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[bookmark: _GoBack]There are no independent scientific studies clearing vaccine adjuvants such as aluminum, mercury (thimerasol) and others to be safe to use in the human body, this is tantamount to human experimentation and runs contrary to 'informed consent', the Hippocratic Oath and Nuremberg Code. There are many .gov studies showing the opposite, the dangers of these adjuvants. There are no US studies comparing the vaccinated to the unvaccinated. There is over $3.7 billion dollars paid out in vaccine injury/death claims so far, the Supreme Court has also explicitly stated that vaccines are ‘Unavoidably Unsafe’ products. The company Eli Lilly created thimerasol (mercury derivative) in 1929, and was used as an adjuvant in vaccines until around 2004. It is still used in some vaccines however. There were no safety studies done before it’s use on the public, here’s a short congressional hearing clip on thimerasol https://www.facebook.com/RageAgains... (2 minutes). That IS human experimentation.

Nuremberg Code for Human Experimentation:

1. The VOLUNTARY consent of the human subject is absolutely essential ... without the intervention of any element of FORCE, FRAUD, DECEIT ... and should have sufficient knowledge and comprehension of the elements of the subject matter involved (warnings about the possible dangers of vaccine adjuvants), as to enable him to make an understanding and enlightened decision... all inconveniences and HAZARDS to be expected; and the effects upon his health or person which may possibly come from his participation... ...

5. No experiment should be conducted, where there is an apriori reason to believe that death or disabling injury will occur...
6. The degree of risk to be taken should never exceed that determined by the humanitarian importance of the problem to be solved by the experiment. 

7. Proper preparations should be made ... to protect the experimental subject against even REMOTE possibilities of injury, disability, or death. 

8. During the course of the experiment, the human subject should be at liberty to bring the experiment to an end, if he has reached the physical or mental state, where continuation of the experiment seemed to him to be impossible. 

"Trials of War Criminals before the Nuremberg Military Tribunals under Control Council Law No. 10", Vol. 2, pp. 181-182. Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1949.] http://www.hhs.gov/ohrp/archive/nur... -------------------------- ►Proof the Govt Experimented on the Population: Short 2 min Congressional Hearings on Thimerasol used since 1930’s and never tested by our health agencies: Video: https://www.facebook.com/RageAgains... ►Forced Vaccination is Equivalent to Human Experimentation http://www.thelibertybeacon.com/201... ►Other Human Experimentation that Govt Now Admits and Has Apologized for, “A Secret History of US Govt Human Experimentation: https://www.facebook.com/notes/bria... ►The Nuremberg Code: The Rights of Individuals Must Come First http://www.nvic.org/informed-consen... “Out of the Doctors Trial in Nuremberg came the Nuremberg Code, of which Yale law professor, physician and ethicist Jay Katz has said “if not explicitly then at least implicitly, commanded that the principle of the advancement of science bow to a higher principle: protection of individual inviolability. The rights of individuals to thoroughgoing self-determination and autonomy must come first. Scientific advances may be impeded, perhaps even become impossible at times, but this is a price worth paying.” 42


In another article, Dr. Katz said that the judges of the Nuremberg tribunal, overwhelmed by what they had learned, “envisioned a world in which free women and men, after careful explanation, could make their own good or bad decisions, but not decisions unknowingly imposed on them by the authority of the state, science, or medicine.”
Bioethicist Arthur Caplan concurred when he said, “The Nuremberg Code explicitly rejects the moral argument that the creation of benefits for many justifies the sacrifice of the few. Every experiment, no matter how important or valuable, requires the express voluntary consent of the individual. The right of individuals to control their bodies trumps the interest of others in obtaining knowledge or benefits from them.”43

The First Principle of the Nuremberg Code is “The voluntary consent of the human subject is absolutely essential. This means that the person involved should have legal capacity to give consent; should be so situated as to be able to exercise free power of choice, without the intervention of any element of force, fraud, deceit, duress, overreaching, or other ulterior form of constraint or coercion; and should have sufficient knowledge and comprehension of the elements of the subject matter involved as to enable him to make an understanding and enlightened decision.”44

The Nuremberg Code, which speaks most specifically to the use of human beings in medical research but also has been viewed by bioethicists and U.S. courts as the basis for the right to informed consent to medical procedures carrying a risk of injury or death, was followed by the passage in 1964 of the Helsinki Declarations by the World Medical Association. Like the Nuremberg Code, the Helsinki Declarations emphasized the human right to voluntary, informed consent to participation in medical research that may or may not benefit the individual patient, science or humanity.45 





Constitutional Problems

It is a clear violation of the Constitutional provisions against both slavery and indentured servitude since a free, unindentured or enslaved person may make his/her own health choices while an indentured servant or slave's body is owned by a master who may make health decisions about the body of the slave which may be enforced on a compulsory basis.

In addition to the moral and cultural repugnance which mandatory treatment invokes, it violates the rights of citizens and introduces the possibility of harm to them which cannot, under the current legal structure, be recompensed. Vaccination is an uninsurable risk and vaccine manufacturers are immune from liability for dangerous or even deadly products, while vaccines have never been proven to be either safe or effective. On the other hand, even the CDC admits that there are risks of significant proportion with vaccines. ______________________________ The newly release CDC Autism/MMR files download Released by Doctor William Thompson that shows a massive coverup at the CDC. http://vaxxedthemovie.com/download-... Vaccine Scientific Studies https://www.facebook.com/notes/bria... Vaccine Questions and Answers https://www.facebook.com/notes/bria... Why Are We Still Vaccinating, Questions from a Former Vaccine Advocate https://www.facebook.com/notes/bria... Synergistic Toxicity and Vaccine Safety http://livelovefruit.com/synergisti...

