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QUESTION PRESENTED
Lifelong vaccine injury rates spiral today above 60%, proving the
trajectory that America’s collapse to chronic illness is mathematically
imminent. A mathematical trajectory can be so shocking it is dismissed
outright on no grounds other than raw disbelief, but the math remains true
nonetheless. That is the situation here and now. Math proves the
President’s vaccine program is the kill shot to America. There is no
circumstance more extraordinary (clearly deserving of mandamus), than
the imminent destruction of our Nation by the very office of its President.
Disbelief aside, simply acknowledge the math. See App. E, 97a (Science
Graphs). It proves we are witnessing an absolute constitutional crisis.
The District Court dismissed this scientifically vetted national
security case on standing grounds by disregarding the most important
allegations in the verified complaint that did establish standing.
Petitioners (“Healthiest Americans”) are in the fully unvaccinated
scientific control group, statistically the healthiest citizens by >1,000%.
Staggering! America’s confirmed national data show more than half of
vaccinated citizens are disabled and dying prematurely (i.e., heart disease,
cancer, autoimmune disorders). Control groups prove causation, and
routinely change our entire perspective of pharmaceutical side effects. This
i

case advocates for the control group’s right to exist and not go extinct.
Helping our country heal, Healthiest Americans are learning that
America’s dependence upon vaccines is teaching us valuable lessons about
this relationship with biotech. Our Nation has never faced an infectious
disease threat anywhere near as threatening as the current vaccine-caused
mass disability pandemic. The District Court erred by acting as if the
scientifically vetted pleadings were untrue, as if Federal courts had no
power to save America from self-destruction by protecting scientific control
groups necessary to resolve emergencies.
In 2021, the government administers more than 100 vaccines on an
American during his lifetime. Increasing vaccine injury rates prove the
trajectory that America’s collapse to chronic illness is mathematically
imminent unless we learn. The government acknowledges that zero
unvaccinated control group studies have ever been published by the
government.
In this regard, since 1963, the national vaccine program is the
President’s human medical experiment. POTUS vigorously develops,
approves, purchases, promotes, and administers mandatory vaccines while
federally funding US parties to enforce nationwide vaccine mandates (and
now vaccine identification) as a condition to societal participation.

ii

Government data prove sanitation and healthy lifestyle, not vaccines,
protect all Americans. The fully unvaccinated control group is thriving
mentally and physically at >95% complete health for life, but these citizens
are less than 0.3% of our population and shrinking (only about 830,000
remain unexposed). The President’s warp speed vaccination and tracking
program currently threatens the control group’s right to exist in America.
Thus, the District Court denied the scientific method.
1.

On a Rule 12(b) dismissal motion, did the District Court commit

clear and indisputable error by abruptly dismissing this national security
case on the pretense that Healthiest Americans’ verified specific allegations
that have established standing had not been made at all?
PARTIES TO THE PROCEEDINGS
Petitioners (plaintiffs in the District Court, and mandamus
petitioners in the Court of Appeals) are Joy Garner, individually and on
behalf of The Control Group; Joy Elisse Garner, individually and as parent
of J.S. and F.G.; Evan Glasco, individually and as parent of F.G.; Traci
Music, individually and as parent of K.M. and J.S.; Michael Harris,
individually and as parent of S.H.; and Nicole Harris, individually and as
parent of S.H.
Respondent is the United States District Court for the Eastern District
iii

of California. Respondent also includes the President of the United States
of America, in his official capacity.
CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT
Petitioners submit the following statement of corporate interests and
affiliations for the use of the Justices of this Court: Petitioners have no
corporate interests. Petitioners are not a publicly-held corporation or other
publicly-held entity. Petitioners have no stock, so no publicly-held
corporation or entity owns any stock in Petitioners.
Dated: August 26, 2021
Respectfully submitted,
GREGORY J. GLASER
RAY L. FLORES II

GREGORY J. GLASER
COUNSEL OF RECORD for Petitioners
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No. __________
IN THE

Supreme Court of the United States
In re Joy Garner, individually and on behalf of The Control Group et al.,
Petitioners,

ON PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS
TO THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS

Petitioners (“Healthiest Americans”) respectfully petition for a writ of
mandamus to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of
California. "The first writ of mandamus is ... said to be a writ of discretion.
But the discretion of a court always means a sound, legal discretion, not an
arbitrary will. If the applicant makes out a proper case, the court are bound
to grant it. They can refuse justice to no man." Marbury v. Madison, 5 U.S.
(1 Cranch) 137, 153 (1803) (Reporter’s Notes).

1

OPINIONS BELOW
The opinion of the District Court dismissing the case with prejudice is
reported as Garner v. Biden, No. 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP, 2021 U.S. Dist.
LEXIS 33862 (E.D. Cal. Feb. 22, 2021). The opinion of the Court of
Appeals denying the petition for writ of mandamus is reported as Garner v.
United States Dist. Court for the E. Dist. of Cal. (In re Garner), No. 2170925, 2021 U.S. App. LEXIS 14284 (9th Cir. May 13, 2021).
JURISDICTION
Jurisdiction is in equity. The jurisdiction of this Court is also invoked
under 28 U.S.C. § 1651. The order of the Court of Appeals was entered on
May 13, 2021.

STATEMENT
1.

Healthiest Americans duly served approximately 5,000 pages of

pre-litigation scientific materials on the White House and Department of
Justice in Autumn 2020. Receipt was confirmed the same month, but
Healthiest Americans received zero substantive response after waiting
patiently three months. Accordingly, the district court case was
commenced, as Healthiest Americans filed the Verified Petition seeking

2

declaratory relief (declare an emergency) and a preliminary injunction (to
uphold informed refusal and thereby safeguard the scientific method).
2.

Incorporated by reference1 with the Verified Petition, Healthiest

Americans concurrently filed their Requests for Judicial Notice proving the
national health crisis is caused by dangerous vaccines sourced primarily
from Communist China, and that the control group of unvaccinated
Americans (necessary to the scientific method) is threatened with imminent
extinction. VP/FAVP ¶ 24.
Healthiest Americans also incorporated by reference2 their Motion for
Preliminary Injunction. Supported by highly qualified experts, the motion
makes the case for the scientific method (comparing vaccinated to
unvaccinated). Healthiest Americans’ evidence plainly proved that the
unvaccinated are the healthiest people in the Nation by exponential
amounts (specifically, the unvaccinated are >1,000% (more than ten
times!) healthier than the vaccinated). App. 97a (Science Graphs).

The First Amended Verified Petition (“FAVP”) incorporates by
reference the Requests for Judicial Notice (“PRJN”), including for example
FAVP ¶ 64 “incorporated Requests for Judicial Notice.” The FAVP refers 16
times to the PRJNs.
1

The FAVP incorporates by reference the Motion for Preliminary
Injunction, including for example FAVP ¶ 4, note 1 (“See Petitioner Joy
Garner’s Declaration (‘Garner Declaration’) In Support of Motion for
Preliminary Injunction”). The FAVP refers 11 times to the Motion for
Preliminary Injunction.
2

3

3.

Our Nation has never faced an infectious disease threat

anywhere near as devastating or threatening as our Nation’s current
vaccine-caused disability pandemic. This is confirmed in Healthiest
Americans’ requests for judicial notice.
4.

The court set an accelerated briefing schedule over Healthiest

Americans’ express objections that the case was being unfairly fast-tracked
for dismissal. See Status Conference Hearing Transcript (Feb. 1, 2021),
page 4, lines 4-7, and page 9 line 14 through page 10, line 5.
5.

On February 10, 2021, POTUS filed his motion to dismiss the

action on the grounds of lack of standing, yet admitting: “A facial motion to
dismiss, such as this one, assumes the truth of the well-pled facts in the
complaint.” Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss (Feb. 10, 2021), Page 6, lines
18-20.
6.

A hearing was held on George Washington’s Birthday (February

22, 2021) in the District Court on the three motions. The Transcript of the
hearing shows that the District Court judge did not acknowledge or respect
Healthiest Americans’ extraordinary evidence showing that vaccines are
causing the collapse of the United States, but rather summarily discharged
the case from the docket based on a ‘standing’ argument unsupported by
the record. App. 3a (District Court Order).

4

7.

Healthiest Americans promptly filed with the Ninth Circuit a

petition for writ of mandamus to overturn the dismissal, along with a
regular notice of appeal being briefed presently. The petition for writ of
mandamus was declined without substantive comment. App. 1a.
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
A writ of mandamus is warranted when a party establishes that (1)
the “right to issuance of the writ is ‘clear and indisputable,’ ” (2) the party
has “no other adequate means to attain the relief ” sought, and (3) “the writ
is appropriate under the circumstances.” Cheney v. United States Dist.
Court, 542 U.S. 367, 380-381 (2004) (citation omitted). Indeed, mandamus
is reserved for “exceptional circumstances amounting to a judicial
‘usurpation of power.’ ” Id. at 380 (citation omitted).3 Those are the

"[B]ecause mandamus ‘is one of the most potent weapons in the
judicial arsenal, three conditions must be satisfied before it may issue’….
‘These hurdles, however demanding, are not insuperable.’ [] They simply
reserve the writ "for really extraordinary causes." [] (quoting Ex parte
Fahey, 332 U.S. 258, 259-60, 67 S. Ct. 1558, 91 L. Ed. 2041 (1947)). ‘The
clearest traditional office of mandamus and prohibition has been to control
jurisdictional excesses, whether the lower court has acted without power or
has refused to act when it had no power to refuse.’ 16 Charles Alan Wright
et al., Federal Practice and Procedure § 3933.1 (3d ed.) [hereinafter Wright
& Miller]. That was true at common law. See 3 William Blackstone,
Commentaries (explaining the writ of prohibition issued to ‘any inferior
court, commanding them to cease’ a case that did ‘not belong to that
jurisdiction.)” In re Gee, 941 F.3d 153, 157-58 (5th Cir. 2019).
3
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circumstances of this case.
First, the District Court had no discretion to ignore the most
important allegations in the verified petition establishing jurisdiction and
the dire national security emergency. Healthiest Americans cannot be
forced to participate in the President’s medical experiment -- Healthiest
Americans’ right to exist unmolested is clear and indisputable.
All vaccines are experimental, as confirmed in Petitioners’ Requests
for Judicial Notice, such as this government admission, “... studies designed
to examine the long-term effects of the cumulative number of vaccines or
other aspects of the immunization schedule have not been conducted.”
INSTITUTE OF MEDICINE. 2013. The Childhood Immunization Schedule and
Safety: Stakeholder Concerns, Scientific Evidence, and Future Studies.
Washington, DC: The National Academies Press.
https://doi.org/10.17226/13563.
Frankly, the era of vaccines as ‘sacred cow’ is ending this decade – a
telling sign, as recently admitted by Dr. Anthony Fauci live on CSPAN, is
that about 40% of government scientists declined the Covid vaccine.
Natural immunity is our foundation and future that most Americans are
scientifically predicted to choose as new control group evidence continues
to come to light.

6

It is irrational for a court to ignore the “vaccine passport" plans now
being implemented throughout the Nation. POTUS is massively increasing
these electronic "track n' trace" programs through his "public private
partnerships" with our nation's largest corporations and schools, who now
openly declare their intention to refuse an education, employment, food,
services, public transportation, and more to anyone who has not been
injected with gene altering Covid-19 vaccines. The people are saying only an
irrational court would fail to recognize POTUS is forcing a dystopian
agenda upon nonconsenting Americans, and SCOTUS is silent.
Second, to prevent imminent destruction of control group evidence
(i.e., to preserve the unvaccinated from molestation), there is no other
adequate means to relief other than a federal court order immediately
protecting the control group from mandatory vaccination. Myriad Federal
and local government actors have different laws and rules mandating and
coercing the President’s 60-year medical experiment. Most of us have
suffered more than enough. America needs a national informed consent
exemption (NICE), as Healthiest Americans politely request.
The District Court argued that Healthiest Americans may only sue the
actual enforcers of the Executive's vaccine agenda, and therefore lack
standing to sue the President. In addition to all of Healthiest Americans’

7

factual allegations showing that this vaccine agenda is that of the Executive,
the District Court also missed the fact that Healthiest Americans
complained of more than just the "vaccine mandates". Healthiest
Americans very directly complained that, with or without enforcement of
any "mandates", the Executive's vaccine-agenda is currently decimating the
American population. App. 12a (Petitioner Report).
Third, the imminent destruction of our Nation caused by mandatory
vaccination is an extraordinary circumstance deserving mandamus. The
Article II and III branches should be eager for the opportunity, and must
not shirk the responsibility, to review scientific evidence to save America.
There is no better time for this action to be taken. There is no better case.
There is no better reason. The unvaccinated hold the key to health,
America’s greatest future yet.
In summary, coercing American citizens (through discrimination and
loss of other fundamental rights) into serving as subjects in medical
experiments is not a ‘lawful’ or ‘valid’ action of any branch of government,
whether state or federal. The President’s premise that he cannot ‘lawfully’
interfere with unconstitutional discrimination, which is systemic,
nationwide, and causing the imminent collapse of this Nation through
destruction of the health of its people, is without foundation. Further, the
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Article III Judiciary is empowered, independent of Article II, to ‘interfere’
with such unconstitutional actions.
Notably, it does not make sense that informed consent is categorized
by the President as not being in the public interest, and that government
clamoring to inject everyone with experimental mRNA in their bodies is
immediately a so-called ‘complete success’ and ‘not genetic manipulation’.
Mandates, and the institutions that propagate them, are
hemorrhaging credibility with the American people. For example, to claim
the existence of a so-called ‘pandemic of the unvaccinated’, the CDC
disingenuously included hospitalization and mortality data from January
2021 when the vast majority of the United States population was Covid-19
unvaccinated during that timeframe. For example, January 1, 2021, only
0.5% of the U.S. population had received a COVID shot. Fortunately, Fox
News easily exposed this propaganda.4
Further exposure of the propaganda comes from real-world data (and
real time reporting from both institutional and independent sources) in
areas with high COVID vaccination rates (such as Israel, Scotland, and

Ingraham, L (2021). Doctor Who Did Early Research On Covid
Vaccine. FOX NEWS. https://video.foxnews.com/v/videoembed.html?video_id=6266738894001.
4

9

Massachusetts), which emphasizes that the American people are finding
credible information at odds with official government narratives:
On August 1, 2021, the director of Israel’s Public Health Services
announced half of all COVID-19 infections were among the fully
vaccinated.5 And August 5, 2021, the director of the Herzog Hospital in
Jerusalem appeared on Channel 13 News, reporting that 95% of severely ill
COVID-19 patients are fully vaccinated, and that they make up 85% to 90%
of COVID-related hospitalizations overall.6
In Scotland, official data on hospitalizations and deaths show 87% of
those who have died from COVID-19 in the third wave that began in early
July were vaccinated.7
A CDC investigation of an outbreak in Barnstable County,
Massachusetts, between July 6 through July 25, 2021, found 74% of those

Israel sees waning coronavirus vaccine effectiveness. BLOOMBERG
NEWS (August 1, 2021).
https://www.bostonglobe.com/2021/08/01/nation/israel-sees-waningcoronavirus-vaccine-effectiveness/.
5

Fleetwood, J. Vaxxed Make Up ’85-90% of the Hospitalizations’ from
Covid Infection in Israel: Dr. Kobi Haviv. AMERICAN FAITH. (August 8,
2021). https://americanfaith.com/vaxxed-make-up-85-90-of-thehospitalizations-from-covid-infection-in-israel-dr-kobi-haviv/.
6

Exclusive - Covid-19 are rising and official data shows 87% of the
people who have died were vaccinated. DAILY EXPOSE (July 29, 2021).
https://dailyexpose.co.uk/2021/07/29/87-percent-covid-deaths-arevaccinated-people/.
7
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who received a diagnosis of COVID19, and 80% of hospitalizations, were
among the fully vaccinated, as most (but not all), had the Delta variant of
the virus.8 Since we do not have a population that is 74% fully-COVIDvaccinated, this would mean the vaccines only increase the odds of being
infected with covid.
Doctors who write about these matters are often threatened and
censored, such as Dr. Joseph Mercola, who features where government data
shows the mathematical advantage of natural immunity:9

Brown CM et al. Outbreak of SARS-CoV-2 Infections, Including
COVID-19 Vaccine Breakthrough Infections, Associated with Large Public
Gatherings — Barnstable County, Massachusetts, July 2021. MMWR
MORB MORTAL WKLY REP 2021;70:1059-1062.
https://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/volumes/70/wr/mm7031e2.htm?s_cid=mm7
031e2_w; Lovelace, B. CDC study shows 74% of people infected in
Massachusetts Covid outbreak were fully vaccinated. CNBC NEWS. (July
30, 2021). https://www.cnbc.com/2021/07/30/cdc-study-shows74percent-of-people-infected-in-massachusetts-covid-outbreak-were-fullyvaccinated.html.
8

Mercola, J. Delta Variant: Natural Immunity 700% Better Than the
Vaccine. (July 27, 2021). https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/
archive/2021/07/27/covid-19-delta-variant-natural-immunity.aspx
(accessed August 5, 2021). See also Mercola, J. (August 4, 2021). Why I
Am Deleting All Content After 48 Hours. https://articles.mercola.com/
sites/articles/archive/2021/08/04/why-im-deleting-all-content-after-48hours.aspx (“These will be removed to appease the individuals in power
who have an arsenal of overwhelming tools at their disposal, and are
actively engaged in using them. COVID-19 has activated and authorized
emergency powers that have weakened our constitutional rights. Sadly,
cyberwarfare and authoritarian forces are beyond our abilities to withstand,
and this is now our only way forward.”)
9
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Data presented to the Israeli Health Ministry July 17, 2021,
revealed that, of the more than 7,700 COVID-19 cases
reported since May 2021, only 72 occurred in people who
had previously had COVID-19 — a rate of less than 1%. In
contrast, more than 3,000 cases — or approximately 40% —
occurred in people who had received a COVID-19 vaccine. In
other words, those who were vaccinated were nearly 700%
more likely to develop COVID-19 than those who had natural
immunity from a prior infection — and this is largely in
response to the Delta variant, which has led to increasing
infections in Israel.
FACTUAL BASIS FOR PETITION
A.

Healthiest Americans’ Right To Exist Unmolested Is
Clear and Indisputable.
1.

The District Court Committed Reversible Error of
Law and Fact by Dismissing the Case at Warp
Speed Rather Than Acknowledging as True
Healthiest Americans’ Most Important
Allegations.

By law, the District Court had no discretion to ignore the most
important allegations in the verified petition establishing jurisdiction and
the dire national security emergency.10

Bell Atlantic Corp. v. Twombly, 550 U.S. 544, 570 (2007), and
Ashcroft v. Iqbal, 556 U.S. 662, 678 (2009) (a claim is sufficient to
withstand a motion to dismiss under Rule 12(b)(6) of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure when, accepting as true the facts alleged in the complaint
but not any legal conclusions, the claim has “facial plausibility,” that is, it
allows the court “to draw the reasonable inference that the defendant is
liable for the misconduct alleged.”) Here, if the District Court wished to
question the validity of any of the factual allegations, Healthiest Americans
10
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The District Court acted as if the pleadings were untrue. The math
shows the majority (>60%) of people who are injected with vaccines are
seriously injured by them, and this Nation's people are being decimated by
them. It is impossible the District Court accidentally overlooked such
staggering claims. Regardless of the reason for overlooking/ignoring the
factual allegations, this is an incorrect method of disposing of a complaint
on a Rule 12(b) motion.
Although the District Court summarily claimed it took all allegations
as true and in Healthiest Americans’ favor (see App. 6a at lines 24-26), the
transparent reality is that the judge ruled instead upon a perception of the
case outside the pleadings. For example, the District Court’s reference to
First Am. Compl. at ¶ 52(a) was misquoted out of context. The actual
context stated the President is “vigorously involved” in government
mandates that only the President can remedy nationwide to save America.
FAVP ¶ 52, pages 30-31.
The unvaccinated control group is more than ten times healthier than
the vaccinated! While most (>60%) vaccinated people are suffering and
dying prematurely, nearly all unvaccinated people (>94%) are perfectly

were entitled to a hearing, at a minimum on their Request for Judicial
Notice proving the factual allegations are in fact, true.
13

healthy. This is staggering evidence indeed. The unvaccinated control group
is necessary to the scientific method and is on the immediate precipice of
extinction. Healthiest Americans cannot be forced to participate in the
President’s medical experiment -- Healthiest Americans’ right to exist
unmolested is clear and indisputable.11
The Thirteenth Amendment brings unique focus to the case, as it
forbids any form of involuntary servitude (including involuntary human
medical experiments). The Thirteenth Amendment is also the only
constitutional provision that specifically identifies any method of enforcing
the protections codified by the Nuremberg Code within the USA. If we
cannot be protected from involuntary service as subjects in federally

See, e.g., Cruzan v. Director, Missouri Department of Health, 497
U.S. 261, 279 (1990) ("It cannot be disputed that the Due Process Clause
protects an interest in life as well as an interest in refusing [] medical
treatment.”); Union Pac. Ry. Co. v. Botsford, 141 U.S. 250, 251, 11 S. Ct.
1000, 35 L. Ed. 734 (1891) ("No right is held more sacred, or is more
carefully guarded by the common law, than the right of every individual to
the possession and control of his own person, free from all restraint or
interference of others, unless by clear and unquestionable authority of
law."); Guertin v. Michigan, 912 F.3d 907, 918-21 (6th Cir. 2019)
(“fundamental right [to] bodily integrity” in abundant US Supreme Court
precedents describing the current state of American law); Kanuszewski v.
Mich. HHS, 927 F.3d 396, 420 (6th Cir. 2019) (appeals court found the
fundamental right of informed consent so robust that it was necessary to
reverse the District Court in a case of first impression re informed consent
in blood collection because the “fundamental right to direct [] medical
care…[triggers] strict scrutiny”).
11
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'approved' human medical experiments under the Thirteenth Amendment,
then what does the Thirteenth Amendment mean exactly?12
Petitioners’ Requests for Judicial Notice establish conclusively that
vaccines meet the dictionary definition of “experimental”, because the
government acknowledges it has literally zero numbers to justify the
vaccine program. Specifically, the government acknowledges it has never
studied or considered vaccinated versus unvaccinated numbers. See, e.g.,
PRJN2, section 15. Even the government-designed vaccine injury
accounting system (VAERS) has a 99% failure rate. PRJN2, section 16.
There should be no amount of FDA blessings that can be sufficient to force
a court to ignore the dictionary definition of “experimental”.
Case law precedent (as sufficiently pled by Healthiest Americans)
proves federal courts routinely order POTUS and Governors to take action

The President’s argument that the Thirteenth Amendment is no bar
to coerced, and therefore, involuntary service in medical experiments, is
obvious fallacy. The Thirteenth Amendment is self-executing. Contrary to
the President’s arguments, Congress has never attempted to claim authority
to extinguish enforceability of the Thirteenth Amendment, or to in any way
render it otherwise inoperative or limited, merely because Congress saw fit
to provide a specific enabling act for it. In other words, the President
argued that, so long as it is being violated in this particular way, the people
have no protection under the Thirteenth Amendment because Congress has
yet to 'enable' the Thirteenth Amendment to provide a specific remedy for
involuntary/coerced human medical experimentation. The President’s
legal position renders meaningless 28 U.S.C. § 2201 ("Creation of
Remedy").
12
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on both small specific matters (i.e., ordering POTUS to issue a specific pay
raise)13 and big general matters (i.e., enforcing desegregation of schools
nationwide with ongoing judicial supervision; ordering a Governor to use
his discretion to clean up dilapidated conditions in prisons with ongoing
judicial supervision)14.
As with Brown v. Bd. of Educ., 347 U.S. 483, 495 (1954) (first
declaring nationwide ‘separate is not equal’, then in the years afterwards
fashioning injunctive relief), declaratory relief is the first thing the District
Court should have ruled upon, because well fashioned declaratory relief can

Nat'l Treasury Emps. Union v. Nixon, 160 U.S. App. D.C. 321, 492
F.2d 587 (D.C. Cir. 1974) (upholding mandamus against the President to
require a pay raise), “The discretionary-ministerial distinction concerns the
nature of the act or omission under review not the official title of the
defendant. No case holds that an act is discretionary merely because the
President is the actor.”
13

Coleman v. Schwarzenegger, 922 F. Supp. 2d 882, 1003 (E.D. Cal.
2009) (granting plaintiffs’ request for ongoing federal court monitoring and
active intervention to stop discrimination, because scientific risk
assessment supported Orders to Show Cause and follow-up orders to
remedy prison population-wide deterioration of health due to unmitigated
constitutional violations). Federal courts are supposed to actively intervene
(even over lengthy periods of time if needed) to safeguard constitutional
rights. See also Aguayo v. Richardson, 473 F.2d 1090 (2d Cir. 1973)
(granting mandamus to welfare parents and children, such that the penalty
of an otherwise mandatory health and safety program was temporarily
stayed; emphasizing the utility of 'controlled experiment' science, implicitly
criticizing one-size-fits-all health and safety policy).
14
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“create the remedy” and “terminate the controversy.”15 Respectfully, the
District Court’s erroneous reasoning is that declaratory relief cannot issue
without injunctive because the District Court must be powerless to stop
States from mandating human medical experimentation:
“Even if the court granted the declaratory or injunctive relief sought
by plaintiffs, it would not invalidate the provisions of California law -- or
similar provisions in other states’ laws -- which allegedly require students
to be vaccinated in order to attend school. (See First Am. Compl. at ¶¶
40(h), 41(h).)” See App. 10a at lines 10-15.16
In other words, the District Court found that, in advance of the
creation of any remedy (via a declaration of rights) Healthiest Americans
must be denied any opportunity to create a remedy, on grounds that

28 U.S.C. § 2201 (“Creation of Remedy”) states, “any court of the
United States, upon the filing of an appropriate pleading, may declare the
rights and other legal relations of any interested party seeking such
declaration, whether or not further relief is or could be sought.” See also
Fed. R. Civ. P. 57 Notes of Advisory Committee (“A declaratory judgment is
appropriate when it will ‘terminate the controversy’ giving rise to the
proceeding.”).
15

In its Order, the District Court also appears to have unwittingly
mocked the very idea of informed consent for Americans when it criticized
the request for relief to “establish a national informed consent system
whereby ‘vaccines shall not be administered unless the patient has reviewed
the actual numerical increased risks of disease, disability, and death
associated with exposure to vaccines’ in the short and long term.” App. 10a
at lines 2-6.
16
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enforcement of remedy (injunctive relief) is not available in advance of the
creation of that remedy via declaratory relief. This is circular and
backwards logic. To claim that one must already have their remedy in hand
before seeking the "creation of a remedy" through declaratory relief, is to
claim that 28 U.S.C. § 2201 ("Creation of Remedy") does not exist at all.17
Another example of clear and simple error is the District Court’s
statement, “how such an order would compensate plaintiffs for their past
injuries.” App. 10a at lines 7-8. Healthiest Americans never made a request
for compensatory damages.
Healthiest Americans lay this plea to our Article III Supreme Court to
remember well and remember now the maxim of law that shapes courts of
equity through the ages:
ubi jus ibi remedium
“where there is a right, there is a remedy”
At the hearing on George Washington’s Birthday, there was a
discussion of the case Juliana v. United States, 947 F.3d 1159 (9th Cir.
2020), which must be understood in context, because the instant Control
Group case is pled differently and much more narrowly, namely, with a
single possible culprit alleged (the President’s medical experiment) rather
than Juliana’s wide variety of possible causes that may or may not be
responsible for a wide variety of harms and that may or may not be (and
indeed were not) attributable to the President. The Juliana plaintiffs asked
for decades of unlimited and vague judicial supervision over “climate
change.” By contrast, Healthiest Americans in this case ask for limited,
short-term, and specific relief, namely a single court order upholding the
well-defined law and ethic of informed refusal for all Americans regarding
the President’s human medical experiment.
17
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Healthiest Americans respectfully request the remedy now, before it
is too late to save America. See App. D, 12a (Report) and App. E, 97a
(Science Graphs). Government data proves vaccines falsely took the credit
away from engineers for protecting America.
The government’s VAERS system for tracking vaccine injury has a
99% underreporting rate, and has currently tallied over 13,000 Covid
vaccine deaths in a matter of 7 months, which is evidence the government’s
gene altering Covid vaccine can easily be killing millions of Americans
already, especially as long-term vaccine harm manifests over time.
Meanwhile, undersigned counsel finds zero reported Covid virus deaths or
even hospitalizations among entirely unvaccinated Americans. History is
watching. There is no rational way to ignore this unprecedented culling of
vaccinated Americans.
2.

The District Court Committed Reversible Error Of
Law And Fact By Failing To Acknowledge As True
Healthiest Americans’ Stated Causal Connections
Between (a) The Vaccine-Induced Collapse Of The
USA By Federally-Managed Mandated Vaccines
From Communist China, And (b) The Office Of
The President That Federally Manages Mandatory
Vaccination Across Multiple Departments.

The national vaccine program is the President’s human medical
experiment. All of the States are entwined with, and do execute, the vaccine
policies of POTUS. The law recognizes that POTUS can be sued for actions
19

of subordinates that POTUS knows, or reasonably should know, cause
subordinates to violate rights.18
Applied to this case, see especially the following excerpts from the
pleadings, proving standing:
• FAVP ¶¶ 52-53, “Subordinate Executive Agencies are
vigorously involved in vaccine licensing, recommendation,
promotion, and product sales…. The President is the Chief
Executive of the Subordinate Executive Agencies that are
vigorously involved in the Predicament. State and their local
health agencies adapt and require federally approved public
health policies (“Policy”) to be mandated (hereinafter "Govt.
Mandates"). Govt. Mandates are the final expression of
federally approved public health policies which together
contribute to the Pandemic.”
• FAVP ¶ 61, “Only Respondent as President of the United
States of America and Commander in Chief of the Armed
Forces (and this Court in respect of him) has the authority to
protect Petitioners from the myriad and ever-shifting
initiatives to vaccinate every individual in America as much
as possible, which initiatives have stoked hatred and
vilification of unvaccinated Americans. See [PRJN2]. By
promoting and supporting mass vaccination programs,
including but not limited to the annual influenza vaccine
program, and Covid-19 vaccination, Respondent has
emboldened Subordinate Executive Agencies to exacerbate
the Predicament.”

See, e.g., Congressional Research Service (2021). United States
Constitution Annotated, Art. II, Sec. III, The President As Law Enforcer.
https://www.law.cornell.edu/constitution-conan/article-2/section-3/thepresident-as-law-enforcer (“The general rule, as stated by the Court, is that
when any duty is cast by law upon the President, it may be exercised by him
through the head of the appropriate department, whose acts, if performed
within the law, thus become the President’s acts.” [citations omitted]).
18
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• FAVP ¶ 65, “As further evidence of the concrete and
particularized injuries-in-fact that are both actual and
imminent in this case, Petitioners have experienced aspects
of the Predicament in the emergence of Covid-19 from China.
As communist-style dictates continue to be employed
throughout portions of the world, the United States has not
remained unaffected. Mandatory vaccination is already being
publicly supported by certain authorities within and without
the United States of America even though a Covid-19 vaccine
has not even progressed through minimal safety and efficacy
testing. Petitioners state this allegation not to target any
particular State or local rule within the greater Predicament,
but rather to evidence the Predicament includes the actual
and imminent nature of the national security threats of a
mandatory Covid-19 vaccination in response to the Chinese
virus. Respondent has not abated these threats, but rather
Respondent has emboldened them by actively promoting
Covid-19 vaccination without providing the Suspension of
vaccine mandates or similar order to safeguard the Nation
from the loss of critical scientific evidence.”
• FAVP ¶ 75, “There has never been an infectious disease that
has debilitated, injured, or threatened this Nation’s actual
survival to the extent these immune system disorders
currently do. See [PRJN2]. If this trajectory is not altered, in
short order, there will be very few productive Americans left
to pay the taxes required to support any branch of
government. Pharma, and the governmental bodies that
protect, cultivate, and expand its powers, have now outgrown
the host. If these health injuries continue to devour the
American people at the present rates, this Nation will
collapse.”
Healthiest Americans proved and explained the central role of POTUS
in nationwide mandatory vaccination:
a)

Designing and producing federally vaccines that are
mandated
FAVP, ¶¶ 24-25; FAVP, ¶ 53; PRJN2, page 14, line 12 through
page 50, line 2; PRJN2, page 88, lines 3-11; PRJN2, page 90,
21

lines 23-27; PRJN2, page 93, lines 19-27; PRJN2, page 97, line
8 through page 98, line 3.
b)

Classifying and approving federally vaccines that are
mandated
FAVP, ¶¶ 52-53; FAVP, ¶ 81; PRJN2, page 98, line 4, through
page 99, line 6.

c)

Producing federally the required vaccine information
statement on vaccines that are mandated
FAVP, ¶¶ 52-53.

d)

Engaging federally in conflicts of interest regarding
vaccines that are mandated
FAVP, ¶ 14, n.7; FAVP, ¶ 67; PRJN2, page 68, line 17 through
page 70, line 22.

e)

Purchasing federally vaccines that are mandated
FAVP, ¶¶ 52-53; PRJN2, page 70, lines 17-22.

f)

Importing federally from Communist China vaccines
that are mandated
FAVP, ¶ 35; PRJN3, page 10, lines 20-21; PRJN3, page 17, lines
2-3; PRJN3, page 23, lines 12-13; PRJN3, page 28, lines 3-5;
PRJN3, page 29, lines 3-4; PRJN3, page 45, lines 20-22.

g)

Promoting federally vaccines that are mandated, and
promoting federally the policy of mandates
FAVP, ¶ 27; FAVP, ¶¶ 52-53; FAVP, ¶ 67; PRJN2, page 70, lines
17-22; PRJN2, page 72, line 21 through page 73, line 7; PRJN2,
page 74, line 14 through page 75, line 23.

h)

Distributing federally vaccines that are mandated, to
target and exterminate a control group of
unvaccinated Americans
FAVP, ¶¶ 52-53; PRJN2, page 72, line 21 through page 73, line
7; PRJN2, page 75, line 24 through page 76, line 5.
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i)

Biased tracking federally of vaccine injuries from
mandated vaccines in order to make false and
misleading safety claims to justify mandates
FAVP, ¶¶ 4, 71, 84; PRJN1 (representing approximately 100
pages devoted to the nationwide crisis of immune-system
injuries, proving the United States government funds and
publishes studies of chronic illness to conceal vaccine injury as
the number one cause of chronic illness); PRJN2, page 95, line
7 through page 96, line 10; PRJN2, page 99, line 16 through
page 100, line 2.

j)

Designing federally a vaccine injury tracking system
intended to fail and then falsely reporting federally
vaccine injuries from mandated vaccines
FAVP, ¶¶ 9-11, 15, 73, 85; PRJN2, page 59, line 18 through page
63, line 20.

k)

Studying federally uptake of mandated vaccines
FAVP, ¶¶ 4, 52-53; PRJN2, page 80, lines 7-19; PRJN2, page
100, line 3 through page 101, line 11.

l)

Failing federally to report to Congress on vaccine
safety
FAVP, ¶ 52B; PRJN2, page 99, lines 7-15.

m)

Litigating federally vaccine injury cases from
mandated vaccines
FAVP, ¶¶ 32-34.

n)

Concealing federally that the primary cause of the
national health crisis is mandated vaccines
FAVP, ¶ 8.

o)

Setting regulations federally for interstate infectious
disease control regarding mandated vaccines
FAVP, ¶¶ 52-53.

p)

Funding federally health departments to enforce
vaccine mandates across the Nation
FAVP, ¶¶ 49B, 52-53, 102, 147; PRJN2, page 82, lines 1-9.
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q)

Enforcing vaccine mandates on Federal properties and
for Federally funded activities
FAVP, ¶¶ 40-42, 49, 52-53; PRJN1, page 11, lines 8-10; PRJN2,
page 76, lines 8-18.

Only the President must answer for his wrongful actions causing the
disastrous public health pled in the Verified Petition. It would be highly
inappropriate, futile, and impossible to join countless subordinates and
departments across unknown jurisdictions.19
The District Court was correct on this one point, that POTUS is not
the "sole" cause of the predicament. Indeed. POTUS has hired, incentivized,
and deployed an army to implement and enforce his vaccine agenda
nationwide in order to assure that all Americans are injected with all of the
President’s "approved" vaccines.
If an executive hires and pays 1,000,000 gunmen, gives them all guns
and bullets, and then points to "we the people" while directing the
1,000,000 gunmen to shoot (or in this case shoot up) as many of us as
possible, do "we the people" have a cause of action against that Executive,
or must we chase down the 1,000,000 hired killers and only name them as

See, e.g., Vann, M. Biden's federal workforce vaccine mandate could
inspire companies to follow suit. The mandate could also trigger an
avalanche of lawsuits. ABC NEWS. (July 29, 2021).
https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/bidens-federal-workforce-vaccinemandate-inspire-companies-follow/story?id=79123913.
19
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defendants? By recommending an impossibility (namely 1,000,000
defendants, thousands of jurisdictions), the District Court was really saying
there is no remedy for the wrong destroying our Nation.20
3.

It Is Not A Political Question Whether POTUS
Should Either (A) Save America From Statistically
Certain Death, or (B) Medically Experiment Upon
Americans Without Their Consent.

Nowhere in the Constitution is any branch of government granted the
power to use biological alteration drugs to experiment upon Americans
without their consent. See, e.g., Nat'l Fed'n of Indep. Bus. v. Sebelius, 567
U.S. 519 (2012) (finding Congress exceeded its enumerated powers with
Obamacare and violated principles of federalism by the specific way it
mandated health insurance upon otherwise free Americans).
Here, the FAVP carefully pleads around any political questions. See
especially FAVP, ¶¶ 56, 93:
Petitioners do not seek justiciability over any political
questions … the imperative of recognizing the judicially
This Court can also take judicial notice that on March 10, 2021, Joe
Biden took credit yet again for the Operation Warp Speed Vaccine
development and supply via the U.S. military. President Biden Hosts an
Event with the CEOs of Johnson & Johnson and Merck. Press Conference.
THE WHITE HOUSE (March 10, 2021). https://youtu.be/UjH4_NOVtWc.
20

The same day, President Trump responded in writing that the vaccine
depended specifically on the President. Dorman, S. Trump takes credit for
'China virus' vaccine: 'I hope everyone remembers!' FOX NEWS. (March 11,
2021). https://www.foxnews.com/politics/trump-takes-credit-vaccine.
25

noticeable facts and taking some appropriate action
reasonably engineered to prevent the collapse of this
Nation and prevent further harm to its people, is neither
discretionary nor political. The tool of the Executive Order
has been utilized historically to accomplish nationwide
relief against countless State and local laws oppressing
individuals across jurisdictions - - for example, when
President Abraham Lincoln freed slaves by Executive
Order, blacks were not a protected class. When President
Dwight Eisenhower used the tool of the Executive Order
to desegregate schools (with the cooperation of the
Federal Courts), he upheld civil rights by preempting
oppressive State and local laws across the country.
As confirmed in 15 Moore's Federal Practice - Civil § 101.117 (2020),
“the courts have invoked the political question doctrine primarily in cases
involving housekeeping matters,” with examples provided such as
regulation of political parties, the electoral process, and declaration of war.
B.

As Warp Speed Vaccination Is Ongoing, There Are No
Other Adequate Means To Protect The Scientific
Control Group. A Writ of Mandate Must Issue
Immediately.

The Verified Petition specifies each Petitioner’s injuries with
particularity (e.g., even including details of specific denial of education
solely on the basis of vaccination status, and a specific instance of a child
protective services visit solely on the basis of vaccination status). Moreover,
PRJN2 shows the persistent and pervasive hunting down of the
unvaccinated across the United States, in excruciating detail.
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The Verified Petition emphasizes that the Petitioners are under
constant threat of mandatory vaccination, which is a form of coercion. It is
duress. It is an unconstitutional condition. It is well established that the
government may not coerce with its left hand the very thing its right hand is
disallowed.21
During segregation in the 1950s, governors forcing “separate but
equal” policies upon the people were not able to avoid mandamus on the
grounds that the discrimination problem was so pervasive and widespread
that the governors could not possibly be tasked with understanding what to
do about it. There exists no adequate legal remedy if the control group
population is undermined to threatened extinction, because proper science
cannot be performed in the future if the legal right of informed refusal is
withheld in the present. It is this Court’s job to protect such legal right.
Warp speed mandatory vaccination for Covid-19 is raging throughout
the United States. Millions of Americans such as Petitioners are praying

See, e.g., Frost & Frost Trucking Co. v. R.R. Com. of Cal., 271 U.S.
583, 593-94 (1926) (“[T]he power of the state in that respect is not
unlimited; and one of the limitations is that it may not impose conditions
which require the relinquishment of constitutional rights. If the state may
compel the surrender of one constitutional right as a condition of its favor,
it may, in like manner, compel a surrender of all. It is inconceivable that
guaranties embedded in the Constitution of the United States may thus be
manipulated out of existence.”)
21
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that the Article III Judiciary will uphold their Constitutional rights. This
case has been the benefactor of many such prayers, especially given the
impossible-to-ignore ‘mark of the beast’ implications (i.e., as vaccination is
tethered to the technology to buy and sell). Even secularists agree that big
pharma is marking humans like cattle, which at least ‘looks bad’.
Forcing vaccines on pure unvaccinated children is like burning every
heirloom seed and praying that corporate labs got it right.
Our Judiciary is called to weigh in on this imminent threat to the
control group. If unabated by court order, irreparable harm to control
group numbers will continue to occur. The unvaccinated will rapidly
dwindle and further scientific study and survey cannot take place. Entire
regions of the United States are under threat of becoming unavailable for
scientific inquiry as self-proclaimed do-gooders think they can do whatever
they wish to unvaccinated families. In the words of Christian author C.S.
Lewis, “Of all tyrannies, a tyranny sincerely exercised for the good of its
victim may be the most oppressive. It may be better to live under robber
barons than under omnipotent moral busybodies.” Lewis, C.S., God In The
Dock (1948).
Petitioners present substantial evidence that the unvaccinated are
neither harming others nor shedding diseases (i.e., the unvaccinated do not
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transmit infections at a higher rate than the vaccinated do, but rather the
rate is lower after taking into account transmitted infections that are not
targeted by the vaccine in question). For every single vaccine on the CDC
schedule, the overall risk of vaccination is exponentially greater than the
zero to approximately zero overall risk of remaining unvaccinated in
America today. See Petitioners’ Offer of Proof (Feb. 28, 2021). Healthiest
Americans’ evidence and experts confirm the unvaccinated have shown
remarkable resilience to infectious disease.
And yet shunning the unvaccinated is currently at a fever pitch.
Destruction of the control group has never been more threatened.
C.

The Extraordinary Nation-Collapsing Circumstances
Warrant Mandamus.

Government documents prove the trajectories -- the rate of children
with chronic illnesses doubles every 12 years. The last numbers collected
were from approximately 2017, and they showed no signs this trajectory
has been altered. See, e.g., Dr. Hulstedt Declaration in support of
Preliminary Injunction.
The destruction of our population's health is imminent,
demonstrating that we're almost out of time to salvage this Nation.
If Petitioners’ Pilot Survey is correct, and the mathematics prove it is,
then our very Nation hangs in the balance of whether we recognize and
29

preserve control group evidence. Moreover, the requested relief is a winwin. Upholding informed refusal is already a tenet of law and ethics that
government must support. The harm that POTUS would suffer is nonexistent. SCOTUS intervention would benefit POTUS by way of fulfilling the
duty to preserve the Union and faithfully execute the law of the land.22
In the Petition, Petitioners cite Wendy E. Parmet, Public Health and
Constitutional Law: Recognizing the Relationship, 10 J. HEALTH CARE L. &
POL'Y 13 (2007). In this important paper we read great summaries of case
law showing that tallying up actual numbers of injured people is essential to
legal rulings on the (un)constitutionality of public health actions:
Epidemiology, however, also plays an important role in
constitutional law, especially in many doctrines and cases,
some of which were discussed above, in which the state's
purported attempt to protect public health is relevant to
the determination of the constitutionality of state action.
Indeed, in such cases epidemiology and its sister sciences,
such as biostatistics, are absolutely critical to
Roman Catholic Diocese v. Cuomo, No. 20A87, 592 U.S. ___, 141 S.
Ct. 63, 208 L. Ed. 2d 206, 211 (Nov. 25, 2020) (granting injunction against
Governor Cuomo’s public health restrictions on religious services because
the restrictions were not actually serving public health in a manner
consistent with the Constitution; and especially Justice Gorsuch
concurring, “Why have some mistaken this Court’s modest decision in
Jacobson for a towering authority that overshadows the Constitution
during a pandemic? In the end, I can only surmise that much of the answer
lies in a particular judicial impulse to stay out of the way in times of crisis.
But if that impulse may be understandable or even admirable in other
circumstances, we may not shelter in place when the Constitution is under
attack. Things never go well when we do.”) Id. at 214.
22
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understanding both what courts are doing and the
constitutionality of particular state actions.
Wendy E. Parmet, Public Health and Constitutional Law: Recognizing the
Relationship, 10 J. HEALTH CARE L. & POL'Y at 20 [emphasis added].
No governmental agency has ever provided epidemiological evidence
to support vaccine safety claims. The only evidence relevant to answering
this particular question is a numerical accounting of the health outcomes
between exposed and unexposed. Nothing short of this can answer the
question: Are vaccines producing more good than harm to public health? A
million experts claiming safety without numbers cannot stand before one
expert with numbers. History has shown us, for example, the abused power
of deference to authority via bloodletting as the misguided standard of care,
tobacco science falsely claiming to be good for health, Vioxx as bought and
paid for by Pharma, and many recalled vaccines. Deference to authority
without numbers is unscientific. Control group science is scientific.
There is just no way to spin the "public health" argument to make it
appear vaccines are "worth the risks" once the numbers have been
examined. The fact that our agencies have refused to keep any pretense of
an accurate accounting of these numbers, does not alter the fact they have
now been counted. The government's refusal to keep an accurate
accounting of vaccine risks is not evidence of "safety". Bringing the public's
31

risk of chronic illnesses >60% only makes >60% of the public far more
vulnerable to complications and even death from infectious agents, even
those agents that are generally considered innocuous in healthy people.
The police power is not a rubber stamp.
At the risk of proceeding only upon a fool's hope to the doorway of
this Court, Petitioners assert "There is, of course, a sphere within which the
individual may assert the supremacy of his own will and rightfully dispute
the authority of any human government, especially of any free government
existing under a written constitution, to interfere with the exercise of that
will." Jacobson v. Massachusetts, 197 U.S. 11, 29, 25 S. Ct. 358, 362 (1905).
Petitioners cite such case in order to end such case in the very place it was
forged. Petitioners assert their national security petition is unlike any other
encountered in this Court's history, such that Petitioners' "supremacy of
will" to remain peacefully natural is non-discretionary and non-negotiable
in the most fundamental sense, perhaps best summarized by this Court's
helper in 1803, "The first writ of mandamus is ... said to be a writ of
discretion. But the discretion of a court always means a sound, legal
discretion, not an arbitrary will. If the applicant makes out a proper case,
the court are bound to grant it. They can refuse justice to no man."
Marbury v. Madison, 5 U.S. (1 Cranch) 137, 153 (1803) (Reporter’s Notes).
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D.

The Bigger Picture: America’s Constitutional Crisis.
1.

Situational Awareness Is Imperative.

The people our Supreme Court Justices were appointed to serve are
now keenly aware that their state and federal legislators have wholly
betrayed them in deference to the agendas of their biggest donors, i.e., the
pharmaceutical industry. Of this, the people now frequently, loudly, and
ferociously complain. Due to the rampant corruption within our political
and electoral systems, the people hardly view the political class as providing
any meaningful civil remedies at this time.
In spite of the President’s recent slanderous characterization of the
First Amendment as a ‘threat to public health’ there are now tens-ofthousands of alternative information sources providing the facts to the
public. Collectively, these sources have come to outpace the reach of our
highly-censored, big-tech platforms and corporate media.
The voices crying out against medical tyranny now include thousands
of our top immunologists, virologists, toxicologists, statisticians,
epidemiologists, medical professionals, and other scientists. And these
resisters also now include a majority in the ranks of our law-enforcement
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and our military, most of whom are quite finished serving, under extreme
duress, as the President’s personal lab rats.23
Indeed, the free speech among Americans today reminds of the
openly revolutionary free speech exercised at the beginning of the American
Revolution:
If ye love wealth better than liberty, the tranquility of
servitude better than the animating contest of freedom, go
home from us in peace. We ask not your counsel or your
arms. Crouch down and lick the hands which feed you.
May your chains set lightly upon you, and may posterity
forget that ye were our countrymen.
Speech at the Philadelphia State House. Samuel Adams (August 1, 1776).
As Americans personally witness this ongoing and rapidly-increasing
level of human suffering and carnage, (now perpetrated at warp speed) it

Healthiest Americans requested judicial notice of the following
dictionary definition: “Anti-vaxxer: a person who opposes vaccination or
laws that mandate vaccination.” Anti-vaxxer. Merriam Webster Dictionary
(2021). https://www.merriamwebster.com/dictionary/anti-vaxxer.
23

Today, because of Covid-19, the anti-vaxxer description matches the
overwhelming majority of Americans, as we account for
•

The percentage of people who outright decline Covid-19 vaccines

•

The percentage of people who faked a Covid-19 vaccine card

•

The number of doses discarded for lack of demand

•

Independent poll data showing opposition to the Covid-19 vaccine

Indeed, for decades the very low uptake of adult vaccines on the CDC
schedule (in some cases as low as 10%) further emphasizes that the
overwhelming majority of Americans are “anti-vaxxers”.
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has suddenly become impossible to convince them the injuries resulting
from the President’s medical experiments are “rare”. CNN (and the like)
have proven an ineffective weapon, as their failing ratings demonstrate.
These propaganda machines are now largely viewed as a joke, when they
are viewed at all. The wheels are flying off of the fraud-campaign
engineered to convince the American people the President’s nationwide
medical experiments are “safe”.
Our political class appear to be obtusely unaware of the fact these
rising voices are now heard by hundreds of millions of Americans on an
almost-endless number of alternative media platforms, and these also
include our churches, school-board meetings, town-halls, “freedom” rallies,
and millions of private dinner tables. There are far too many voices to ever
hope to silence, and the number and clarity of these voices only accelerates
the propagation of additional new voices with each passing moment.24

Goodness gracious, some Covid-19 vaccinated people are even
becoming magnetic for all to see on YouTube, which is of course ridiculed,
denied, debated, and pondered. Independent journalists are credibly
reporting observations of magnetism in real-time. The Covid Vaccine
Magnet Challenge. THE HIGHWIRE (May 21, 2021).
https://thehighwire.com/videos/the-covid-vaccine-magnet-challenge/.
And so-called “fact checkers” are attempting to fact check people’s eyes.
https://www.youtube.com/results?search_query=covid+vaccine+magnetic
(August 26, 2021).
24

This is what the people are talking about at dinner tables. The
experimental mad science nature of vaccination has become so undeniable,
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It is a storm of supreme outrage, and it is already upon our shores.
There is now no hope of quelling it. However, this storm’s most destructive
forces may still be guided to land upon the appropriate culprits, if only
those now actively defending them, would simply step aside, and stop doing
so. Either way, this storm cannot be stopped. And its force is such that it
will likely destroy the foundations of all that which attempts to stand in its
way.
2.

There Is No Way To “Authorize”, Or Otherwise
Legitimize This Particular Activity.

Our Constitution does not authorize the Executive branch to direct,
fund, supply, or implement, the systematic physical destruction of this
Nation's people via his “FDA approved” human medical experiments. Only
the most insanely genocidal would attempt to argue that it does.
Likewise, neither the deployment nor enforcement of, the President's
catastrophic human medical-experiments are legitimate functions of any
branch of government, whether fallaciously justified under the "general
welfare" clause, or any abusive regulation, code, or policy, posing as law.
There is simply no remaining method of convincing the American people
such acts are in any way acceptable, let alone “authorized” under our
it is now easier to defend DDT for nature’s mosquitoes than vaccines for
nature’s infections.
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Constitution. And FDA “approval” of these ongoing experiments does
nothing more than further discredit the FDA while greatly intensifying
public outrage against these obviously financially-motivated “authorities”.
3.

Times Have Changed Since the Civil War.

The Dred Scott decision showed Americans that, in order to protect
the human trafficking industry, the U.S. Supreme Court was more than
willing to pervert the Constitution so severely, that it actually claimed the
Constitution did not prohibit the ownership of humans, so long as they
were black, and ‘non-citizens’. Although the Thirteenth Amendment was
seemingly the only way to convince our judicial branch that slavery was not
a protected activity within our “free” Republic, our Constitution did,
without more, already prohibit it. And most Americans knew this. And we
now thank God that our President of that time, held allegiance to his oath of
office, rather than to the human trafficking industry.
At that horrific time in history, this outlandishly-abusive judicial
interpretation, which many did perceive as treason, was at least couched as
an attempt to protect the property (of white) ‘American Citizens’.
Disgracefully, this judicial defense of racist human trafficking was not then
rightly charged as an act of treason against our Constitutional Republic.
Equally despicable, this sickly-twisted interpretation was not charged as a
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crime against humanity.
But times have changed. Crimes against humanity, as well ‘official’,
but-fraudulent representations, and other related rights-deprivations,
committed under ‘color of law’ in collusive effort to protect those who
perpetrate these crimes, can now be charged as criminal offenses.
Enforcement of such protective laws is clearly the correct interpretation of
the Constitution, no matter who the perpetrators are.
This is because Americans now fully embrace the definition of
“human” to include all of us, regardless of ‘official’ attempts to dehumanize
certain groups via various slanderous categorizations. The fact our current
President and his subordinate agencies have “approved” of including all of
us in his medical experiments, does not alter our status as free humans.
And no matter how ferociously the President slanders those who refuse to
serve as his lab rats, we are no less human as a result, and we’re still
entitled to all of the natural rights which the President now seeks to deny
those who refuse to comply with his unlawful demands.
Our Nation did survive, in spite of our highest Court’s cruel allegiance
to, and defense of, the indefensible, i.e., the human trafficking industry.
And their abusive interpretation hardly ended the matter or quelled
dissent. This Nation may yet survive the President’s catastrophic medical
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experiments upon the people with his CCP-sourced injections. And it may
well survive in spite of those who protect its enemies who fight for its
destruction, no matter their “official” positions.
However, unlike the harbor found in the days of Dred Scott,
allegiance to the President’s systematic decimation of the American
population will find no similar refuge. What else might survive thereafter,
remains to be seen.
This lawsuit represents Petitioners’ best effort to exhaust the only
remaining civil remedy left to them in this most urgent and dire of
circumstance, as they fight to prevent the collapse of their Nation and to
defend the health and very lives of, their own progeny against a
government gone mad-scientist.
So the only real questions before this Court are these: Will our
Justices now take corrective action to legally delegitimize all attempted
enforcements of the President’s catastrophic medical experiments, to save
this Nation and its people from the abyss? Or will our Justices align
themselves with defending the President's systematic, ongoing, and now
"warp speed" physical destruction of our Nation's people?
When courts themselves force vaccine passports at the courthouse
doors, will there be any civil recourse remaining in Article III?
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Prudence, indeed, will dictate that Governments long
established should not be changed for light and transient
causes; and accordingly all experience hath shewn, that
mankind are more disposed to suffer, while evils are
sufferable, than to right themselves by abolishing the
forms to which they are accustomed. But when a long
train of abuses and usurpations, pursuing invariably the
same Object evinces a design to reduce them under
absolute Despotism, it is their right, it is their duty, to
throw off such Government, and to provide new Guards
for their future security.
Declaration of Independence (July 4, 1776).
CONCLUSION
Healthiest Americans demand issuance of a writ of mandamus
directing the District Court to reverse the dismissal.
Dated: August 26, 2021
Respectfully submitted,

GREGORY J. GLASER
RAY L. FLORES II

GREGORY J. GLASER
COUNSEL OF RECORD for Petitioners
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT

FILED
MAY 13 2021
MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK
U.S. COURT OF APPEALS

In re: JOY GARNER; et al.
______________________________
JOY GARNER, individually and on behalf
of The Control Group; et al.,

No.

21-70925

D.C. No.
2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP
Eastern District of California,
Sacramento

Petitioners,
ORDER
v.
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA, SACRAMENTO,
Respondent,
JOSEPH R. BIDEN, in his official capacity
as President of the United States of America,
Real Party in Interest.
Before: PAEZ, BERZON, and HUNSAKER, Circuit Judges.
Petitioners have not demonstrated that this case warrants the intervention of
this court by means of the extraordinary remedy of mandamus. See Bauman v.
U.S. Dist. Court, 557 F.2d 650 (9th Cir. 1977). Accordingly, the petition is denied.
No further filings will be accepted in this closed case.
DENIED.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
JOY GARNER, ET AL.,
CASE NO: 2:20−CV−02470−WBS−JDP

v.
JOSEPH R. BIDEN JR.,

Decision by the Court. This action came before the Court. The issues have been tried,
heard or decided by the judge as follows:
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED
THAT JUDGMENT IS HEREBY ENTERED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
COURT'S ORDER FILED ON 2/23/2021

Keith Holland
Clerk of Court

ENTERED: February 23, 2021

by: /s/ A. Coll
Deputy Clerk
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1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

9

EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

10

----oo0oo----

11
12
13
14
15
16
17

JOY GARNER, individually and on
behalf of The Control Group; JOY
ELISSE GARNER, individually and
as parent of J.S. and F.G.; EVAN
GLASCO, individually and as
parent of F.G.; TRACI MUSIC,
individually and as parent of
K.M. and J.S.; MICHAEL HARRIS,
individually and as parent of
S.H.; NICOLE HARRIS,
individually and as parent of
S.H.,

18
19
20
21
22

No. 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER RE:
DEFENDANTS’S MOTION TO
DISMISS, PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION
FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION,
AND PLAINTIFFS’ REQUEST FOR
JUDICIAL NOTICE

Plaintiffs,
v.
JOSEPH R. BIDEN, in his official
capacity as PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Defendant.

23
24
25
26
27

----oo0oo---Plaintiffs Joy Garner, individually and on behalf of
The Control Group, Joy Elisse Garner, individually and as parent
of J.S. and F.G., Evan Glasco, individually and as parent of

28
1
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1

F.G., Traci Music, individually and as parent of K.M. and J.S.,

2

and Michael and Nicole Harris, individually and as parent of

3

S.H., (“plaintiffs”) brought this action against Defendant

4

President Joseph R. Biden (“the President”) attempting to allege

5

violations of the presidential oath of office, the First

6

Amendment, various violations of the Due Process Clause of the

7

Fifth Amendment, the Fourth Amendment, the Eighth Amendment, the

8

Thirteenth Amendment, the Fourteenth Amendment, the Ninth

9

Amendment, and the Tenth Amendment.

10

Presently before the court are the President’s Motion

11

to Dismiss plaintiffs’ first amended complaint (“Mot. to

12

Dismiss”) (Docket No. 28.), plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary

13

Injunction (“Mot. for Prelim. Inj.”) (Docket No. 16), and

14

plaintiffs’ Motion for Judicial Notice (“Mot. for Judicial

15

Notice”) (Docket No. 4).

16

I.

Factual and Procedural Background

17

Plaintiff Joy Garner founded and operates The Control

18

Group,

19

individuals for the purpose of this litigation.

20

Compl. at ¶ 37.) (Docket No. 21).

21

California.

22

Group completed its tabulations of the results to date from its

23

nationwide pilot survey of 1,482 completely unvaccinated

24

Americans of all ages.

25

a non-profit organization that surveyed unvaccinated

(See id. at ¶ 36.)

(See First Am.

Garner lives in Roseville,
On July 4, 2020, the Control

(See id. at ¶ 37.)

Plaintiffs Elisse Garner and Evan Glasco have two minor

26

children, J.S. and F.G., who are unvaccinated.

27

40.)

28

F.G. are allegedly unable to go to public or private school in

They live in Grass Valley, California.

(See id. at ¶
(See id.)

J.S. and

2
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1

California, although they would like to, because California

2

Health and Safety Code § 120325 requires vaccinations for school

3

children to attend school unless they have a medical excuse.

4

(See id. at ¶ 40(h).)

5

objections to vaccines and believe that there are serious health

6

risks associated with vaccines. (See id. at ¶ 40(g–i).)

7

and Glasco also state that they have been denied “access to

8

certain professions for themselves, not only within the state of

9

California, but in many of the most populated American States

10
11

Garner and Glasco have religious

they might wish to move to in the future.”

Garner

(See id. at ¶ 40(i).)

Plaintiffs Michael and Nicole Harris are the parents of

12

S.H., an unvaccinated child.

13

Carlsbad, California.

14

to vaccines.

15

go to public or private school in California, although he would

16

like to, because California Health and Safety Code § 120325

17

requires vaccinations for school children to attend school unless

18

they have a medical excuse.

19

(See id. at ¶ 41.)

(See id.)

They live in

They have religious objections

(See id. at ¶ 41(g).)

S.H. is allegedly unable to

(See id. at ¶ 41(h).)

Plaintiff Traci Music is the parent of K.M. and J.S.,

20

two unvaccinated children.

(See id. at ¶ 42.)

21

lives in Alabama but may be transferred to another state during

22

the pendency of the proceeding because Music’s husband is an

23

officer in the military.

24

objection to vaccination.

25

contends that her child S.S. suffered from multiple injuries as a

26

result of vaccination, including legal blindness in her left eye

27

and partial deafness.

28

extreme pressure to vaccinate S.S. by a physician in Arizona who

(See id.)

The Music family

Music has a religious

(See id. at ¶ 42(g).)

(See id. at ¶ 42.)

Music also

Music allegedly felt

3

Appendix C - 5a

Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP Document 36 Filed 02/23/21 Page 4 of 9
1

threatened to contact Arizona Child Protective Services if she

2

did not vaccinate S.S.

3

North Carolina, Music also claims to have been the subject of an

4

anonymous and complaint to North Carolina Child Protective

5

Services where the basis of the complaint was that Music was

6

homeschooling her children and did not vaccinate them.

7

at ¶ 42(k).)

8

the Music family “remains in a constant state of uncertainty”

9

whether they will find themselves unexpectedly and unpredictably

(See id. at ¶ 42(j).)

While living in

(See id.

Given the Music family’s active military status,

10

in a state that does not recognize a religious exemption to

11

vaccination.

12

(See id. at

¶ 42(h).)

Plaintiffs seek a preliminary injunction to guarantee

13

that an unvaccinated control group (i.e. a group of completely

14

unvaccinated Americans who could be studied in comparison to

15

vaccinated Americans) remain intact and free from discrimination

16

and coercion with respect to their military service, education,

17

livelihood, and religious freedom.

18

at 2.)

19

II.

20

(See Mot. for. Prelim. Inj.

Discussion
A motion to dismiss for lack of a case or controversy

21

under Article III of the Constitution must be analyzed under

22

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(1).

23

Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co., 598 F.3d 1115, 1121 (9th Cir. 2010);

24

Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(1).

25

as true all material allegations in the complaint and must

26

construe the complaint in the nonmovant’s favor.

27

v. County of Los Angeles, 279 F.3d 862, 867 (9th Cir. 2002).

28

court may not speculate as to the plausibility of the plaintiff’s

See Chandler v. State

On such a motion the court must accept

See Bernhardt
The

4
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1

allegations.

See id.

2

The Constitution limits federal courts’ jurisdiction to

3

cases and controversies, which includes the requirement that each

4

plaintiff have standing with respect to each claim he or she

5

asserts.

6

60 (1992).

7

elements.

8

suffered an “injury in fact” -- an invasion of a legally

9

protected interest which is (a) concrete and particularized and

See Lujan v. Defenders of Wildlife, 504 U.S. 555, 559–
To establish standing, a party must demonstrate three
See id. at 560.

First, the plaintiff must have

10

(b) actual or imminent, not conjectural or hypothetical.

11

Second, there must be a causal connection between the injury and

12

the conduct complained of; the injury has to be “fairly . . .

13

trace[able] to the challenged action of the defendant and not . .

14

. th[e] result [of] the independent action of some third party

15

not before the court.”

16

opposed to merely “speculative” that the injury will be

17

“redressed by a favorable decision.”

18

invoking federal jurisdiction bears the burden of establishing

19

these elements.

20

Id.

See id.

Third, it must be “likely” as

Id. at 561.

The party

See id.

For the purposes of this discussion, the court assumes,

21

but does not decide, that plaintiffs can demonstrate that they

22

have suffered an injury in fact.

23

multiple times that the President “is not the sole cause of”

24

their purported injuries.

(See First Am. Compl. at ¶¶ 20, 117,

25

127, 144, 148, 157, 163.)

That is an understatement.

26

amended complaint contains no allegation that any department or

27

agency of the federal government, much less the President, is

28

responsible for any of their alleged injuries.

However, plaintiffs acknowledge

The first

To the contrary,

5
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1

plaintiffs even note that there is no mandatory vaccine federal

2

requirement and that the Center for Disease Control (“CDC”)

3

recommended vaccine schedules are not mandated.

4

Compl. at ¶ 52(a).)

5

(See First Am.

Instead, plaintiffs allege throughout their first

6

amended complaint that the actions complained of are the result

7

of independent actions by third parties not before the court.

8

Several plaintiffs complain that their children are unable to

9

attend school in California because they have religious

10

objections to vaccination.

11

However, as plaintiffs acknowledge, it is not a federal law that

12

prohibits their children from attending school in California, but

13

a law passed by the state of California.

14

Welfare Code § 120325; (See First Am. Compl. at ¶¶ 40(h), 41(h).)

15

(See id. at ¶¶ 40(h), 41(h).)

See Cal. Health &

Plaintiff Music alleges that she was visited or

16

threatened with a visit by child protective services in North

17

Carolina and Arizona, (see id. at ¶¶ 42(j–k)), but again there

18

are no facts suggesting that any federal law or federal entity,

19

much less the President, was in any way involved with those

20

incidents.

21

perceived threats and alleged discrimination to unvaccinated

22

populations stem from local governments.

23

74, 143, 147, 155.)

24

Plaintiffs likewise repeatedly state that many of the

(See id. at ¶¶ 52(a),

In sum, there are no allegations in the first amended

25

complaint to support even an inference that the injuries

26

plaintiffs complain of are traceable to any act or omission of

27

the President but rather result from the conduct of independent

28
6
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1

third parties not before the court.1

2

Plaintiffs likewise fail to sufficiently allege that

3

their claimed injuries will be redressed by a favorable decision

4

in this action.

5

must show that the relief they seek is both (1) substantially

6

likely to redress their injuries; and (2) within the district

7

court’s power to award.”

8

1159, 1170 (9th Cir. 2020).

9

anything it could constitutionally order the President to do in

10

“To establish redressability, the plaintiffs

Juliana v. United States, 947 F.3d
Here, the court cannot envision how

this action would remediate any of plaintiffs’ alleged injuries.

11

The relief plaintiffs seek in this action is to have

12

the court order the President to take unspecified actions to

13

prevent purported discrimination against vaccine objectors,

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

Plaintiffs claim that “only the President of the United
States of America and Commander in Chief of the Armed Forces has
the authority to protect Petitioners from the myriad and evershifting initiatives to vaccinate every individual in America as
much as possible, which have stoked hatred and vilification of
unvaccinated Americans.” (See First. Am. Compl. at ¶¶ 60–61.)
They also contend that it is the President’s duty to acknowledge
that America has been segregated and to take some appropriate
action to either desegregate or justify the continued
infringement upon Petitioners’ 5th Amendment and other rights.
(See id. at ¶ 107.) Plaintiffs further contend that the
“President, by omission of oversight, has not prevented the
vilification, infliction of threats, and coercion of mandatory
vaccination upon [plaintiffs] which has placed [them] in a
position of actual, particularized danger, threatening national
security.” (See id. at ¶¶ 120–21.) They also state that the
President “has actively supported subordinate executive agencies
and myriad others contributing to the ‘predicament’ (by which
they mean chronic illnesses allegedly caused by vaccines) in
spite of their known and obvious dangers.” (Id.) Such
generalized and politically charged assertions demonstrate a lack
of appreciation of the respective roles of the President and the
courts under our Constitutional system, and this court need not
dignify them with any further discussion or response.
7
1

Appendix C - 9a

Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP Document 36 Filed 02/23/21 Page 8 of 9
1

perform a national survey of unvaccinated Americans, and then

2

establish a national informed consent system whereby “vaccines

3

shall not be administered unless the patient has reviewed the

4

actual numerical increased risks of disease, disability, and

5

death associated with exposure to vaccines” in the short and long

6

term.

7

imagination to see how such an order would compensate plaintiffs

8

for their past injuries or prevent any future injuries resulting

9

from their refusal to be vaccinated or their being compelled to

(See id. at ¶ 172.)

It requires a stretch of the

10

be vaccinated.

11

injunctive relief sought by plaintiffs, it would not invalidate

12

the provisions of California law -- or similar provisions in

13

other states’ laws -- which allegedly require students to be

14

vaccinated in order to attend school.

15

¶¶ 40(h), 41(h).)

16

Even if the court granted the declaratory or

(See First Am. Compl. at

For the foregoing reasons, plaintiffs have failed to

17

sufficiently allege standing to pursue their claims against the

18

President in this action.

19

parties are allowed to amend their pleadings, it does not extend

20

to cases in which any amendment would be an exercise in futility,

21

or where the amended complaint would also be subject to

22

dismissal.”

23

1298 (9th Cir. 1998)(internal citations omitted).

24

to overcome the lack of standing, plaintiffs would have to seek

25

entirely different relief against an entirely different defendant

26

or defendants.

27

different action.

28

plaintiffs leave to further amend their complaint in this case.

“Although there is a general rule that

See Steckman v. Hart Brewing, Inc., 143 F.3d 1293,
Here, in order

That, in essence, would have to be an entirely
The court will accordingly not grant

8
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the United States’ motion

2

to dismiss, (Docket No. 28), be, and the same hereby is, GRANTED

3

and the case is DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.

4

lacks jurisdiction to hear plaintiffs’ claims, the court DENIES

5

plaintiffs’ Request for Judicial Notice (Docket No.4) and Motion

6

for Preliminary Injunction (Docket No. 16).2

7

Because the court

The Clerk of Court is instructed to enter judgment

8

accordingly.

9

Dated:

February 22, 2021

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

The court notes plaintiffs’ objection to “this Court’s
rush briefing schedule that afforded petitioners’ five calendar
days to file an opposition brief to respondent’s motion to
dismiss.” (See Opp’n to Mot. to Dismiss at 18) (Docket No. 31).)
However, at the status conference held on February 1, 2021, the
court informed all parties that it would be helpful to hear
defendant’s motion to dismiss at the same time as plaintiffs’
motion for preliminary injunction and request for judicial
notice. (See Docket No. 27.) The reason that an accelerated
briefing schedule was necessary was because plaintiffs refused to
stipulate to a one month continuance and insisted that the court
keep the scheduled hearing date of February 22, 2021 for
plaintiff’s request for a preliminary injunction. The court
further notes that at the February status conference, all parties
agreed to an accelerated briefing schedule.
9
2
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STATISTICAL EVALUATION OF HEALTH OUTCOMES IN THE UNVACCINATED
Full Report
By: Joy Garner
February 9, 2021
The Control Group Pilot Study
TheControlGroup.org
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Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP
2020 Pilot Survey Data
Comparison
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0

27%
Chronic Conditions,
Children

5.97%

*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

0.12% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy vaccination)

2.57% (risk factor within the subset group that
received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets - Multiple Chronic Conditions

detailed explanation.

that this large control group of unvaccinated children
(as featured on this chart) would be exponentially
healthier than vaccinated children by mere chance: 1 in

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk

Risk Factor in Total Population = 0.94%

2.25% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy vaccination)

13.32% (risk factor within the subset group that
received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets - Chronic Conditions

calculation is supported by the p-value 1.18E-83.
See full report for detailed explanation.

odds that this large control group of unvaccinated
children (as featured on this chart) would be
exponentially healthier than vaccinated children by

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased

Risk Factor in Total Population = 5.97%

Unvaccinated Population

Document 16-7 Filed 12/29/20 Page 19 of 218

6.66%

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination
Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

0.94%

Multiple Chronic
Conditions, Children

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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2020 Pilot Survey Data
Comparison
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*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

See full report for detailed explanation.

control group of unvaccinated adults (as featured
on this chart) would be exponentially healthier than

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that vaccines
are causing an exponential increased risk of chronic

Risk Factors in Total Population = 0.00%

unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy vaccination)

0.56% (risk factor within the subset group

3.13% (risk factor within the subset group that
received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets - 2 Chronic Conditions

full report for detailed explanation.

control group of unvaccinated adults (as featured
on this chart) would be exponentially healthier than

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that vaccines
are causing an exponential increased risk of chronic

Risk Factors in Total Population = 0.95%

4.49% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy vaccination)

12.50% (risk factor within the subset group that
received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets - Chronic Conditions

See full report for detailed explanation.

that this large control group of unvaccinated adults
(as featured on this chart) would be exponentially
healthier than vaccinated adults by mere chance: 1

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk

Risk Factor in Total Population = 5.71%

Unvaccinated Population

Document 16-7 Filed 12/29/20 Page 20 of 218

2 Chronic Conditions,
Adults

Vaccinated versus Unvaccinated
2020 Pilot Survey Data Comparison

42%

Chronic Conditions,
Adults

5.71%
0.95%

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination
Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

infographic/chronic-diseases.htm)

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

0.0%

5 Chronic Conditions,
Adults

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

that this large control group of unvaccinated adults
(as featured on this chart) would be exponentially
healthier than vaccinated adults by mere chance:
infinite / incalculable. This calculation is supported
by an infinitesimal p-value. See full report for
detailed explanation.

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk

Risk Factor in Total Population = 0.0%

Unvaccinated Population

Document 16-7 Filed 12/29/20 Page 21 of 218

Heart Disease,
Adults

0.00%

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

half-of-american-adults-statistics-show)

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

48%

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

this large control group of unvaccinated people
(as featured on this chart) would be exponentially
healthier than vaccinated people by mere chance:

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk

Risk Factor in Total Population = 0.0%

Unvaccinated Population
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Diabetes

0.00%

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

library/socialmedia/infographics/diabetes.html)

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”
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*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

0.12% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

1.09% (risk factor within the subset group that
received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets

supported by the p-value 3.11E-116. See full report
for detailed explanation.

that this large control group of unvaccinated people
(as featured on this chart) would be exponentially
healthier than vaccinated people by mere chance:

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk of

Risk Factor in Total Population = 0.40%

Unvaccinated Population

Document 16-7 Filed 12/29/20 Page 23 of 218

Digestive Disorders

0.40%

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination
Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

health-information/health-statistics/digestive-diseases#all)

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

18%

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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Comparison
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10.7%

1.49%

*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

0.00% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

6.25% (risk factor within the subset group that
received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets

detailed explanation.

group of unvaccinated adults (as featured on this chart)
would be exponentially healthier than vaccinated

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that vaccines
are causing an exponential increased risk of eczema

Risk Factor in Total Population, Adults = .95%

0.36% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

3.27% (risk factor within the subset group that
received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets

detailed explanation.

group of unvaccinated children (as featured on this
chart) would be exponentially healthier than vaccinated

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that vaccines
are causing an exponential increased risk of eczema

Risk Factor in Total Population, Children = 1.49%

Unvaccinated Population

Document 16-7 Filed 12/29/20 Page 24 of 218

7.2%

Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

managed-care-setting/overview-of-atopic-dermatitis-article)

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

0.95%

Eczema,
Eczema, Adults
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*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

detailed explanation.

group of unvaccinated adults (as featured on this chart)
would be exponentially healthier than vaccinated

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that vaccines
are causing an exponential increased risk of asthma in

Risk Factor in Total Population, Adults = 0.00%

0.24% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

1.64% (risk factor within the subset group that
received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets

supported by the p-value 3.31E-31. See full report for
detailed explanation.

control group of unvaccinated children (as featured
on this chart) would be exponentially healthier than

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk of

Risk Factor in Total Population, Children = 0.71%

Unvaccinated Population
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0.00%

Asthma, Adults

7.7%

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

0.71%

Asthma, Children

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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Comparison

6.5%

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk

Risk Factor in Total Population = 1.10%

Unvaccinated Population
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Food Allergy,
Children

detailed explanation.

this large control group of unvaccinated children
(as featured on this chart) would be exponentially
healthier than vaccinated children by mere chance:

16

*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

0.71% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

1.87% (risk factor within the subset group that
received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets

12
10
8
6
4
2
0

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination
Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

1.1%
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*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

0.32% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets
2.97% (risk factor within the subset group that

detailed explanation.

on this chart) would be exponentially healthier

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased
risk of developmental disabilities in America.

Risk Factor in Total Population = 1.24%

Unvaccinated Population
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Developmental
Disabilities

1.24%

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination
Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

6.99%
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Comparison
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*Total
survey produced
99% Confidence
Intervalrate
[5.95,5.99]
without
vaccination
is causing
a pandemic
of birth
finite
population
correction.
defects
in the
USA.Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

provides corroborating evidence that maternal

of birth defects in the control group subset

(https://www.cdc.gov/vaccines/pregnancy/
hcp-toolkit/maternal-vaccination-coverage.

almost precisely to national data: the

survey data shows that the risk of being born
with birth defects within a maternal vaccine

this pilot survey.

0.29% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets
1.96% (risk factor within the subset group that

full report for detailed explanation.

large control group of unvaccinated people (as featured
on this chart) would be exponentially healthier than

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that vaccines
are causing an exponential increased risk of diagnosed

Risk Factor in Total Population = 0.81%*

Unvaccinated Population

Document 16-7 Filed 12/29/20 Page 28 of 218

Birth Defects

0.81%

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination
Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

3.0%

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP
2020 Pilot Survey Data
Comparison

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

0.00% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

0.22% (risk factor within the subset group that
received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets

this large control group of unvaccinated people
(as featured on this chart) would be exponentially
healthier than vaccinated people by mere chance: 1 in

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk

Risk Factor in Total Population = 0.07%

Unvaccinated Population
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Epilepsy

0.07%

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination
Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

1.2%

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP
2020 Pilot Survey Data
Comparison

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

0.00% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets
0.59% (risk factor within the subset group that

for detailed explanation.

that this large control group of unvaccinated
children (as featured on this chart) would be
exponentially healthier than vaccinated children by

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased

Risk Factor in Total Population = 0.21%

Unvaccinated Population
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Autism Spectrum
Disorder

0.21%

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination
Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

2.5%

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP
2020 Pilot Survey Data
Comparison

10
9
8
7
6
5
4
3
2
1
0

9.4%

ADHD, Children

0.47%

*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

this large control group of unvaccinated adults
(as featured on this chart) would be exponentially
healthier than vaccinated adults by mere chance: 1 in

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk

Risk Factor in Total Population, Adults = 0.00%

0.47% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets
0.47% (risk factor within the subset group that

See full report for detailed explanation.

control group of unvaccinated children (as featured
on this chart) would be exponentially healthier than

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk of

Risk Factor in Total Population, Children = 0.47%

Unvaccinated Population
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4.4%

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination
Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

0.00%

ADHD, Adults

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP
2020 Pilot Survey Data
Comparison
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6

7

8

*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

0.32% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets
1.48% (risk factor within the subset group that

See full report for detailed explanation.

that this large control group of unvaccinated children
(as featured on this chart) would be exponentially
healthier than vaccinated children by mere chance:

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk of

Risk Factor in Total Population = 0.72%

Unvaccinated Population
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Learning
Disabilities, Children

0.72%

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination
Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

8.0%

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent
of People with Disorder
Percent of People with Disorder
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Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP
2020 Pilot Survey Data
Comparison

0
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1.5
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2.5

3

3.5

4

4.5

5

5.0%

*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

0.00% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets
1.48% (risk factor within the subset group that

for detailed explanation.

that this large control group of unvaccinated children
(as featured on this chart) would be exponentially
healthier than vaccinated children by mere chance:

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk of

Risk Factor in Total Population = 0.52%

Unvaccinated Population

Document 16-7 Filed 12/29/20 Page 33 of 218

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination
Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

0.52%

Speech Disorders,
Children

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP
2020 Pilot Survey Data
Comparison

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased

Risk Factor in Total Population = 0.10%

Unvaccinated Population
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Ear Fluid (OME),
Children

this large control group of unvaccinated children
(as featured on this chart) would be exponentially
healthier than vaccinated children by mere chance:
infinite / incalculable. This calculation is supported
by an infinitesimal p-value. See full report for
detailed explanation.

90%
80

*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

0.00% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

0.29% (risk factor within the subset group that
received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets

60
50
40
30
20
10
0

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination
Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

0.10%

70

90

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP
2020 Pilot Survey Data
Comparison
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*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

0.00% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

0.22% (risk factor within the subset group that
received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets

for detailed explanation.

odds that this large control group of unvaccinated
people (as featured on this chart) would be
exponentially healthier than vaccinated people

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk

Risk Factor in Total Population = 0.07%

Unvaccinated Population
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Chronic Sinusitus

0.07%

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination
Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

14.6%

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP
2020 Pilot Survey Data
Comparison

0
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0.8

1
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1.4

1.6

1.8

2

*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

0.00% (risk factor within the subset group
unexposed to the K-shot and pregnancy
vaccination)

received the K-shot and/or pregnancy vaccination)

Subsets
0.47% (risk factor within the subset group that

report for detailed explanation.

odds that this large control group of unvaccinated
children (as featured on this chart) would be
exponentially healthier than vaccinated children

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased

Risk Factor in Total Population = 0.16%

Unvaccinated Population
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Strabismus,
Children

0.16%

Unvaccinated but exposed to K-shot and/or maternal vaccination
Unvaccinated and unexposed to K-shot and maternal vaccination

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

preventblindness.org/strabismus/)

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

2.0%

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP
2020 Pilot Survey Data
Comparison
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*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

Risk Factor in Total Population = 0.00%

Unvaccinated Population
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SIDS

0.00%

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

0.04%

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP
2020 Pilot Survey Data
Comparison
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6.0%
Cancer, Adults

0.0%

0.0%

*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

See full report for detailed explanation.

control group of unvaccinated children (as featured
on this chart) would be exponentially healthier than
vaccinated children by mere chance: 1 in 86. This

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk of

Risk Factor in Total Population, Children = 0.00%

this large control group of unvaccinated adults
(as featured on this chart) would be exponentially
healthier than vaccinated adults by mere chance:

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk

Risk Factor in Total Population, Adults = 0.00%

Unvaccinated Population
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Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

us-childhood-cancer-statistics/)

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

0.35%

Cancer, Children

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder
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Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP
2020 Pilot Survey Data
Comparison
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*Total survey produced 99% Confidence Interval [5.95,5.99] without
finite population correction. Please see full report for all sample
rates, equations, values, and methodology.

for detailed explanation.

this large control group of unvaccinated people
(as featured on this chart) would be exponentially
healthier than vaccinated people by mere chance:

This pilot survey provides numerical proof that
vaccines are causing an exponential increased risk

Risk Factor in Total Population = 0.00%

Unvaccinated Population
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Arthritis

0.00%

Pilot survey data for 100% Unvaccinated Control Group

U.S. National data for approximately 99%+ Vaccinated Population

- President Donald J. Trump, October 22, 2020, Presidential Debate

“The cure cannot be worse than the problem itself.”

16.67%

VACCINATED -VS - UNVACCINATED

Percent of People with Disorder

Appendix E - 117a
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2 0T H C EN T UR Y DIS EASE MOR TAL I TY

First Vaccine
Licensed (1963)

Reductions Caused By Improved
Living Conditions Prior To Vaccines
Measles Disease Mortality
United States, 1900–19601

Year

SOURCES:
1. Grove, R., D., Hetzel, A., M., (1968). Vital statistics rates in the United States, 1940-1960, pp 559 - 603, Washington, D.C. : U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public Health Service, National Center for Health
Statistics, 1968. 2.
Washington D.C. Public Health Foundation, 2015.

Rate Per 100,000
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2 0T H C EN T UR Y DIS EASE MOR TAL I TY

Reductions Caused By Improved
Living Conditions Prior To Vaccines

Combination Diphtheria
Tetanus Toxoids
Licensed (1947)

Diphtheria Disease Mortality
United States, 1900–19601

Year

SOURCES:
1. Grove, R., D., Hetzel, A., M., (1968). Vital statistics rates in the United States, 1940-1960, pp 559 - 603, Washington, D.C. : U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public Health Service, National Center for Health
Statistics, 1968. 2.

Rate Per 100,000
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2 0T H C EN T UR Y DIS EASE MOR TAL I TY

Reductions Caused By Improved
Living Conditions Prior To Vaccines

DTP Vaccine
Licensed (1949)

Whooping Cough Disease Mortality
United States, 1900–19601,2

Year

SOURCES:
1. Grove, R., D., Hetzel, A., M., (1968). Vital statistics rates in the United States, 1940-1960, pp 559 - 603, Washington, D.C. : U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public Health Service, National Center for Health
Statistics, 1968. 2.

Rate Per 100,000
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SOURCES:
1.
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2 0T H C EN T UR Y DIS EASE MOR TAL I TY

Reductions Caused By Improved
Living Conditions Prior To Vaccines
Polio Disease Mortality
United States, 1921–19701-6

Year
2.

4. Grove, R., D., Hetzel, A., M., (1968). Vital statistics rates in the United States, 1940-1960, pp 559 - 603, Washington, D.C. : U.S. Department of Health, Education,

Percent Vaccinated ----

and Welfare, Public Health Service, National Center for Health Statistics, 1968. 5.
SOURCES:
6.
1. Sirken,M.G. National Participation Trends, 1955-61, in the Poliomyelitis Vaccination Program.
Pub. HealthRep.77:661-670(Aug.),1962.11
2. Morbidity and Mortality Vol. 20, No. 13 (April 3, 1971), pp. 114-115 (2 pages) IMMUNIZATION

3.

Rate Per 100,000
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SOURCES:
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2 0T H C EN T UR Y DIS EASE MOR TAL I TY

Reductions Caused By Improved
Living Conditions Prior To Vaccines
Varicella (Chicken Pox) Disease Mortality
United States, 1958–20111-10

Year

Percent Vaccinated ----

1.
2.
SOURCES:
3.
1.5. 1959 - 1968: Centers for Disease4. Control. Annual summary 1969: reported morbidity and mortality
in
6. 1996 - 2001: Centers for
7.
the United States. Morbidity8.Mor-tality Weekly Rep 1970 ;18(54). https://stacks.cdc.gov/view/cdc/1829
2.9. 1969 - 1978: Centers for Disease Control. Annual summary 1971: reported morbidity and mortality in
10.
Washington D.C.Public Health Foundation,
the2018.
United States. Morbidity Mor-tality Weekly Rep 1972 ;20(53). https://stacks.cdc.gov/view/cdc/1577
3. 1970 - 1979: Centers for Disease Control. Annual summary 1980: reported morbidity and mortality in
the United States. Morbidity Mor-tality Weekly Rep 1981 ;29(54). https://stacks.cdc.gov/view/cdc/1484

Rate Per 100,000
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2015

-0.001644 to -0.0009384

7.

zero?
F
DFn,DFd
P Value
Deviation from

2.

55.16
1,36
< 0.0001

Year

6. 1996 - 2001: Centers for

Data

Varicella (Chicken Pox) Disease Mortality
with Trendline (Exponential)1-10

Slope

2006 to 2030
Goodness of Fit
R square
0.6051

3.

X-intercept

Rate Per 100,000

Reductions Caused By Improved
Living Conditions Prior To Vaccines

2 0T H C EN T UR Y DIS EASE MOR TAL I TY

Case 2:20-cv-02470-WBS-JDP Document 16-7 Filed 12/29/20 Page 212 of 218

Year

X-intercept

8.

4.

Varicella (Chicken Pox) Disease Mortality
with Trendline (Linear)1-10

5.
9.
10.
Washington D.C.Public Health Foundation, 2018.

SOURCES:
1.

Rate Per 100,000
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2 0T H C EN T UR Y DIS EASE MOR TAL I TY

Reductions Caused By Improved
Living Conditions Prior To Vaccines

No Vaccine in General Usage

Year

Typhoid Fever

Disease Mortality, United States, 1900–19601
Tuberculosis (Respiratory)

Year

Rate Per 100,000

SOURCES:
1. Grove, R., D., Hetzel, A., M., (1968). Vital statistics rates in the United States, 1940-1960, pp 559 - 603, Washington, D.C. : U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public Health Service, National Center for Health
Statistics, 1968.

Rate Per 100,000
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2 0T H C EN T UR Y DIS EASE MOR TAL I TY

Reductions Caused By Improved
Living Conditions Prior To Vaccines

No Vaccine in General Usage

Year

Diarrhea and Enteritis (under 2 years)

Disease Mortality, United States, 1900–19601
Scarlet Fever

Year

Rate Per 100,000

SOURCES:
1. Grove, R., D., Hetzel, A., M., (1968). Vital statistics rates in the United States, 1940-1960, pp 559 - 603, Washington, D.C. : U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public Health Service, National Center for Health
Statistics, 1968.

Rate Per 100,000
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2 0T H C EN T UR Y DIS EASE MOR TAL I TY

Reductions Caused By Improved
Living Conditions Prior To Vaccines

No Vaccine in General Usage

Year

Dysentry Disease

Disease Mortality, United States, 1900–19601
Meningitis (Simple)

Year

Rate Per 100,000

SOURCES:
1. Grove, R., D., Hetzel, A., M., (1968). Vital statistics rates in the United States, 1940-1960, pp 559 - 603, Washington, D.C. : U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public Health Service, National Center for Health
Statistics, 1968.

Rate Per 100,000
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2 0T H C EN T UR Y DIS EASE MOR TAL I TY

Reductions Caused By Improved
Living Conditions Prior To Vaccines

No Vaccine in General Usage
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Statistics, 1968.

SOURCE: Grove, R., D., Hetzel, A., M., (1968). Vital statistics rates in the United States, 1940-1960, pp 559 - 603,
SOURCES:
tics, 1968.
1. Grove, R., D., Hetzel, A., M., (1968). Vital statistics rates in the United States, 1940-1960, pp 559 - 603, Washington,
D.C. : U.S.
Department
Health, Education,
Welfare,Education,
Public Health Service,
National Center
for Health
Washington,
D.C.
: U.S. ofDepartment
of and
Health,
and Welfare,
Public
Health Service, National Center for Heal
Statistics, 1968.

Year

Erysepilas

Disease Mortality, United States, 1900–19601
Malaria

Year

Rate Per 100,000

RCE: Grove, R., D., Hetzel, A., M., (1968). Vital statistics rates in the United States, 1940-1960, pp 559 - 603,
ington, D.C. : U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public Health Service, National Center for Health

Rate Per 100,000

SOURCES:

Rate Per 100,000
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2 0T H C EN T UR Y DIS EASE MOR TAL I TY

principles and practices: AWWA manual M20. Denver, Colorado:

Reductions Caused By Improved
Living Conditions Prior To Vaccines
Crude Death Rate
United States, 1900–1996†

Year
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SOURCES:
1.
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2 0T H C EN T UR Y DIS EASE MOR TAL I TY

Reductions Caused By Improved
Living Conditions Prior To Vaccines

1900

Percentage

1997

The 10 leading causes of death as a percentage of all deaths
United States, 19001 and 19972

Percentage

2.
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