‘ ‘5d|m|mshed |mmune responses for months after the jab;f recentr Australlan study revealed
In the study conducted by Australlan researchers publlshed last week in the peer-reviewed journal Frontiers,
i ters cytokine responses to heterologous -
ested the cytokme responses of 29 ch|ldren aged 5= 11
r second.dose:; -

. ,:'l'gathogens and Toll- llke recebtor aaonlS*Si':- sci
. ﬂbefo ’ Biot

accmatlon in chlldren alters cytoklne responses to heterologous stlmulants partlcularly
g » ” however" ‘not | ns of their flndmgs namely that all of
*“the children’ essentially- developed vaccme acqulred |mmune deﬁcrt or VAIDS; leaving them susceptible to
-viruses; bacterlas and other pathogens




i

it i




.

-3
»Fmally, we have suentlﬁc conflrmatlon that vaccmatlon agamst COVID 19 causes a marked decrease in

. andfungl ThlS decreased /mmunlty to’
'other pathogens (acqulred lmmune deftCIt)‘IS wha people colloqwally_ refer to as ”VAIDS d (VA/DS stands for

harm ' the researcher notecl showmg a plcture of a F sufferlng a bacterlal |nfect|0n on h|s face
As, Chuduv notes, it- would-have been nice to have thls data before the Covrd jabs were approved and dlssemlnated
to m|II|ons of people : :

In the |deal world careful screntlsts cautlous pub [of health authorltles vand prmcmled medlcal doctors would
-investigate/.COVID vaecines*effects before vaccmatmg tens of millions of children and billions ofadults. Had
'they |nvest|gated and‘done the basicscience (such as the'study above) before'mandating andinjecting'COVID *

" vaccines, such dangerous mjectlons would never have been glven to children and young adults!

-

Instead in the mad rush to ”vaccmate thn world” wath vaccines that do not even work we rumed the immune
.respo SEs’ ot‘ mllllons: of chlldren and llkely all other vaccmated people -

vaccine researcher Alex Berenson emphasuzed the “VERY_URG ENT” ﬁndmgs on his Substack consu tmg
olognsts who concurred the - study’s conclusions had profoundly dlsturblng |mpllcatlons, in addltlon to.noting
jardice of the study authors who downplayed |ts sugnn‘“cance :

ectlon ln chlldren, but |t mlght cause a. Iong—term |mmune deﬁcnency,” one physuctan emalled
‘-addmg.that he worried publlc health authorltles will sumply ignore the paper.
A 1| he authors 5|destep thelr own fmdlngs ” the physician wrote. ”The authors won’t: even quntIy state .
~ that i ,appears that the. mRNA shot caused a persistent i immune deﬁc:ency in children. Their: conclusmn is |t

alters the cytoklne response ThIS is the amount of courage in medlcme " : :

‘ The alarmlng flndmgs cote as Pre5|dent JoeBiden: Iast week declared fh; .:was seeklng congressmnal fundlng to'.
..~ develop:a; new Cowd 19 vaccme whlch could then be recommended to vervone regardless of prev:ous vaccune
. status g ‘ e i o :
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:,_VERY URGENT The mRNA Covrd jabs damage immune responses to
: :other viruses in chlldren, anews udy flnds

:Yet another reason glvmg mRNA shots to klds Iooks l|ke an lncreasmgly bad chorce

ALEX BERENSON AUG 30 2023

: \ ’KIdS who g 4".‘Pf|zer s mRNA Covrd Jabs had a weakened lmmune response to other wruses and bacterla Australlan :
‘ /researchers reported ina study publlshad last week._ . v

The dlmlnlshed response appeared. within weeks after the second Pf|zer dose, the authors found. Blood taken from
the children produced fewer crucral S|gnallng molecules when strmulated Wwith several common potential bacteria

: 'fand viruses: ~ : : ,

.Over t|me, the rmmune response to bacterla returned to normal But the dlmmlshed response towviruses Iasted at
Ieast Six months for as Iong as the researchers collected data “Our study showed that |n chlldren SARS CoV 2 .

“mRNA vaccination decreases |nflammatory eytokine | responses,” the authors wrote. o

Cytoklnes I|ke interferon play a cruc;al role inthe i immune system, helping it attack viruses and other foreign
«/invaders. (The first liné of one wrdely uted paper on interferons explains they are: ”ellcuted on: challenge tothe host
: :_defense and are essentlal for moblllzmg |mmune responses to pathogens ”) : - :

: __The study was:- small mcludlng only 29-children-aged 6-11 at the first post vaccmatlon checkpomt and eight
children at the six:month sample period. Further, the study’s short. size and tiny number of partldpants meant the
" tesearchers could not correlate real-world cllnlcal outcomes such as'increased severity of mfectlons wuth the
‘ dlmlnlshed |mmune responses :

The peer- rewewed Journal Frontlers in lmmuno!ogy publlshed the paper. in keepmg with other papers that have
;_-r_reported disturbing flndlngs about:the: mRNAs, the'study’s authors were careful to tlptoe around the poten‘ual
_:,,_lmpactofthelrdata B O T SRR AR « e R e

I their dlscussmn ‘they wrote only that the fmdlngs show “the need for further research and con5|derat|on given
: thelr broad publlc health |mp||cat|ons " »

«But: several physrcrans who revxewed the study mdependently for:Unreported Truths said they found: it very:
,troubllng : o .

My read ‘on thlS paper is that it [mRNA vaccmatlon] may in fact cause not Just a short-term vulnerablhty to A
bacterial and viral infection in children, but it might causea Iong -term immune dchnency, one phy5|C|an emailed,
: .-‘addlng that he worrled publ|c health authorltles will S|mply rgnore the paper : -

- ”Just see how the authors srdestep therr own fmdmgs," the physncran wrote ”The authors won't even. bluntly
state that it appears that the mRNA shot caused a persnstent immune defi iciency.in children. Thelr conclusion is it
: alters the cytokme response Th|s is the amount of cour ge in medlcme i
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. _Breaklng' 20 Million People Kllled Globally By Cowd Vaccmes &2.2
~ Billion Seriously Hurt o

Infowars com- ‘August 13, 2023

o Alex Jones breaks down a video from Dr Rogel Hodkmson explammg how the Cov1d vaccme kllled 20
“million people globally : : v

BREAKING NEWS 20 mllhon global deaths dlrectly attrlbuted to the Covid Vaccmes and 2.2 billion serious ..
adverse reactions. These numbers are best estimates using govemment data: Anthony Fauci, Bill Gates, Ralph-Baric,
. Tedros and others created a Pandemic to inject the world.... pic. tw:tter wm/686mJeaVN 7:
e Truth Justlce ™ (@SpartaJustlce) March 25, 2023

https://banned.video/watch?id=64d7fffc3a4b¢e584zdﬁe1c6




AII Cause Mortallty Up a Whopprng'45%,_.|n 0 24 Age Group Since:
~ COVID Vax Rollout, cDC Data Shows "

Jatnie White August 12th 2023

L ‘The CDC 5 own data reveals babies, toddlers teenagers and young adults yto 24 jears old are dying at 45%
. above hlstorlcal Ievels T T : R R

... Babies, toddlers, teenagers, and young adults up to 24 years old are dymg at 45% above hlstorlcal
. levels since the COVID vaccines were mtroduced data from the Centers for Disease Control and

o b ortallty in: the 0-24 age range
'r"begrnmng in early 2021 when the experlmental COVID MRNA shots-began tobe drstrrbuted to'the
populatlon :

§

’ 6T he‘vaccmatlon uptake in th:s age bracket is '"39% (the overall uptake in the
“‘population’is 70%) o : . i g L

: *lncrease ' pic. twitter com/udttPTQnRT

S The Vlgrlant Fox' % (@VlgllantFox) J'anuary 1’,:‘2023-’ e AR
i facti some experts belleve insuranc écompames are porse o suevaccine nia'nuvfacfurers}t,o,cover.
‘":?',:f'payouts for: ”early unexpected ‘mortalj : A
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AlI Cause Mortallty Upa Whoppmg 45% in 0-24 Age Group Since
COVID Vax Rollout, CDC Data Shows '

Jamie White August 12,2023

-Babies, toddlers, teenagers, and young adults up to 24 years old are dying at 45%
- ‘above historical levels since the COVID vaccines were introduced, data from the
_Centers for Dlsease Control and Preventlon (CDC) shows

Data complled by the CDC reveals a sharp uptlck of 44, 8% in excess mortality in the 0-24 age
range beginningin early 2021, when the experlmental CovID mRNA shots began to be
i dlstrlbuted to the population. o

When accounting for the fact that 39% of thIS young age group actually received the COVID
injection, the figures extrapolate to 115% all-cause mortality among the vaccinated only,
accordmg to Twitter user Ethlcal Skeptlc

The disturbing data corroborate claims by i msurance actuaries, who since 2021 have
been observmg alarmlng upward trends of all-cause mortality among all age groups.

Top insurance research analyst Josh Stirling clalmed in February to dlscover with CDC data a7%

' ggregate mortallty increasefor each COVID vaccine dose received.

In fact some experts believe insurance compames are poised to sue vaccine
i ;,_manufacturers to:.cover payouts for “early. unexpected mortality claims.”




| Mlscarrlages and Stl"bll"ths Due
i .Compared to 2020 e

D, Rucker June 29, 2023 R

‘Vaccines” Up 5,271% in 2021

' “Pregnant Women should get Vaxxed " they sa1d

e The Cov1d 19 “vaccmes” have proven to be the most dangerous and falsely
s promoted government ~backed drugs in the history of mankind. The death tolls
~ continue to rise, and despite: unamblguous evidence that they’re neither safe
- ’nor effective, they re still being heavily promoted as such. Corporate media, -
.7 -academia, and most in the medlcal commumty are erther too scared or too
n v_comphcrt to report the truth AR

. Even as it seems to many that medlcai tyranny is Wanmg and Pandemlc Panic
Theater is in its final act, the need to share information about the jabs has o

- increased. Complacent people are gullible people. ‘We expect another round of...
o isomethmg to be launched any time between now and Electlon Day, 2024
“That’s why data like thrs is so 1mportant to share :

| a rnathematrcran to notrce the sharp 1ncrease in stlllbrrths and ’
s:that® ook plac  in2021. Over 5,100 have been reported smce the
the publ ¢.In ; ' :
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: }Report Bables Breas ei;
- Dying

- 'OLIVIACOOK May 31,2023 -

Y Mothers Who Took mRNA Vaccines Are

_Babies being breastfed by mothe

'~ This warning.came from Dr. William
“.and |mmunology and the author of o)
- who passed away due to being breas
whistleblower: Fetal deaths have SKY,

. vaccines. ) -

wrth mRNA shots agamst the Wuhan coronawrus (COVID 19) are dying.
a Canadian ‘physician with a trlple $pecialization in radlology, oncology’
0 peer-reviewed medical articles. Makis provided two cases of babies
y.mothers fullyfvaccmated agalnst COVID-19. (Related: Nurse

ETED sunce pre:'"nant women started berng forced to get COVID- 19

'One case rnvolved a 36—year—o|d mother from New Mex;co who wrote about how her erght~week old baby died on.
'July2021 e i S e

B ”He became very srck wrth a hrgh fever on June 21 about_ two weeks after | got the flrst Pflzer vaccing,” she wrote.
“He was ‘treated: for two weeks W|th V. antrblotlcs fora '_fpposed bacterial: mfectron, however they never found
. any bacteria.” “After the 14-day. course of antlbrotlcs, h was horme for one week but exhibited strange -
55 symptoms, , she contlnued notrng how her child: had a swollen eyelrd strange h‘_és and w_as 'regularly vomiting. .

”l took h|m back to the hospltal on July 15; where he: presented with what :

By called an atyplcal Kawasakr dlsease ,
" He. passed away shortly thereafter from clots in hrs severely mflamed ‘arterle : :

,she'concluded

o \Makrs presented another case, that ofa five- month old baby who dled'on March‘20 ‘ 2021 just three days after the f
-.mfant’s mother recelved her. second dose ‘of Pfizer’s mRNA vaccrne : .

L Just one day after the mother was fully vaccsnated the mfant mstantly developed a rash and "became
e _'.,'mconsolable refusing to eat and developed a fever,” Makrs wrote. “Baby was brought to ER, blood analysis
N revealed elevated liver enzymes, was hospltalrzed but contmued to declme and on March 20 2021, wrth a
v-:dlagnosm of TTP R ;

vThrombotrc thrombocytopenrc purpura (TTP) is.a dlsorder characterrzed by the sudden formatron of blood clots in
~small’ blood vessels that: can blockt v of blood to vrtal organs lrke the: bram krdneys and heart

'.Doctors have»been warning agai atrng pregnant and breastfeedrng mothers since the begmnmg

Medlcal experts have been warnlng gov nments: aimost srnce the beg‘ i ofthe roIIout of COVID 19 vaccmes

: 'The group; wh|ch mcludes obstetrraans and. g gists from the U.K., have warned agalnst recent advice from
.. -medical organrzatrons in the country.. about.vactinat ng pregnant women clalmlng that itisin’complete-~
" “contradiction to everythrng that “ititself and academlc mstrtutrons have been teachlng about evidence- based
' 'medrcme e , RN L

”Th|s adwce is‘that: COVID-19 vaccines are not only safe but strongly recommended for pregnant women, " wrote
the groupinthe Ietter “Such advice is-not grounded in robust data based on ethically conducted research and
anyone who is medlcally and academlcally tralned should take senous issue with this.”
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/”We have a collective’ duty to restore t'

: concluded ;

= '~Watch this V|deo showrng how S0~ caITI
“for pregnant and breastfeedlng women

" This vi_deo is from’theCOVID Times Channelﬂ'o'n Brighteo

52.

The: experts noted how concerned and ”deeply dlsturbed" they are about how. best screntlflc practlces are being
dlstorted jUSt 1o brlng a newly developed :pharmaceutlcal product to, market

rmcrples of medlcai ethrcs to our practrce and to cllmcal research to

protect the most vulnerable groups fro arm; and th|s lncludes pregnant women and their babies,” the: ‘group

‘VISIt VaccmeDamage news for more storles about the snde eﬁ’ects of the COVID 19 vaccine.

.ﬂxperts repeat'edly told the:vworld ‘that the COVID-19 vaccines were safe.

More related stories: :
o Pfizer data reveals: COVID 19 vaccines were NEVER safe for pregnant women,
e TURBO CANCER Children are DYING wrthln hours or days of leukemla dlagnOSIs often after recelvmg
vaccine Jabs . . ,
¢ Thefalse: messagmg on vaccmes given to pregnant women
o Naom| Wolf: No more normal placentas sunce COVID 19 vaccine roI
e Dr. Bryan Ardis: Venom peptldes produced from COVID 19 vaccmes prev
By the uterus causmg mlscarrlages ' :

t embryos from attaching to
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VAERS data cIearIy shows that the COVID vaccines are an unmltlgated

disaster for pregnant women
STEVE KIRSCH ]UL 17, 2023 ‘

The CDC said the COVID vaccines were pe;y"ectly safe for Jregncmt women. They /Iea’
“and they continue to lie to the Amerzcan people Here's the proof and you can verify tt |
yoursel/ ' '

Mlscarrrages and stillbirths are higher for the COVID vaccmes than all other vaccmes over the past 33
years combmed \

Executlve summary

. The Vaccrne Adverse Event Reporting System (VAERS) is the offrcral US government database for reporting adverse’
..events foIIowrng vaccination. It is.the “gold standard”. for detecting safety signals. All-Americans who have an
adverse event followmg vaccmatlon are encouraged by the us government to report it to VAERS.

The VAERS data clearly shows that the COVID vaccines ‘are the most dangexous vaccines of all time. There are ™~
more adverse events reported for the COVID.vaccines than for all other vaccmes combmed in the 33 year
“ history of VAFRS

- In'this arl uc]c I will examine thc numbu of stillbirths and miscarriage (aka spontcmuous dbortrons) reports wmparcd
L to all othcr US vaccines given over the past 33 years. :

As f:ar‘ as ] know thls has not been done before.

What 1 found should alarm everyone on thc planet: the absolute number of stillbirths and miscarriages reports —
‘associated with the COVID vaccines is liter ally “off the charts”: 4X higher than for-all other vaccines com bined.
Because VAERS is around 100X under reported, meanmg, the COVID vaccines have likely caused an estimated
360 000 excess dcaths P o

But thls isn’t just coincidence and reporting bias. The fact that there i is a'second peak at 15-30 days is huge. That

is impossible to explain away as not bemg causal That is why nobody will fact check this article because th.ey’d- '
have to explain the second peak.. '

-You don’t have to bc, lieve me. Lveryonc even the mainstream media, can verify this for themselves in less than 60
seconds. I’'m g,omg, to show you how in this article. :

The results. the number of AE reports for mlscarrmgc and stillbirths are OFF THE
CHARTS for the COVID vaccine :

The two searches below are for all vaccines over the 33 year reporting history of VAERS.

Spontaneous abortion / miscarriage query .
" The first search was for spontaneous abortions reports for alf vaccines..

There were 673 spontaneous abortion reports for the COVID vaccine with an onset date of Day 0,
meaning the srgnrfrcant adverse events from the vaccine STARTED on Day-0. That number was from a

Medalerts query, and covered worIdwrde reports of the 7/7/23 VAERS data. The same query on CDC
Wonder gave 667 for Day 0. ’
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Note‘that in some cases, the miscarriage may not be on the same day as the onset day. For example, a
person could be completely knocked out on the day of the vaccine and be unable to move. The
miscarriage may-happen days later '(sometir_nes'at.the next doctor appointment). The onset day is still O,
but additional adverse events (such as the miscarriage itself or knowledge of the miscarriage) may
happen later. : '

* For example, here’s the first hit fOr‘COVID_._vacci:ne, day 0 onset. This was a self reported female who got
the Pfizer shot on 12/30/20, had signs of a,misca,rriagerSt 4 hours later, and officially miscarried on
12/31/20. : : -

I was 5.5 weeks pregnant when | revived the Pfiier-Covid Vaccine. Everything was seemingly going fine
with my pregnancy until about 4 hours after receiving the vaccine when | went to the bathroom and
wiped and saw pink discharge on the toilet paper. | then began to have mild low abdominal cramping.

The abdominal cramping and vaginal bleeding steadily increased in severity over the next 24 hours until
I eventually had an-obvious miscarriage the evening of 12/31/2020. | cant help but think the vaccine in
some way caused my body to reject the pregnancy. Along with the miscarriage, | also had extreme
tiredness with Gl upset 12/31/20 - 1/02/2021. -

For this reason, it’s important to spot check the underlying adverse event reports if you want to get the
most precise date of onset for a PARTICULAR adverse event.

The next highest vaccine was the HPV vaccine with 84 reports with a Day O onset. Every other vaccine in
history was insignificant. ' : ’ '

The key point is this: we are using the exact same criteria for different vaccines and the COVID vaccine is
- sticking out like a sore thumb. ; '

~In addition there was a huge second peak of 519 reports at 15-30 days onset: No other vaccine in
history showed anything comparable to this. . .

~ VAERS may be more than 100X under-reported for events of this nature, so it’s important to keep that in
mind when trying to estimate the number of actual events that occurred. There were 3,594
spontaneous abortions reported after COVID vaccinations, so the number could easily represent

+ 360,000 excess deaths. Some of these deaths could just be coincidence of course. ]
But the fact that the reported spontaneous abortions are very low for all other vaccines over time

- suggests the VAERS reports are only being made when the reporter believes there is an association
with a vaccine. For example, in 2019 when everyone was getting vaccinated normally, there were just 7
spontaneous abortions reported from all flu vaccines combined, and 5 of the 7 had a Day 0 onset, '
and NONE had a Day 1 onset. ‘
Indeed, the medical literature says “It is estimated that as many as 26% of all pregnancies end in
miscarriage” so if VAERS captured any of these “background events,” the numbers over 33 years would

- be higher than the graphs below indicate. , o
In other words, it’s more likely than not that these reports are reporting actual events caused by a
vaccine and the fact that different vaccines have different rates also indicates




A search for miscarriages in VAERS (search term is spontaneous abortion). The blue line is the COVID
vaccine. The next highest vaccine is the HPV vaccine, which is the second most dangerous vaccine that

- we still give to-people. The most troubling part for the medical community to explain is the second peak
at 15-30 days. IR R » ‘

For reference, here are the numbers for the COVID vaécin_es worldwide in CDC Wonder:



Stillbirth (»juery

Here'’s the qLuery results for stillbirth. A similar pattern emerges. This time, the next clOse‘st vaccine was the TDAP
vaccine (in red). Every other vaccine was insignificant, :

. Starting in_20:_12 and continuing to the present, the CDC recommended ALL mdthers get the Tdap vaccine
* during each pregnancy between 27 and 36 weeks’ gestation:

h providers support Tdap

So we are basically looking at 11 years of Tdap co‘mpé'red t0°2.5 years of the COVID vaccine. All things being equal,
we should see 4.4X more Tdap reports than COVID reports.

Instead, it is 8.75X more for the COVID vaccine on day} 0 onset reports, but actually lower than Tdap on Day 1.
So thereis-no way you can argue this is oVer-repdrtiné. If it is oVer-repérting, the ratio of COVID/TDAP reports with

a day 0 onset should be comparable to the ratio on Day 1. It's not. There is no other way to explain this other
than the vaccine caused the excess. : : : ,
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A search for stlllblrths across. all vaccines. The second most dangerous vaccine is the TDAP vaccine which
in.2017-had a total of just 2 reported stlllb|rths

More mlscarrmges for the COVID vaccme than all other vaccines in history
combined! : o

There are 3,836 reports out of 4,711 total reports for all vaccines combined in the 33 year history of
VAERS, regardless of the onset date. :

So 81% of all the reports in history are coming ffrom the COVID Qaccine!
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‘ What this means is the COVID vaccines have FOUR TIMES as many miscarriages as-all vaccines in the history of
VAERS comblned ' -

H.’ere’s a US-only comparison of Tdap Vs. EC()VID‘

For an apple-to- -apples comparison, the Tdap vaccine is recommended for all pregnant women since
2012, by the CDC and other top medical organlzatlons as noted: earller

So 11 years of Tdap \_/s. 2.5 years of COVID, yet t_he CoVID vaccine easily leaves the Tdap in the dust:
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And myocardltls reports are off the charts compared to all vaccines over all

tlme'

Here's the query for myocarditis. The COVID vaccine. makes every other vaccine in the 33 year history of VAERS
look safe.

 is Myocarditis

DTAPIPVHIB. <o HBRED) i [ MMRV 5+ TDAPIPV:
DTIPY - HEP NG, TR
DR B A0 B e UNK

m “ N A e A : 5 o 3 2




~ Shouldn’t doctors be concerned -ab(}ut this?

Doctors everYwhere should find this concerning, butf.they don’t,qare. It isn’t their problem.

Some doctors, such as Peter McCullough and James Thorp,‘ are alarmed by the numbers.
Here's an article where Peter McCullough'is interviewed. Only 29,000.views’beca‘use these types of articles are
never carried by mainstream media. o " ' C

In addition, Dr. Naomi Wolf has been a tireless advocate for how these vaccines are harming women (here’s an
episode where she talks with Dr. Thorp). ' E

How to replicate the graphs yourself in less than 60 seconds

*  Gotomedalerts.org _
. ®  Hit the big green “Search Now” link:

1. Fillout the Form as follows:

® InSection 1 (Presentva,tion Styles), select Show Graph checkbox, then select “Onset Interval”
and “Vaccines” in the dropdown menus below. NOTE: If you make a mistake and select
- “Vaccine Type” instead of “Vaccines” it won’t work. '
® InSection 2 (you will need to "Open” it), use the search box and type in “spontaneous,” hit
the Search button to the left of the search box, and then, after the results appear, simply
select “spontaneous-abortion.” ; ;




" Verify your screen looks like the screenshots above.
 Hit any of the “Find” buttons (in any the blue area) to initiate the search. '
You can then mouse over any of the data points in the graph to see values and vaccine type.
You can repeat this- process for.other sympt@ms, like “stillbirth”.

vie W

- The CDC monitoring system is inept
The CDC monitorin.g. system for VAERS did not flag spontaneous abortion or stillbirth as a POSSIBLE safaty signal.

-1 checked thé FOIA document on safety signals which:isn't available on the CDC Website';'yqu have to go to The
Epoch Times or Children’s Health Defense to.see the CDC's own safety analysis.

See this link for the data links to the CDC safety analysis.
This is embarrassing. v ,

Anyone with a working brain can look at the ‘graphs and conclude that "sOmething MIGHT be wrong” with the
COVID vaccines that deserves further study. It’s obvious.
But the CDC signal detection algorithm didn’t trigger at all. Can you believe that?

The,fact’chcckers will claim this is just over-reporting of »background events
The media will try to normalize this with féke”féd checks” like they always do.

They will say, “oh the rules changed so you have 'to report these events” or that “people are more aware
of VAERS now so there are 100X more events reported” or something like that.

‘None of this is true.

I've done p_rofes,sional surveys of healthcare workers. They are reporting more events because.... drum
roll please.... there are simply more events to report. That in itself should be a big deal.

- Can you believe that? Who'd have ever guessed? Certainly not the “fact checkers” or mainstream media
who have NEVER commissioned.a third party survey to determine why people are reporting more.



a-n
VAERS is mostly health care workers who report these events. You can teII by readmg the descriptions.

So they can’t say, “oh, this is just an mﬂux of consumer reports "

Lastly, the SHAPE of the curve for the COVID vaccme _doesn t look like other vaccines. If it was just
”overreporting,” the shape would be the same. It isn’t; the peaks are much more pronounced

There is no-way to ”spm” this. But the “fact checkers" will just say it is over-reporting by consumers
(even though the data doesn’t support rt) and never mention the shape isn’t the same.

The public will accept the ”fact check" W|thout ever readlng my article or checkmg whether the “fact
check” is true.

Where is the “correct” aualysis"

Finally, if my analysis is incorrect of the VAERS, where is the ”correct" analysis of the data explaining
how these results are ”normal”?

I'd Ioveto‘see it!
How is it that nobody has ever produced it?
Surely they must be aware of these numbers. Youvcan't not be.

" So why haven’t they analyzed the data and explamed why, citing evidence, that there is nothlng to
i worry about?

Is this’ myjob to do that for them to report these anomalies? I'm just a “misinformation spreader”
accordlng to them.

‘And they never will engage with-me in a public dialog to explain to me how | got it wrong! They say that
~ misinformation is a. problem, but they refuse to do the single most effective thmg to stop it: explain to
me how | got it wrong.

There is no way to spin this as other than a dlsaster for public health and an abject failure of the CDC’s
safety monitoring systems

The COVID vaccines have been a disaster for public health in general and these charts for mlscarnages
(aka spontaneous abortions) and stillbirths make it crystal clear that these vaccines should never have
been‘approved and especially should have never been recommended by the CDC for pregnant women.
While there needs to be an investigation into this, it is doubtful that Congress is interested in doing this
since they were pushing the vaccine on the American people SO they will not want to make themselves
look bad. » -

- The CDC won’t investigate this either.
* Neither will the mainstream media. They will all ignore this.
»Butk I thought you should know the truth. Verify It for yourself if you do‘n’t believe me.

And please, let your friends know that the us government is covenng up this, data in their own official
database
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.The Pfizer documen
o “maternal exposure; othe vaccine (lncluding through mtercourse, mhalatron, and skm contact), 53 women (21
‘ percent) inits trial suffered spontaneous abortions ”followmg BNT162b2' (Pflzer mRNA) vaccmatron"- and six

. “So, these are: absolute crlmrnals who have taken.over: the treatment the care; of the most vulnerable population

Naomi Wolf: Pflzer docs show the COVID jab murders babres in the
womb’

Naomi Wolf emphasized that the CDC promoted the C’OVID jab as safe ! for pregnant women even after
knowledge of multzple mRNA shot—znducea’ deafhs fo unborn babzes .

COVID mRNA injection‘was known to'be Iethal to: unborn bables before bemg rolled out declarmg that the RREd
company s own:- documents show |t "murders bables in the womb P : =

WoIf a Democrat who decades ago controversrally ciaimed that abortron isa ”necessary evrl shar cd her dark ,
conclusion about the jab-on Steve Bannon’s War Room earlier this month. When challenged by Bannon to back up ,
her use of the word “murder,” which he pornted out’'suggests "crlmmal elements” involved in the COVlD shot

release, Wolf affirmed that the evidence supports thrs term.

“Yes, we've brought the recelpts,” said Wolf,.pointing listeners to the Pfizer report analysis she has shared on her
website, rncludlng Pil" T Re ort 69 released in Aprll 2023 by the Food and Drug Admmlstratlon (FDA) under court

order

» Amy KeIIy, Program D|rector of the War Room/DalIyClout Pfizer Documents Analysrs PrOJect called the information

from this batch of Pfizer clinical documents; which:included a "Pregnancy and Lactatron Cumulatlve Revrew Y
“among: the most horrrfylng” to be pubhcly released s . ; i

N

'that in |ts clrnrcal tnals "adverse events” occurred in‘over 54 percent of cases of

premature Iabor and dellvery cases resulted in two newborn deaths.‘ o

' sured Bannon that "these are defrnrtely unborn babres" bemg kllled since they mvolve the death of second

: 'and thrrd trrmester chrldren, whrch even many abortlon advocates consrder to be "persons e

Desplte knowledge of these ”dlre fetal and mfant harms mcludmg death " caused by the mRNA COVID shot, both

_Pfizer:and the FDA ”began an aggressrve campalgn toi get women: vaccmated anyway,” Wolf noted upon the
: report's release o ; S e ,

She explarned to Bannon that Pflzer ‘sent th|s report tothe Centers for Dlsease Control and Prevent|on (CDC) on
Apr|l 10,2021, meanrng the CDC certamly had knowledge that the MRNA jab caused theé deaths of unborn babies.
And yet,in what Wolf descrlbed asa ”shocklng” occurrence, "three days Iater 4 Rochelle Walesnky, who was then
the CDC Drrector, “gave a press conference from the Whlte House statmg that pregnant women should take the
mRNA vaccme that itwas safe and effectrve . '.‘ .

Walensky satd at the tlme "No safety concerns were observed for people vaccmated in the thlrd trimesteror
safety. concerns for:their babies. As such, CDC recommends that pregnant people receive the COVID-19 vaccine.”
In fact; as Wolf noted Walensky declared that ”there was: no bad time to take it,” includmg before, during, and
aftera pregnancy : L Y ;

whlch is pregnant women. And when you re pregnant’ you trust your OB GYN you do what they tell you,” Wolf
told.Bannon; AP , : P



”We have all been askmg ourselves “how drd they get so many doctors and hospltals to abandon thelr S
Hippocratic Oath and their mission of healing people and do things that harmed- people?" ‘

WoIf told Bannon that evidence has recently emerged showmg "exactly how it happened ” sheddmg llght ona
carrot-and-stick approach belng used by the medlcal establlshment on doctors ‘

“For example medlcal lrcenses are bemg p_ulled from doctors who contradlct the pro Blg Pharma pro mRNA o
, vaccme stance of the establlshment LA :

Wolf pomted outthat Dr Peter: McCullough and hxs colleague John Leake recently reported o therr Substack :
“Courageous Discourse” that Dr. Pierre Kory and Dr. Paul Marik, two of the most prominent “dissident” "
doctors who have treating both COvIDandi m;urres from the COVID shots, have been sent ”d|5C|pI|nary Ietters”
from the medlcal ||censmg board : ; , .

: ._-”So they ve been put on notrce that thelr licenses can be taken away.if they continue to: tell the truth and try to
save people,” Wolf remarked. v

She went on to-explain that, on the other hand, she has uncovered welghty xncentlves for doctors to promote the
mRNAJabs

'She told how Dr James Thorp and hls w;fe procured through the Freedom of Informat|on Act (FOIA),

. o commumcatlons between the: Department of Health:and ‘Human Services (HHS).and non-governmental - -

vorgamzatlons that represent OG-GYNs showing that the “HHS was paying millions and millions of dollars” to these

(' NGOs; under-the' terms'of a contract that required OB-GYNs to “stick to the HHS$ scrlpt about the: safety and -

Aefflcacy of the emergency mjectron for pregnant women. Y

‘ Accordmg to Wolf the contract requires these doctors and entities to “give the'money. back”. if they ”start to tell
the truth to pregnant. women about the dangers and the actual risks” of the COVID shots. :

= She maintains that these financial incentives to “lie” to pregnant women about the safety of the mRNA shot, and
‘ _Hl~f|nanC|al punlshments” |f they tell the truth contmue to thls day

L Wolf began to speak out about the health risks of the mRNA shots not long after they-were released to the publlc ;
in June 2021, she was sus )unded from Twitter after raising the alarm about menstrual cycIe dlsruptlons assoaated
'v,:‘w:th the |nject|ons : : it -

- Last year, she gl oocd that;the shots have:been causing a Iarge—scale “baby:die-off” which amounts to“genocide;” "
~ after a team of 3,000. ”hrghly credentialed doctors, RNs, biostatisticians,” and “medical fraud investigators”

- “affiliated with Steven: ‘Bannon’s War Room and the Daily'Clout, a media’ company which Wolf co-founded, began to-
reV|ew the 55 OOO Pf|zer documents dxscloscd by the FDA after a court order

S Astoundmgly, the team has found from one of the released Pfizer trial reports that Pfizer reportedly “lost the.
8 records" of 234 out of 270 mRNA—lnjected women who concenved a chrld which Wolf said is a V|olat|on of the Iaw

: 'Even more shockmg is that ”of the 36 [remammg] women whose pregnanues came to term, over 80 percent of
them lost their babies [by] spontaneous abortion or mlscarrlage," she reported. - R
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Pflzer, FDA & CDC Knew D|re Harm to Bables Dr. Walensky Urged

“Vaccination for Pregnant Wome Anyway' ”
Mayl 2023 The V1g11ant Fox

”These monsters looked at whether the bables would get Sle and die.. And they saw that they did, and they kept going.”
- “Ofall the 69 reports.we now have, “this is the most dlsturblng, expressed-DailyClout CEQ Dr. Naomi Wolf.in a live strearm on
: Sunday "Because the bottom lineis, accordlng to-a new: tranche of Pflzer .documents.released just this month, this past month;:
CApril of 2023. And-these are docur ments that go biack to.April of 2021 — exactly two years ago. Both Pfizer and the FDA knew
‘that. the mRNA. COVID vaccine: caused dire fetal and mfant harms, mcludmg death nol S

Dr Wolf's commentary comes at the heels of P flzer Report 6 tltled Pfizer and FDA Knew.in Early 2021 That Pfizer mRNA -
-COVID “Vaccine” Caused Dire. Fetal and Infant Rlsks, lnc!udmg Death They Began an Aggress/ve Carnpalgn to Vaccinate v
Pregnant Women Anyway L - e e e fre e :

_Pfizer Documents An‘alysls.Project Dlrector Amy Kelly .wr.ote:

The batch-of Pfizer clinical tna/ documents released in Apni 2023 by the Food and Drug Admm/strat/on (FDA) under. court order ::
contaihs a. 5hock/ng, elght page document t/tled ”Preanaacy and Lactation Cumulal/ve Rewew” o

This’ document is among the mast harrlfy/ng yet to emerge mto pubi:c erW It revea/s that both Pf/zer and the FDA knew by early
| 2021 that Pfizer’s mRNA €OVID vaccine, BNT162b2, resulted in horrible damage to fetuses and. babies.:. " iy
- Amy Kelly detalled the ”horrlble da mage to fetuses and babies;” as sourcéd from Pflzer s Pregnancy and. Lactatlon Cumulatlve
Review: - :

. Adverse events in-over 54% of cases of ”maternal exposure” to the vaccine (248 out of 458). The Ia nguage "maternal
,exposure |mpl|es that Pflzer acknowledged mtercourse, mhalatlon, and skm contact as methods of exposure to’ its mRNA

: mjectron, as also ewdenced by Protocol Amendment 14. . Nt

* “53raports-[or 21% < -'53/248)] of spontaneous’ abortion (51)/ abortlon ( )/ abortlon mlssed (1) followmg BNT162b2 (Pflzer
© mRNA) vaccination.” :
* - Six-premature labor and delivery cases resulting in two newborn deaths.
0.19% (41/215) of babies in Pfizer’s records exposed to the company’s COVID mRNA vaccine via their mothers’ breast
- .milk were: recorded as ‘suffering from 48 different categories of adverse events.
_vThe damage and suffenng feel even more real when you narrow it down to |nd|v1dual storles

The followmg reports are from regnancy and Lactatlon Cumulat:ve Revrew |n Pflzer S own wntmg

N 15 month old. lnfant W|th medlcal hlstory of vomiting expenenced skin exfollatlon and infant irritability whlle being
breastfed (latency <7 days) The' outcome of the event’ skin exfollatron ‘was not. recovered and outcome of event’ infant
irritability’ was unknown.” e
* “A'9-month-old infant with a medical hlstory of menmgococcal vaccine and.no history of alIerg|es asthma ‘eczema or '
anaphylaxis experienced rash and urticaria a day after exposure via lactation.”
* “A day after the mother received vaccmatlon a baby developed a rash after breastfeedmg At the time of the report, the
event was ‘not recovered.”
* “An 8-month-old infant expenenced angloedema [an‘area of swelling of the lower layer of skm andtissuejust under the skin
ormucous meémbranes] one day after his mother received vaccination.”
* “There were 2 cases reporting ‘iliness’ after exposure via'breast milk’. In the flrst case a 6-month-old infant developed
" an'unspecified sickness 2 days post-mother’s vaccination. The outcome of the'event sickness was recovered, and no causality
. assessment was provided. The second' ‘case, a 3-month- old. mfant developed an unspecrfled illness and required hospitalization
for-6 days post-exposure via breast milk (>7 days latency "

Pfizer employee, Robert 1. Maroko, approved the Rev:ew wrth these homflc flndmgs on Aprll 20, 2021

"’Thls is a real person working at Pfizer, Mr, Robert T. Maroko who Iooked at th|s damage to babies, these dead babies, these
dead fetuses, these mlserably -injured babies — approved |t and sent itonto the FDA. The FDA approved it and gave it to
Rochelle Walensky and the CDC,” shared Dr. Wolf : .
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And three days later; on Aprll 23 2021, €DE: D|recto ochelle Walensky.held a press conference, WhICh klcked off an: aggresswe
campaign to get pregnant womeh vaccmated ' : :

Here s'what she said:

“No safety concerns were observed for people vaccv rm‘est‘er"or’safetyeon_f:erns ‘for’"t‘he’ir b,ahie_s\._ As such ,
- recommends that pregnant people recelve the:COVID 9vaccme DU T R E R B e e A L

“Words: farl me;" grleved Dr:Naomi Wolf

“The FDA 5|gned offon: thlS docu ment showmg dead bables sick bables dead from the injection, sick from nursing, the
spontaneous abortions;. or.dead: subsequent tothe mjectlon ‘the spontaneous abortlons, the-respiratory distress, babres :
hospitallzed These monsters. Iooked at whether the babies would; get sick and drev or whether the fetuses. would

) sponta neously abort and they did: And they saw that they did, and they kept gomg o

“This was jUSt [four] months into.the rollout,” Dr. Wolf mentioned, "And 1 want to remind you that breastfeedlng has gone .

‘ from: 34% of i moms and bables at the'start of the pandemlc to only 15% no amng that babies z are, havmg a terrlble time v
with theirmother’s breast milk: Pfizer knew they would!” she exclaimed;* Pflzerknew they would! The FDAknew they would,
and they told pregnant women and Iactatlng women to get vaccmated anyway ol

: ”At the end of thls hornflc demonlc analysrs of: all these snck and dylng bables aIl these aborted fetuses aII these ba bles ‘getting
.~ sick from porsoned breast mllk Serrously sick.. Damaged They held.a press conference .And Dr. Walensky, who:has this report .
"in-hand, who has this report in hand,” Dr. Wolf said twice with emphasis, “told the women of America and anyone else who is
hstenmg inthe world that these vaccines were safe and effective for pregnant: women and for therr babres. And that to protect:
‘ 5, they had to ) Th’ey knew They kne Absolute!y crrmmal,. R O ;

' f’fAII the harrowmg detarls of Pfrzer Regort 69 are’ avariable on Darly(:lout io.

And there are 68 other damnlng report% ejust like this one — using primary_s_ource' Pfizerdocum_en‘ts re!eaSed und_er court.
orderbythe S.FDA P IR e e L R R ROV

' 'Ywhrch detall astonishing| rangesof’ deaths, drsabmtles, and other systematlc ha
’ o'ught eep hldden from the publlc for 75 yea

» e research pt helps makes more Pﬁzer Doc :
show your support and get your handsj n thIS cntrcal mformatron in one place — by ordenng your copy today
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- Pregnant Wom n A yway |

~ The batch of Pfizer cl|n|cal trial dc
“contains a shockrng, e|ght—pag f’document trtled “

i Fetal tac ycardia (lrregular heart rate faster than 180 beats per minute
v affected newborn for five days

April 29,2023 :Amy Kelly

/ 023 by thev Food.and Drug Admlmstratron (FDA) under court order
o ancy and Lav tation Cumulatrve Review.” The data in the Cumulatlve
Rewew span o from the tlme of drug. product development to 28-FEB-2021.” A Pf|zer employee Robert T I\/laroko, approved

reveals that both P zer and the FDA knew by
_resulted in horrible amage to fetuses and: bables (Though l-arrived
iewing the document llnked here; Sonia Eluah prewously coveredsome of -
di:on Aprvl 26th on Substack and Redacted ) Pfrzer tabulated:"

over.54%: of cases of "maternal : "posure to vaccine (248 out of 458). “Maternal exposure?is defined on
pp. 1:2 as ”PTs Maternal exposure timing: unspecrfled Maternal exposure during pregnancy, Maternal exposure before
pregnancy, Exposure durlng pregnancy.” .These definitions imply that Pfizer may have been looking at damage to women.and

. “babies that could result frommtercourse lnhalatlon -and skin contact prior to pregnancy, as Pflzer defmes ”exposure” includmg

,dment 14 -t ps: //www phmpt. org/wp:-. LR 3
9100%-interim= mth6~protocol pdf pp 213 :246,398,4 5.,755;,607;,751)
378 1406 -.1522 1549 1663 1688 1813 1836 1949 1969 2081 ’ 00 "22:1“"1*’2'228 _

) that’ requwed early

”The clmlcal outcome of fetal tachycardla was unkn Sp

26 .weeks and severe resplratory dlstress
leaks out of the lung and collects between the

Newborn severe resplratory stress .(Note California: mldwn‘e EIlen Jasmer;»has;describedfekactly‘this ph'enomena happening

Revrew 19% (41/215) of babres nn Pflzer s records expose
milk were recorc

Preferred Te m:

Pyrexia IR e T : e

Offfabeluse 8




I nfé ntirritability

Rash

Diarrhoea

lliness

Insomnia -

Suppressed lactation .

Breast milk discolouration " -

Infantile vomiting

Lébthalﬁgbyv i e

s ,Pain g E ,
Peripheral coldness -

Urﬁc_aria‘

Allergy to Vacéine

Angioedema. -

""An area of sweilmg of the Iower layer of skm and tlssue _|LISt ’:

under the skin or mucous membranes: The swellmg may -

~oceur in the face; tongue, Iarynx abdomen; or. arms and legs.
: Often itds assocuated wnth hrves whnch are swellmg w1thm
- '_the upper skm ] :

Anxiety. & L

Axillary p‘a‘in‘v i

Breast pain.

I—

Breastvsw'elli"ng( S

. Chills
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Cough

Crying - o

Dysgeusia: ~ st i |l Also known as parageusia: A distortion of the sense of taste. |11 -

Dysphonia | Hoseness most frequently coused by a poblem witha

vpe'r'son’s'ydcél‘cofdéﬁv orlarynx. =

Eructation - EE s L Belching;" - ) : 1

' E’b’istta\xiys:? , N e ; bqus‘e'b[‘eéqg:,.

Eyelid ptosis © ]LDroopVevehd e e e

Fécialpara'lysis . ‘ S I AT A e Qo1

Fatigue IR Ao e ot e S g

Increased appetite.

Lymphadenopathy - - L S_Wbllentlym:r‘)ﬁ‘nodéjsi_"_ A . : < 1

Myalgia : :
| Nausea o RO

vPoorfeedinginfanty -  ' ’ S ‘; G : i 5 E P

Poor quality sleep e e T T BT

 Pruritis : o itchysking A

Restlessness - o [ s e T FE RN I S

~ Rhinorrhoea S vRu;hb‘r]y“riose.: » S B 1

Roseola . ™ ' ; ' _"An,i'r‘wlfectid'n t‘héfc‘cé‘nsca‘u'se.é;hi’g“h»feve'r followed by a rash. - 1

Skin exfoliation

Vision blurred” . S CeEE T ' o ' 1

*From Table 2 - Number of Adverse Events Reported
in Infants with ‘Exposure via Lactation’ {pp. 6-7) .

Some of the babies” suffering was serious: there were i:en “Serious Adverse Events” (SAEs) from “Exposure via Lactation.” The

. Reviewoutlines six of them (p. 7): N » ' ;
“A15-month old infant with medical history of vomiting experienced skin exfoliation and infant irritability while being
breastfed (latency <7 days). The outcome of the event ‘skin exfoliation’ was not recovered and outcome of event ‘infant

irritability’ was unknown. No causality was reported by the physician.”



10 '*‘

“A 9-month old infant-with a. medlcal hlstory of menmgococcal vaccme and no hlstory of‘allergies, asthma eczemaor
anaphylaxis experrenced rash and urticaria a day afterexp a,Iactatlon The outcome of the events was resolved’ and
: event did not’ happen after the second day No causalrty assessment was provrded " w

A day after the mother recelved vaccmat|on a baby deve__ ped:

ras[_’l af,t; breaStfeeding. At thetime of the report, the"_évent
was ‘not recovered. [Slc]Acausallty assessmentw s not provrded UL TR L R S Lo Sl

: "An 8-month old infant experienced angioedem'a fan at
mucous membranes] one day after his mother recelved va
~and the outcome at the time of the' report was unknown.—;

swe |ng of the Iower layer of skin and tlssue Just under the skm or.
ination. The event was considered non- serlous by health authonty
ocausallty was rovrded e : :

: "There were 2 cases reportmg ‘iliness” after exposure via. breast mllk’ In the flrst case; a6 month old mfant developed
‘an unspecified sickness 2 days post mother” s vaccination. The outcome of the event sickness was recovered, and no causallty
assessment was prowded The second case; a 3-month old: infant developecl an unspecrfled |Ilness and requlred
.-~ hospitalization-for 6 days post exposure via bre t mllk (>7 days Iatency . The event outcome was reported as recovermg
. and no causal' / assessment was provrded e : - :

Pflzer s Summa ectlon of the Cumulatlve Revuew states “The cases revrewed above are |ndrcat|ve of what is’
in the Pfizer safety data base as. o 28 February 2021, The sponsor (Pflzer/BloNTech) will:continue t6 monitor and report.on all
pregnancy: exposure: and lactatlon cases. Itis; |mportant to note that the spontaneous safety data base is: mtended for hypothe5|s
’fgeneratlon and not: hypothe5|s testlng ? (p 7) . :

s Desplte Pflzer and the FDA ki wun by Apr 20 2021 the extent of damage to fetuses and bables mcludmg the fact that ©
fetuses:and: newborns had dled on:Aprll 23, 2021, mexplscably Dr Rochelle Walensky held a White House' press bnefing :
- ‘where she: recommended pr nant women get vaccmated (https //www verywellhealth com/pregnant women covrd— R
VACE ne-5092509) g : o . : .

' Please read this damning “Pregnancy and Lactation Cumulative Review”. -
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' Shockmg FOIA Results: $11 Mllllon to Brlbe OB-GYNs to Lle tO
Moms About Safety of MRNA-Vaccmes

August 4,2023 DaxlyClout

Dr. Naomi Wolf interviews Dr. James Thorp Dr: Thorp revea!s FOIA results: $11 mllllon to brlbe OB GYNs
to lie to moms about often abortn‘auent MRNA |njectlons P .

“https: //rumble com/v34nme9 shockmg 'OJa‘results 11~m:lhon~to brlbe ob gvns to Ile to moms aboutm
safe.html - D SRR ST R S -

Dr. Thorpe is noted as one of the top OB/Gyn'$ in the nation.’



Government Gave M|I||ons To Top Reproductlve Health Org To
Promote COVID-19 Vaccmes To Pregnant Women

SEP.08, 2023 Megan Redshaw, J.D.

' The premier professronal membershlp organization for obstetru:lans and gynecologists accepted $11.8 mrlllon
from the Department of Health and Human. Servrces (HHS) to promote COVID-19 vaccines to pregnant
women, despite the exclusion of pregnant women from clinical trials and regulatory data showmg the vaccine
had not been tested for safety durmg pregnancv

To learn more about COVID-19-funding received by the Amerlcan Col!ege of Obstetr|C|ans and Gynecologists
(ACOG) during the pandemic and what prompted the ‘organization’s guidance on COVID-19 vaccines for pregnant
women, Dr. James Thorp, a board- certlfled obstetncran-gynecologmt and maternal-fetal medlcme phystuan made '
a Freedom of Informatlon Act (FOIA) request in 2022 to HHS. £ o -

: ”My request was srmple. It sought onlyto obtam documents mvolvmg the three 'Cooperatwe Agreement’ grants -
k ;’,,_HHS/CDC made to ACOG during the pandemic, ‘one of which was for: $11.8 million; Ilsted on a publlcly acce55|ble
~_open data sourc 3 for federal spendlng, USASPEND NG gov,# Thorp toId The Epoch Tlmes

Documents obtamed by Dr Thorp show ACOG on Feb 1 2021 was awarded the flrst of three cooperatlve
t agreement grants by HHS and the CDC. The. receipt of COVID-19 grant money was. contlngent upan ACOG yielding
' ded by the CDC to the agency:-and-ACOG’s full compllance with' CDC gurdance. y

\ "’This isa cooperatlve agreement, and €DC will have substantrai programmatlc mvolvement after the award i
made. ial. involvement is: in addition to all post-award monltormg, techmcal ass:stance, and :
iews: undertaken in the normal course of stewardshlp of federal funds, i the documents

» : "__'S foundmg member
Amerlcans An archlved HHS webpage
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j_‘;_ﬁﬂﬂﬂ Encnuraues MEIIIIIBI‘S t(l ‘Entnusiastmallv BBGOIIIIIIEIIII Vaccmatmn

Former CDC: Dlrector Dr Rochelle Walensky, on: Apnl 23; 2021 anno ed for the ﬁrst t|me dunng a Whlte White House
. j‘COViD .19 bnefmg the agency was: recommendmg all pregnant womeh get’ vaccmated desplte limited: data on the
yi"safety of the_shot asrpregnant women werenot lncluded in COVIDH19 vaccine chnlcal trlals RN RS

D, Walensky sald her deC|S|on was basedf n prell _ ary flndlng pubhshed ln The New Enleand Journai f . B
y Medrcme on the use of COVID 19: vaccmes dunng the ﬁrst : 1iweeks of the vaccine roIIout Dhbe i

”We know that thlS |s a deeply personal declsmn, and I encourage people to talk to thelr doctors and thelr '
prlmary care provnders to determine what is best for them and for therr baby,” Dr. WaIensky said.

ACOG on JuIy 30, 2021 along with the Socrety of Maternal Fetal Medlcme (SMFM) began ecommendmg COVID-
‘_,19 vaccmat;on |n pregnancy g

{ACOG, founded:in'1951; is-the leadlng organlzatlon representlng physmans and spemallsts in obstetrlcal care with
over. 60 000 members ACOG sets: the standard ‘of:care for pregnant women and obstetrlcran—gynecologrsts o
) genera IIy fo ) ]

. ACOG’s form’er pre51dent Dr J Martm Tucker, ina statement on the organlzatron s: websnte, encouraged members=
enthu5|ast|cally recommend vaccmatlon" to thelr pregnant patxents and to emphasue the ”known safety‘of the ‘

r that pregnan people need to feel confldent in the decismn to choose vaccmatlon, and a strong

'recommendatron from’ thelr obstetnc;an—gynecologlst could make'a meanmgful dlfference for many pregnant

. \.;people " Tucker added ”Pregnant individuals-should feel conf"dent that choosmg COVID 19 vaccmat n not onIy
o p protects them but also protects thelr families. and communities; " he added i R

'J’Dr erlvram Grobman, pre5|dent ofSMFM sa|d experts in high- risk pregnancy should “strongly recommend”
~pregnant women get vaccinated and that vaccmat:on is “safe before, durmg, or after pregnancy," desplte the
absence of-clinical tnal data. ... L

Read more here...“ N




