Speaker 1 (00:00):
It. So, so, so let's summarize here for, for a moment or two. So number one, you're saying that, uh, you know, they're doing away with PCR testing because now they have these new patented tests and, um, and it almost sounds a little bit sinister in a way that you're describing, uh, the motivation behind why they're now changing who
Speaker 2 (00:21):
Yeah, I'm just, I'm just telling you what's coming out. <laugh> okay.
Speaker 1 (00:25):
All right. Uh, secondly, um, when we're looking at natural immunity versus the, uh, the vaccine, the so-called vaccine induced immunity, uh, that the conclusion based on, on your review of, of data and literature is that, of course, natural, I, immune unity is much more robust. Uh, it's adaptable to, you know, multiple aspects of maybe this, uh, infection in its future as compared to more specified, uh, yeah. It's
Speaker 2 (00:52):
More encompassing of the, of the entire virus. Yeah, yeah,
Speaker 1 (00:56):
Yeah. And, um, and so now the, the, the last question on that is if I've, if I'm somebody now that has had, you know, COVID the disease, um, and I've come through it and I have natural immunity, is there a threat to that natural immunity? Um, if I were to go ahead and get vaccinated.
Speaker 2 (01:20):
So the bottom line answer is, I don't know the cause we haven't looked at that, that hasn't been tested. I mean, I can come up with all sorts of potential ideas, but again, opinions, you've got plenty of friends and relatives to go get those from.
Speaker 1 (01:33):
Okay. So may be another question. And a, um, derivative question might be, uh, being that there is no data or not enough data to, you know, about that, is it ill advised to get vaccinated if you already have natural immunity? Since we don't know?
Speaker 2 (01:50):
Well, one thing that we do know is that if you get vaccinated with either the Pfizer or the Magna, where we have the data, it suppresses your immune response. And, and there are papers that I've talked about that are published that show that they have now two challenge people with influenza vaccines and they don't respond. They don't build an immune response to the influenza vaccine after they've received the, the SAR code, V2 vaccines, one of those, right, that, that, I mean, that's published data. So that suggests maybe, well, we know it's, uh, reprogramming the innate immune response. You know, the argument would be if it's reprogramming the innate immune response, now, now you're having problem just maintaining your, your natural immunity, which is not a good thing, I think. Right. And, and I think my, my response to your prior question is if you already have natural immunity to something, I'm sorry, why would you get vaccinated for it?
Speaker 2 (02:49):
I mean, have, have you not already achieved the goal? I mean, I've had, so COVID two, twice, twice. Yeah. I had it in January of 2020 when it first came around and then a couple months ago someone was kind enough to share the data variant <laugh> <laugh> and, and, and, and, uh, you know, I, I was just running, you know, at the, at light speed, like we're doing right now. And I did pretty well for the better part. And then I just kinda didn't do well after about a week. And, and then I simply, uh, took one of the drugs that's in the protocol that I believe that drug is probably the only drug that's needed. Although again, since I have not quantitatively measured that I'm not releasing the name of that drug, I'm only, you know, the published data is the published data that we have measured I'm and, and anything else, just something that I think we should measure and we're working on it. <laugh>, but we're also working on treatments for the back for people who've been vaccinated and trying to get those quantitative measurements done. And, and again, that's all being done outside of the United States, um, in three different countries this time with what looks like good responses, but it, again, they need to be quantitative, um, this, this, you know, they got better. Doesn't mean it's what we're doing. They could have maybe gotten better on their own right. Or, or in spite of what we're doing. Yeah. Right.
Speaker 1 (04:10):
So, well, uh, this is interesting for your own anecdotal circumstance. So you had natural immunity and got re and still got re it because of the variant.
Speaker 2 (04:21):
So, yeah. Yeah. And I, and I, you know, I almost kicked it, but to be real honest, there were a couple things that happened all of a sudden that, that put additional physiologic stresses on me and, and that was just enough to do it. And it was like, okay. But I will tell you that the original, uh, infection that I get was the, the worst, um, I have felt in probably about a decade, right. It took me about three, three and a half weeks to respond to it. And that was before everybody was coming out and saying, this was, was really here. And it's like, no, this is completely, I don't, I don't like this. And I've had influenza. Okay. Back when I was a cardiology fellow, I had influenza a and I was as white as a sheet. So I don't think I was, I wasn't white as a sheet, but I had no energy. I just would, you know, uh, and, and that was, um, along with all the other typical respiratory, uh, symptoms, uh, and GI symptoms for those people who wanna do TMI
Speaker 1 (05:23):
<laugh> okay. So, well, let you know, uh, let you know the final thing that I wanna talk about, and I think we could, we could talk for days. Obviously you got a lot, you got a lot going on up there that, uh, that mind ears. So, uh, but let's go back to the big picture. You talked about this affidavit, uh, that you were a part part of, um, with other scientists that was filed, uh, I guess in the world court what's in that affidavit and what motivates you to, to work with these other scientists to file it.
Speaker 2 (05:52):
The scientist in me, as I start to investigate what was going on with this virus and, you know, watch what's happening in the world and watch the interference with people, getting treatments that they should be getting and watch the coercion of vaccines. And the denial of informed consent means that somebody has to do something. And at some point in time in your life, you really need to decide what, what you stand up for. Everybody wants to live. I think most people wanna live at a point in time in history when they make a difference. And so we're, I see many people stressed and, and wishing that we weren't in these times, we have been given a golden opportunity to stand up to people, similar to people that were in Nazi Germany in the 1930s and 1940s, where they did experimentation upon people, all for the good of humanity, all for the good of Germany, which was the good of humanity as they saw it.
Speaker 2 (06:50):
And it was fine to do that, that whatever they wanted to do was, was fine. And we took a lot of steps. Uh, after that, we did the Nuremberg code, which doesn't have a jurisdictional limitation. Everybody signed onto that. We did the international, uh, covenant on civil and political rights. We've signed and ratified that it says you won't do things to people without informed consent. The AMA code of ethics says you won't do things to people without informed consent informed consent means that you actually are informed of what could happen, the benefits, and you decide to voluntarily do that. Mm-hmm <affirmative>, um, the, uh, Helsinki documents are, are, uh, rules for research connection of, of individual subjects. So the, the codes of humanity, the laws of humanity, the treaties that we've signed have a all been violated. Um, people have literally lied, you know, about money for gain of function until two days ago, right?
Speaker 2 (07:47):
I mean, this is we're in month 22, right? 22 months of lying through their teeth until they're throwing each other into the bus. That's, that's why this is coming out. I don't have an option in this. This is, you know, I think most everybody who's coming forward and talking about this, this is not an option. It's not like I wanted a battle. I mean, honestly, this is not in 2019. This is when, what I saw myself doing in 2021, but I'm here. Um, and I, you know, everything that was done to me previously, did nothing more train me for this moment. Mm-hmm <affirmative>, uh, but I wanna recognize some people here while we have an opportunity there. The international, uh, criminal court case that has been filed is the only case that I'm aware of, that hasn't been kicked out. All the others that I've heard of have been kicked out for procedural purposes.
Speaker 2 (08:37):
This case is a set of four case from some very brave attorneys who have stepped forward. And I wanna, I wanna recognize them. Kira, uh, S McCullum and Melinda may from the United Kingdom filed case 1 43, 21. They, along with Slovakia attorneys, Peter Weiss, America Perva, and Eric Schmidt filed case 1 33 slash 21 in France attorneys, Patrick Lapier lap, pillar, and Rafael file case 2 71 slash 21. And the check Republic, Thomas Nielsen filed case 3 26 slash 21. Now they filed to join their cases with the ICC so that this type of information could be addressed and crimes against humanity for the people involved in this could, could be addressed and, and taken care of. And then along with Dr. Kevin MCIR, who's probably one of the world's premier recess monkey neurobiologists who has been warning people about the prion diseases, which we didn't even get into, uh, with the spike protein and the animal models that show prion diseases like Mac cow disease, and Alzheimer's ING off, not only the vaccines, but the virus, and then myself providing sworn affidavits.
Speaker 2 (10:01):
And then most recently the, uh, three individuals from Nazi concentration camps that, that are survivors of that Mosha brown handler and Bera Shari. She came forward to, uh, filed documents with the ICC, say, please do this. And now if you go to the website, you can find a link for signing to the letter petition to add further to that. And we have evidence that we will be sometime in the next week, week and a half. And it's it's enough that I can't even mention it during this documentary that is significant about the vaccines and what we now, now is going on. People coming forward to, to address these crimes against humanity. These people knew what they were doing. They meant, you know, again, they, they didn't have the knowledge base to develop the technology and the genetic sequencing, but they played with the tools and they saw what they were doing and did this, um, intentionally and knowingly and, uh, willfully.
Speaker 2 (11:03):
And I would say maliciously, and they have harmed people. They have shut down societies. They have, they, they, they have blocked treatments, which it's the absence of treatments, which are why people died. You know, when you tell people there's nothing to treat you with, you know, well, you don't, you have a bad disease and you don't treat it. People die. You know, you don't have to be a rocket scientist to figure that one out. And, and then they push these, these coercive, uh, efforts through drug vaccines and, and without informed consent that violates the us constitution. And the president, I states doesn't have the authority to mandate violating the us constitution. In fact, that's treason on his part and anybody involved, who's been, who's taken the oath of office to vote and defend. The constitution is violating article six, the treaty cons component that says, this is the law of the land.
Speaker 2 (11:57):
And that's not, that's not a minuscule thing. People in the United States think, well, we don't wanna have to have treaties tell us what we do because then other countries will tell us what to do. No, no, no, no, no. A treaty is something the United States decided to enter into. And the reason why our is there is because the founding fathers saw what the British did. They've made treaties and never honor them over and over and over again. And the founding fathers said, wait a minute, if this country steps up and it makes a treaty, we will stand behind that treaty. We will not be like the British. So this is critical is this is fundamental to this country. And, and what people think that the United States stands for. And we better stand for what we say we stand for, you know, or, or, or we, or we're meaningless.
Speaker 2 (12:44):
You know, the people throughout the world that I talk to in multiple countries, physicians and scientists and people that are just concerned about this virus and about these vaccines and about the rights have been taken away. And the threats to their family asked a common thread question, which is what is the United States going to do about this, right? We're still supposedly the beacon city on the hill. If we abandon this beacon city on the hill, there is no beacon city. My parents and grandparents looked at me and they said, we want you to have a better life than we had. We want you to have more opportunities to be more successful, to, to have, you know, X, Y, and Z am I to look at my children and say, I want a, a lousier world for you. I want less freedoms for you. I want less rights for you.
Speaker 2 (13:32):
I want less security for you. I want more manipulation of your life for you by governments. Am I to be the generation that I won't, I won't, I don't have an option. And as a scientist researcher, you know, when Fauci says he's science, okay, I need an anti, you know, I need, so I won't vomit because after 53 years of research, he's not science. I haven't seen anything published by Anthony Fauci. That's a real science paper, lots of opinions, lots of garbage. Okay. And that's great. Knock your, knock yourself out, but that's not real research. That's not real science. That's not real anything that is, uh, you're in charge of a bureaucratic agency. Congratulations. And you perjure yourself before Senator Dr. Rand, Paul, you need to be held criminally accountable. You're a real criminal, you know, <laugh>, it's time we quit punishing the non-criminals and, and calling them criminals in time.
Speaker 2 (14:32):
We actually go after the real criminals and hold them accountable. And if we're not gonna to do that in us courts, I think it's important for people to realize that Nuremberg wasn't just a trial over the Nazi head leaders, Nuremberg trials were 12 trials, and it included trials for the government. It included trials for the doctors. It included trials for the judges. It included all of these people. Yeah. You know, and they didn't think that they were gonna be held accountable for. So when everybody says, well, you can't hold the United States into an ICC case. Guess what? Yeah. You can. And guess what, if the ICC won't pick it up, then we do a Nuremberg too, because there are judges throughout the world that want something done about this and are willing to sit on a tribunal to hold this accountable. And if that's where we have to go, that's where I'll go to get it done.
Speaker 1 (15:21):
Well, I could say that this is, um, extraordinary times that we live in, uh, which require extraordinary thinking and actions. Um, and you, you seem to be uniquely, um, adept be, you know, with your, I mean, who, who could have thought with your training, uh, that you have in all the varying disciplines that they would converge, you know, at this point in time, uh, you know, and they have, it's hard to stay optimistic, looking at everything that's going on right now and the, the complete OB absurdity of it, uh, and the insanity of it. Uh, but at the same time, uh, I, I also, uh, you know, uh, I wish I give attribution for whoever originally said it, but you know, all it's necessary for evil to prevail is for good people to do nothing. And, um, and I think, uh, you know, you're that good person that's doing something. So I, I appreciate, uh, the fact that you're willing to take your time and your expertise and share it here, but further to get into the, uh, international criminal court and to push these issues into not back down, um, is what's required, uh, you know, the heroic action. So thank you for that.
Speaker 2 (16:28):
No evil that has ever rule ever thought that it could be defeated. And yet every one of them was.
Speaker 1 (16:37):
Yeah, I think that that's, that should give us all hope <laugh>. So, uh, thank you, uh, so much for your ongoing work and also, uh, for your, um, also your dedication to, uh, not just recklessly giving opinion, but to staying very focused on what what's known, what's demonstrable and, uh, and, uh, basing actions on that as compared to, uh, you know, I could put it, uh, emotions unattached to reality. So <laugh>, so again, thank you so much for being here. My
Speaker 2 (17:11):
Pleasure. Thank you.
Speaker 1 (17:13):
There's not too many Richard Flemings in the world. People that have this mix of expertise who also care about the planet and care about the future. I found his comments and that conversation to be extremely compelling. I'm sure you did too. Thank you for being here.

