouridine in the mRNA sequence used in the vaccines
results in excess pseudouridine within the cell and this can be
spontaneously and/or advantageously utilised by a co infecting
virus or co infecting bacterial agent to explore the possibilities of
horizontal gene transfer via the medium of the unprotected bio
factory otherwise known and the vaccine transfected cell. Also of
course cancer cells which are converted to spike protein factories
have all manner of devilish opportunities now to by pass the
immune system with so much pseudouridine with which to cloak
itself.
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58. Gatt says:
April 10, 2023 at 9:57.am GMT « 3.4 hours ago « 100 Words 1
Good work — this shows the limits of what can be shown with
statistics. Genocide definition includes administration of non
consensual infertility products under the guise of covid vax —

alarming incidences of miscarriages and still births in Israel in
particular and the unknown impact on male sperm counts are
the elephant in the room. Covid spike proteins rather than the
virus itself are turning up in autopsy samples of blood clots,
strokes and cancerous tumor growths — nobody knows what
damage covid spike proteins are causing to sperm viability but
we can bet it doesnt enhance it !

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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59. Gatt says:
April 10, 2023 at 10:02 am GMT . 3.3_hours ago « 200 Words 1
We must remember that these were experimental
vaccines and their roll out was a medical trial that
included varying concentrations of ingredients &
placebo doses but Pfizer et al have not revealed what %
(guess substantial) received maximum strength versus
placebo 1st and 2nd doses . Increased birthrate in high
vaxxed Denmark in 2022 suggests they had a lot of Pfizer
placebo doses.
Thanks to Robert F Kennedy s website we can be confident that
side effects were concentrated within specific vax batch numbers
and all folks who received doses from the identified dangerous
batches face much higher risks of subsequent side effects that

the placebo receivers so any truly useful statistical analysis needs
to look at injury data from batches that were proven to cause
harm in specific cases. Other researchers testing covid vax
samples have found graphene contamination so clearly
independent oversight of vax manufacture is required with all
batches tested by people with a vested interest in finding
contaminants ie proven safe rather that not proven unsafe as we
have today.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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60. KB5000 says:
April 10, 2023 at 10:24.am GMT « 3.0 hours ago » 300 Words 1,
Thank you for your contribution Eugene. You provided so many
facts and statistics that I did not know existed previously. We are
all better off for your research and putting so much of this

together.

There’s one big problem that is omitted from the piece, however,
which outweighs all of the data, facts, and science in the world
combined, times a million.

Eugene, you see, Olivia Rodrigo and Hollywood say vaccines are
cool. And nothing on this earth is more important than being
cool, than being on the right side of things, than having that
social clout that comes with being a good (liberal) citizen who
does what she’s told.

Not science, not safety, and not even their own lives are more
important than having a high social credit score.

The ones who've dropped dead, if they could do it over again,
would still take the jab. Death was likely a preferable option than
being in camp deplorable.

I don’t know if the Foo Fighters drummer died from the jab. But
his bandmates and family were having none of it when it was
brought up. Because staying on the right side of the deplorable
line was more important to them than finding out why a beloved
father, husband, friend and teammate dropped dead out of
nowhere.

Same goes for the families and friends of the teen athletes
who’ve croaked on the field, despite not having any previous
health issues.

97/109


https://www.unz.com/comments/all/?commenterfilter=KB5000

Nothing to see here. I mean, yeah, my 15-year-old daughter just
collapsed and was pronounced dead, but at least she didn’t die as
one of those deplorables, you know? What time is the game?

This is our country; a nation of men and women, of spineless
cowards, who would rather let pharmaceutical companies
murder their daughters than lose one inch of social clout with
neighbors whose names they don’t even know, people who
wouldn’t give them the time of day.

Science, logic, reason and good old common sense will not have
any impact on a population that has gone completely mad.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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61. pq says:
April 10, 2023 at 10:24.am GMT « 3.0 hours ago » 400 Words 1
Good detailed analysis.

The things that jumped out at me reading Pfizer’s press release
from 2020 + previously published research on mRNA
technology

1) there was NO meaningful data on safety and obviously
nothing on medium to long term safety by virtue of “warp
speed”. Ergo, we need to assume there is no safety data and we
can conclude NOTHING about safety. Which means there was
false marketing from the get go.

2) the clinical trial was unblinded about two months in. Ergo we
can NEVER EVER have a “proper” scientific study on the safety
of these particular vaccines. We can only do post hoc analysis
using mortality and AE data but there “scientfic data from a
randomized control trial” will NEVER BE FORTHCOMING
because the control group was nuked.

The “depopulation” folks are either controlled opposition or
people too easily controlled by fear. The only difference is that
they fear the vaccine not the virus. It’s natural to feel scared
when faced with what one is told is a potential health threat. Yet
it was obvious to anyone from the start that the media were
doing everything possible to ramp up fear instead of calming
people down. That should have been the red flag right there.

It should also have been obvious to anyone who bothered to read
through the medical / genome sequencing literature that “covid”
was literally nothing more than an umbrella term encompassing
what was, until 2020, known as the spectrum of clinical
symptoms covering cold, flu, pneumonia through to ARDS and
sepsis. For instance, CT scans with “ground glass opacity” were
said to be indicative of “covid”. But when I researched the
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medical literature prior to 2020, one finds that “ground glass
opacity” is a common finding on CT scans and can have many
different causes.

Similarly loss of smell and taste following a bad case of
respiratory disease is a well established fact and was researched
in the medical literature over fifty years ago.

All this stuff about “covid origins” is absolute nonsense. Genome
sequences are mathematical models. Their “origin” lies in the
software algorithms. You don’t need a “new virus” to create
hysteria and roll out a pandemic narrative around the most
common flu symptoms IN THE MIDDLE OF FLU SEASON.
Panic, hysteria, people rushing to emergency and collapsing the
hospital system will helpfully create some excess mortality. Deny
basic treatments and you’re on a roll.

« Agree: Dieter Kief

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter

JR Foley says:
“Holy Covid Batman !!!”

Years ago on TV series was the caped crusader and ——that
Villain Mr. Freeze??

Store COVID-19 vaccine (Pfizer) between -90°C and -60°C.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter

. Liborio Guaso says:

But it was undoubtedly a great deal for many businessmen and
politicians. And the worst thing is that the more than a million
deaths have been treated with total social indifference.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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64. Greta Handel says:
April 10, 2023 at 10:52 am GMT . 2.5 hours ago » 100 Words 1
@Ron Unz
Mr. Unz, thanks for publishing Mr. Kusmiak’s two essays. They
validate the skepticism that many of us had to defend — some at
great financial, social, or familial cost — for the past couple
years. Even on this website, people were vilified, ostracized, and
censored.

Do you today consider either essay “anti-vaxx nonsense”? If so,
please explain why.
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65. anon[224] « Disclaimer says:
April 10, 2023 at 10:57am GMT « 2.4 hours ago » 300 Words 1
Author’s article, while good, is not from a professional in the
field. Hardly anyone works in drug safety since it is a cost center,
while most of a typical big pharma company works in sales.

Overall it is true that the shots are not safe.

It is not true that the AstraZeneca shot is safe. It was withdrawn
in many countries earlier than the mRNA shots. It is not a
traditional vaccine. It uses an adenovirus vector which
permanently changes DNA. Theoretically, the mRNA should be
less likely to permanently alter the DNA as the RNA will get
consumed after creating proteins. Sputnik is basically a clone of
the AstraZeneca shot — I think there was perhaps a Rolo Slavskiy
post on this?

Adenovirus vectors alters DNA (pre-covid print):

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmec/articles/PMC4507798/

Another video showing side effects in mostly-AstraZeneca shot
UK:

Watch Video At: https://youtu.be/KELIEGA3q41
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The basic science is: DNA is permanently stored in a cell
nucleus, it is used to create RNA, which is then consumed to
make proteins. In theory the mRNA shots should be safer.

However...

There are claims that the mRNA enters vital organs such as the
ovaries (which it was not supposed to do):

https://www.westernstandard.news/business/pfizer-s-own-
study-finds-nanoparticles-in-covid-vaccines-enter-
organs/article 5b3955f6-d146-11ec-a272-cf3264db392b.html

Youtube video breaking down the TGA (Australian FDA)
biodistribution study showing how the mRNA shot ends up
spreading to other vital organs such as ovaries:

Watch Video At: https://youtu.be/X-xssgK7kwQ

This is certainly the worst drug safety scandal in human history
at a minimum. There is circumstantial evidence to suggest that it
may be about sterilization or fertility reduction, as listed above.
Furthermore, Albert Bourla, the CEO of Pfizer, began his career
on a drug called “Improvac” which is designed to remove boar
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taint (bad pork smell) in male pigs by temporarily chemically
castrating, or sterilizing them. Improvac was also a two-shot
sequence:

https://www.ema.europa.eu/en/medicines/veterinary/EPAR/i
mprovac

Albert Bourla’s PhD thesis was also on reproductive biology.

- Replies: @Levtraro
ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread

annutheisays says:
According to the aliens control the Earth handbook:

Ridding oneself of them after effects(them gremlins circulating
throughout yer body), pour into an alex juunes souvenir flask 1
dose adam bin laden, 2 doses usamma bin lanza(flavor to yer
preferred liking), stirr and swallow.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter

. Republic says:

@Anonoo1
Russia doesn’t have Vaers system database,it is illegal to use it
there according to Edward Slavsquat

There’s no VAERS in Russia and the government continues to
withhold statistics on post-vaccination complications.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter This Thread Hide
Thread
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68. Dieter Kief says:
April 10, 2023 at 11:23.am GMT ¢ 2.0 hours ago » 100 Words 1
@Dutch Boy
Alex Washburne discusses these questions — in depth — he even
invested — — sucessfully! — in Life-Insurence stock, as a Covid-

expert.

See his twitter and substack — — — watch out — his substack-
adress lacks the s in the middle! Best essay of his about the life-
insurers is from june/july 2022.
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69. Abdul Alhazred says:
April 10, 2023 at 11:39 am GMT . 1.7 hours ago » 100 Words 1
In skimming the author’s ethics are that it is alright to lie if you

are going to make a millions of dollars relative to your lies....per
example of Pfizer and Moderna honchos...talk about excusing
the worship of mammon, but the author is a bit insane....Also
Physicians were being bribed to give the shots!

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter

70. Butch says:
April 10, 2023 at 12:15 pm GMT e 1.1 hours ago » 100 Words 1
Vaccine for what? I know, just to inject poison into your body to
provide a lifetime customer, that is, if it doesn’t kill you right

away. Do an honest look into the scam of virology to see how
you’ve been brainwashed by hundreds of movies and shows, the
propaganda is enormous. It will free you from the nonsense.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter

71. Political Science 101 says:
A rambling piece of nonsense

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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73-

Subscribe to New Columns

Levtraro says:

April 10, 2023 at 12:28 pm GMT « 55 minutes ago * 100
Words 1

@anon

| It uses an adenovirus vector which permanently changes DNA.

Bullshit.

An adenovirus vector drug or vaccine cannot change a patient’s
DNA.

A small part of the genetic material of the agent against which
the drug or vaccine is made is inserted into a vector virus that
has lost its capacity to replicate and the only thing it does is to
express the agent’s genetic material inside the cell’s cytoplasm.
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Puffy says:

If the vaccine was not a depopulation mechanism, and I do not
believe it was either, why develop it so quickly and make so
many people take it?

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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74. Leviraro says:
April 10, 2023 at 12:39 pm GMT « 44 minutes ago 100
Words 1
Good article, more quant articles like this one would be most
welcome.

One suggestion to the author: repeat your regressions using ‘glm’
instead o ‘Im’. Im’ assumes Gaussian distribution and stricly
linear link between response and predictors. Excess mortality
data does not conform to the Gaussian distribution and the links
between response and predictors are most likely nonlinear. My
quants here are saying use glm with the Gamma family and try a
few link functions (in your software, just enter ?glm and also
enter ?family to get info).

And a very small thing: don’t say that a csv is an Excel file. A csv
is a comma separated values files and has nothing to do with
Excel.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter

75. Cabystander says:
@Sulu
A graduate school professor of 55 years ago was fond of saying;:
“above the entrance to every college of Science or Engineering

29

should be carved in stone the words “it ain’t necessarily so™”.

Words that I have mostly adhered to. The lapses didn’t usually
work out well.
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76. Hank Stumper says:
April 10, 2023 at 12:48 pm GMT « 35 minutes ago * 100
Words 1
Without any real information about the virus or the gene
therapy, just by the message delivery method, total saturation
reminiscent of 9/11, I was extremely dubious about their con. As
facts dribbled out I was of course proven correct, and not
vaxxing up was the correct choice. J6, Ukraine were exactly the
same. Total media saturation by very compromised,
unscrupulous assholes such that all the oxygen is sucked out of
the room, leaving no room for discussion of any kind. Their
desperation is so obvious to me yet 70% of 330 million people
either fell for it or were coerced into it. The methodology is
proven to work, and it will rinse and repeat ad infinitum. The
technology will be introduced into the food supply, because
vaccine shedding isn’t widespread enough. There is literally no
way out.

ReplyAgree/Disagree/Etc. This Commenter
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77. How do you know its a real Durer says:
April 10, 2023 at 12:57 pm GMT « 26 minutes ago 100
Words 1
@Godfree Roberts
If an adverse reaction were to happen to the Chinese vaccine,

what avenues of reporting and publishing would your average
citizen have to pursue this?

Anecdotally, I know two healthy teenage males who suffered
from the Chinese vaccine (not sure which version they took) and
are now unable to perform vigorous exercise, which doctors said
would be for the rest of their lives.

I asked them if there was anything they could do to report it, see
how many others were injured, find out more about what
happened to them — and they just gave the standard “J& /& -
I.e. your standard mainland “what’s the point when no one is
listening?”
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