
 
How Big Data Is Sculpting What We Think and The Choices We No Longer Have 

One of the biggest myths is that “nobody cares about my personal data,” so I don’t care if they 
collect it or not. In this Connect the Dots rant we begin with the end: Barbara Low Fisher and 
Joseph Mercola explore, in depth, the  (I can’t find a link. Is it just a video interview?) Why? 
Because the vaccine industry is a 27 billion-dollar business right now. The projection is 70 billion 
dollars by 2024. Barbara and Dr. Mercola discuss how corporate-government (the classic 
definition of Fascism) and giants like Google are colluding to censor information that challenge 
these projections. One way is by branding organizations like Barbara’s, the National Vaccine 
Information Center (NVIC), as “Fake-News.” That is just one of the dots. 

Connecting the dots, the image becomes recognizable and then crystal clear. What we call 
news, media, television, computers and the internet have always been biased. In the last few 
years we have snowballed into exponential acceleration. Today normal is warp speed. All the 
forces that impact human perception, our capacity to relate, what we think and believe, our 
social, political and moral reality are being shaped, manipulated and exploited by clicks, big 
data and algorithms, that profile, predict and influence each person individually. Propaganda, 
and its twin censorship, are now on steroids. In today’s parlance; fake everything. People 
chronically confused, chronically in shock, can’t pin the tail on the donkey. They don’t know 
what to believe, who to rally against, how to bring clarity to escalating disassociation and 
conflict. Such a population is easy to exploit, manipulate and control, which is and has been the 
corporate-political strategy of the day. Now it is more explicit and yet, like the preverbal frog in 
the pot, we have a hard time seeing the water we and our children are swimming in.  

This rant connects the dots that have been splashing all around us, dots that most of us see as 
just random dots. Keep pulling back, keep connecting, and there it is, right before our eyes. We 
see something that was there all the time that we did not see. Reality changes.  

Connect the dots number one: my interview with Jerry Mander (twenty years ago) How 
public values and behavior, are being manipulated, step by step with advertising, television 
and computers. 

Connect the dots number two: We all have opinions about everything. We think and feel that 
what we believe is correct and we often justify and defend “our views.” Now, as never before, 
what we think, believe and how we act on these beliefs is being shaped by Big Data. 

Connect the dots number three: : featured TEDx Talk Attkisson gave in 2015, in which she 
discusses the methods employed by special interest groups to manipulate and distort media 
messages. For example, false-front “grassroots movements” that are in fact funded by 
political parties or private industry — are now “more important to these interests than 
traditional lobbying of Congress.” 

Connect the dots number four: Barbara Lou Fisher and Joseph Mercola explore, in depth, the 
Orchestrated Attacks to Eliminate Vaccine Safety Exemptions. Why? Why? Because the 
vaccine industry is a 27 billion-dollar business right now. The projection is 55 billion dollars by 
2021 and 70 billion dollars by 2024. Barbara and Joseph discuss how corporate-governments 



(Fascism) and giants like Google are colluding to censoring information that challenge these 
projections. Branding organizations like Barbara’s, the National Vaccine Information Center (), 
“Fake-News” is just one example.  

In a world awash with what George Orwell called ‘double speak’ such as Peacekeeper Missiles, 
the Patriot Act, the Federal Reserve, etc., the true agenda behind many public encouraged 
enterprises, such as Facebook and Instagram, are hidden. On the surface social media platforms 
appear to be innocent public services allowing individuals to share a cornucopia of personal 
data with “friends.” Why then were the CIA and other Big Brother branches of corporate 
government early supporters and investors? In a word ‘Big Data.” From a double speak 
perspective social media platforms are exquisitely designed to gather personal information 
about everything we do; what we like, our values, our shopping preferences, the new sources 
we prefer (with their implicit bias), our political leanings, who we know, what we plan on doing 
and so much more AND it gives Big Data organizations the ability to track, manipulate and 
exploit these personal data points (the clicks we make on the net) in ever sophticated social-
political controlling ways, and we actually pay them fees every month to gather this 
information. From a Big Brother-Big Data perspective what do you think is more valuable, 
helping citizens share trivia with friends or gathering and exploiting “Big Data”? 

Let’s connect the dots. Before we begin - I don’t have ‘the answer.’ These dark forces have 
been at work for decades, like termites, even centuries. Some years ago California Senator John 
Violoncellos said; ‘michael, everyone must participate in government, otherwise the bad guys 
win without much effort.’ I suggest that being mindful of the many ways we are being 
manipulated and therefore exploited is the first step. Being an activist begins there. Second, we 
must protect our own hearts and minds from corporate-media, and that means social media 
enchantments. Just as  exploited the 2016 elections, intentionally inciting discontent, inflamed 
emotions and social unrest, so many major corporations are using similar techniques to 
manipulate us in ways we haven’t even imagined. Stop the immersion. Get real. Don’t kid 
yourself into believing the images and messages you send over the net are just as good as 
holding another’s hand to looking into their eyes. Use the net to connect more deeply and 
more often – rather than assuming that connecting on the net is good enough. It is not the 
same. Model this relationship with technology in your homes so our children understand the 
difference. This 22-page summary is too long to read on the screen. Do yourself a favor, open 
the pdf and print. Ready? Let’s get started… 

mm 

Twenty years ago I sat with Jerry Mander and discussed his three seminal books; ;  and . See; 
Transforming public values and behavior, step by step with advertising, television and 
computers. https://ttfuture.org/academy/jerry-mander/jerry-mander  

As Orwell was to Fascism, Dictatorship and Oligarchy Jerry’s first book; The Four Arguments for 
the Elimination of Television, is to Big-Data-Technocracy and its pervasive influence (and implicit 
control) of human consciousness and behavior. From our conversation:  

M: What are the four arguments? 

J: There are really hundreds of arguments, which are described in four categories. The first is 
Environmental. The second is Political. The third is Personal in terms of personal 
consciousness. And the fourth deals with Communications, what kinds of information pass 
through the media, and what kinds don’t?  

https://ttfuture.org/academy/jerry-mander/jerry-mander


The environmental argument is based on how we have moved our consciousness inside 
artificial forms from the natural world to that of a mediated reality. Television has a major 
role to play in the mediation of consciousness, the mediation of reality.  

The political argument explores how the use of advertising and television benefits some 
people more than other people. Advertising and television provide extremely powerful tools 
to unify consciousness, tools which are more immediate, direct and faster than anything that 
ever proceeded it.  

The third argument describes how television affects people. What it does to kids. What it 
does to the way we understand ourselves. What it does to thinking. What it does to our 
psychology 

The fourth argument explores how television threatens democracy. Television accepts certain 
kinds of information while rejecting others. Conversations like this would be boring on 
television and yet violence, sex and sports work well. The medium has a built in bias. 

From the Four Arguments For the Elimination of Television 
Jerry Mander, 1978 

Replacement of Experience 

America had become the first culture to substitute secondary mediated versions of 
experience for direct experience of the world. Interpretations and representations of the 
world were being accepted, as experience, and the difference between the two were obscure 
for most of us... People's patterns of discernment, discrimination and understanding were 
taking a dive. They didn't seem able to make distinctions between information which was 
preprocessed and filtered through a machine, and that which came to them whole, by actual 
experience... 

Hold that if you can. Dot number two:  

You have heard of fake news. As Jerry noted twenty years ago: People didn't seem able to make 
distinctions between information that was preprocessed and filtered through a machine, and 
that which came to them whole, by actual experience... Paid professionals who make their 
living gathering big data understand this inability to distinguish and use it, exploit it, to earn 
profits and control what you think and how you behave.  

Huxley’s Brave New World On Steroids 

What are they doing with all that data? Cambridge Analytica, for example, has built models 
that translate the data they harvest into personality profiles for every American adult — Nix 
claims to have “somewhere close to 4 or 5 thousand data points on every adult in the US.” 

We all have opinions about everything. We think and feel that what we believe is correct and 
we often justify and defend “our views.” Now, as never before, what we think, believe and how 
we act on these beliefs is being shaped by Big Data. 

BIG DATA, the ability to gather and analyze when and on what you click (your mouse), makes is 
possible to predict these clicks, and more deeply to influence when and on what you click. The 
practical application:  

Propaganda (and advertising and most of politics by definition) is information that is not 
objective and is used primarily to influence an audience to further an agenda, often by 
presenting facts selectively to encourage a particular synthesis or perception, or using loaded 
language to produce an emotional rather than a rational response to the information that is 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Objectivity_(journalism)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Loaded_language
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Loaded_language


presented.[1] Propaganda is often associated with material prepared by governments, but 
activist groups, companies and the media when they serve these groups. Much of what we 
call ‘journalism’ today is in this service. Propaganda is again:  

1 :the spreading of ideas, information, or rumor for the purpose of helping or injuring an 
institution, a cause, or a person, such as a candidate during an election.  

2 :ideas, facts, or allegations spread deliberately to further one's cause or to damage an 
opposing cause; also :a public action having such an effect  

Below are highlights of a Reader Supported New article that describes how BIG DATA is being 
used, who is using it and why. What I find fascinating (and horrifying) is the extent our opinions 
shape who we are, what we think and how we behave. We all think of ourselves as 
independent, that are the masters of ourselves. Not anymore. The same forces that are 
manipulating our not-freedom of choice are also shaping our choices as consumers. Read on:  

http://readersupportednews.org/news-section2/318-66/46339-cambridge-analytica-the-shady-
data-firm-that-might-be-a-key-trump-russia-link-explained 

“As one of the companies that played a prominent role in the election campaign, Cambridge 
Analytica has been asked by the House Intelligence Committee to provide it with information 
that might help its investigation,” the statement said. “We believe that other organizations 
that worked on the campaign have been asked to do the same.” 

What does Cambridge Analytica actually do? 

If you use the internet or social media, you leave behind a digital trail of crumbs. Every post 
you like, every tweet you retweet, every thread you participate in — it’s all data up for 
collection and input.  

Cambridge Analytica, a company created by Robert Mercer, a billionaire patron of right-wing 
outlets like Breitbart News, has been swallowing up all the data they can get. They’re not the 
only company doing this, but they appear to be the most prominent — in part because of 
their high-profile clients.  

In a 2016 speech, Alexander Nix, the CEO of Cambridge Analytica, unfurled the company’s 
methodology: “We’ve rolled out a long-form quantitative instrument to probe the underlying 
traits that inform personality,” he proclaimed. “If you know the personality of the people 
you’re targeting, you can nuance your messaging to resonate more effectively with those key 
groups.”  

By “your message” he means whoever pays the company for its services. But so far the firm 
has only taken on Republican clients, with Ted Cruz and Ben Carson being the most visible. 
They also worked on behalf of 2016 pro-Brexit “Leave” campaign, mining online data and 
using it to target and persuade British voters.  

(I encourage you to watch this eleven-minute presentation.) 

Cambridge Analytica - The Power of Big Data and Psychographics 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?time_continue=659&v=n8Dd5aVXLCc 

Their models are based on the psychometric research of Michal Kosinski, who in 2013 was still 
a PhD candidate at the University of Cambridge (hence the name “Cambridge Analytica”). 
Kosinski and his colleagues developed a model that linked subjects’ Facebook likes with their 
OCEAN scores. OCEAN refers to a questionnaire used by psychologists that describes 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Propaganda#cite_note-brit_BLS-1
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/rumor#h1
http://readersupportednews.org/news-section2/318-66/46339-cambridge-analytica-the-shady-data-firm-that-might-be-a-key-trump-russia-link-explained
http://readersupportednews.org/news-section2/318-66/46339-cambridge-analytica-the-shady-data-firm-that-might-be-a-key-trump-russia-link-explained
https://www.youtube.com/watch?time_continue=659&v=n8Dd5aVXLCc


personalities along five dimensions — openness to experience, conscientiousness, 
extraversion, agreeableness, and neuroticism. 

Cambridge Analytica has combined this social psychology with data analytics. They collect 
data from Facebook and Twitter (which is perfectly legal) and have purchased an array of 
other data — about television preferences, airline travel, shopping habits, church attendance, 
what books you buy, what magazines you subscribe to — from third-party organizations and 
so-called data brokers.  

They take all this information and use it for what Nix calls “behavioral microtargeting” — 
basically individualized advertising.  

Instead of tailoring ads according to demographics, they use psychometrics. It’s a simple idea, 
really. Rather than assuming that all women or African Americans or working-class whites will 
respond to the same message, they target individual voters with emotionally charged content 
— in other words, ads designed to tug on emotional biases.  

The success of this approach hinges on the accuracy of the company’s psychological profiles. 
But how much can they know about someone’s psyche on the basis of a few tweets or likes? 
Quite a lot, apparently. In a 2016 profile for Das Magazin, a Berlin-based culture magazine, 
Kosinski talked about the predictive power of his model.  

Here’s how the authors summed it up: 

The strength of their [Kosinski and his Cambridge colleagues] modeling was illustrated by how 
well it could predict a subject's answers. Kosinski continued to work on the models 
incessantly: before long, he was able to evaluate a person better than the average work 
colleague, merely on the basis of ten Facebook "likes." Seventy "likes" were enough to outdo 
what a person's friends knew, 150 what their parents knew, and 300 "likes" what their 
partner knew. More "likes" could even surpass what a person thought they knew about 
themselves. 

Combine this kind of predictive power with an army of bots and you’ve got a potent 
propaganda tool. As Woolley told me, “One person controlling a thousand bot accounts is 
able to not just affect the people in their immediate circle but also potentially the algorithm 
of the site on which their operating.” 

Bots are even more effective, as they’re able to react instantly to trending topics on Twitter 
and Facebook, producing targeted posts, images, and even YouTube videos. 

“The technologies can capture what people are thinking at a particular moment,” Albright 
told me, “and serve it back to them over and over again.” And with the benefit of 
psychographic profiling, he adds, they’re able to deliver “content on an individual basis on 
Twitter and Facebook feeds where people are being grabbed and pulled in certain directions 
through certain types of posts and stories. 

“I’ve called it an emotional leash,” Woolley said. 

Combine this kind of predictive power with an army of bots and you’ve got a potent 
propaganda tool. As Woolley told me, “One person controlling a thousand bot accounts is 
able to not just affect the people in their immediate circle but also potentially the algorithm 
of the site on which their operating.” Bots are even more effective, as they’re able to react 
instantly to trending topics on Twitter and Facebook, producing targeted posts, images, and 
even YouTube videos. 

https://motherboard.vice.com/en_us/article/big-data-cambridge-analytica-brexit-trump


“The technologies can capture what people are thinking at a particular moment,” Albright 
told me, “and serve it back to them over and over again.” And with the benefit of 
psychographic profiling, he adds, they’re able to deliver “content on an individual basis on 
Twitter and Facebook feeds where people are being grabbed and pulled in certain directions 
through certain types of posts and stories. “I’ve called it an emotional leash,” Woolley said. 

What would Orwell say about this?  

Dot number three: 

https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2017/10/28/astroturfing-media-
manipulation.aspx?utm_source=dnl&utm_medium=email&utm_content=art1&utm_campaign=
20171028Z1&et_cid=DM163343&et_rid=100392975 

Why Everyone Must Be Aware of Astroturfing  

The featured video is a TEDx Talk Attkisson gave in 2015, in which she discusses the methods 
employed by special interest groups to manipulate and distort media messages. For example, 
astroturfing — false-front “grassroots movements” that are in fact funded by political parties or 
private industry — are now “more important to these interests than traditional lobbying of 
Congress,” she says. She explains the term “astroturf” thus: 

“It’s a perversion of grassroots, as in fake grassroots. Astroturf is when political, corporate or 
other special interests disguise themselves and publish blogs, start Facebook and Twitter 
accounts, publish ads and letters to the editor, or simply post comments online, to try to fool 
you into thinking an independent or grassroots movement is speaking.  

The whole point of astroturf is to try to [give] the impression there’s widespread support for or 
against an agenda when there’s not. Astroturf seeks to manipulate you into changing your 
opinion by making you feel as if you’re an outlier when you’re not … 

Astroturfers seek to controversialize those who disagree with them. They attack news 
organizations that publish stories they don’t like, whistleblowers who tell the truth, politicians 
who dare to ask the tough questions and journalists who have the audacity to report on all of 
it.”  

Wikipedia — Astroturf’s Dream Come True 

If you’re like most, you probably rely on certain sources more than others when it comes to 
information. WebMD, for example, dominates for health information, Snopes for checking the 
latest rumors and Wikipedia for general facts, figures and details. 

Attkisson has a great deal to say about Wikipedia, calling it “astroturf’s dream come true.” 
Wikipedia is advertised as a free encyclopedia, where information is added and edited by the 
public. Anyone can add to or edit any given Wikipedia page. Or so they say.  

“The reality can’t be more different,” Attkisson says, explaining that many pages have been co-
opted and are controlled by anonymous Wikipedia editors on behalf of special interests. “They 
forbid and reverse edits that go against their agenda,” she says. “They skew and delete 
information, in blatant violation of Wikipedia’s own established policies, with impunity.”  

Even the smallest factual inaccuracies are impossible to correct on these agenda-driven pages. 
As just one example, in 2012, author Philip Roth tried to correct a factual error about the 
inspiration behind one of his book characters cited on a Wikipedia page. His correction was 
repeatedly reversed and, ultimately, he was told he was not considered a credible source! 

https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2017/10/28/astroturfing-media-manipulation.aspx?utm_source=dnl&utm_medium=email&utm_content=art1&utm_campaign=20171028Z1&et_cid=DM163343&et_rid=100392975
https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2017/10/28/astroturfing-media-manipulation.aspx?utm_source=dnl&utm_medium=email&utm_content=art1&utm_campaign=20171028Z1&et_cid=DM163343&et_rid=100392975
https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2017/10/28/astroturfing-media-manipulation.aspx?utm_source=dnl&utm_medium=email&utm_content=art1&utm_campaign=20171028Z1&et_cid=DM163343&et_rid=100392975
https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2017/04/04/webmd-monsanto-ties.aspx
https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2017/01/03/snopes-outed-unfit-arbiter-truth.aspx


Worse, a study1 comparing medical conditions described on Wikipedia with published research 
found that Wikipedia contradicted the medical literature an astounding 90 percent of the time. 
So, be aware — Wikipedia is NOT the place for accurate and reliable medical information.  

Who’s Who and What’s What? 

The extent to which information is manipulated is enormous. Let’s say you hear about a new 
drug for an ailment you have, or your doctor recommends it, and you decide to research it to 
be on the safe side. Ultimately, you conclude it is safe and effective because everywhere you 
look, the information seems to support this conclusion. You feel good knowing you’ve done 
your homework, and fill the prescription. What you don’t know is that: 

• Facebook and Twitter pages speaking highly of the drug are run by individuals on the 
payroll of the drug company  

• The Wikipedia page for the drug is monitored and controlled by a special-interest editor 
hired by the drug company    

• Google search engine results have been optimized, ensuring you’ll find all those positive 
sources while burying contradicting information  

• The nonprofit organization you stumbled across online that recommends the drug was 
secretly founded and funded by the drug company  

• The positive study you found while searching online was also financed by the drug 
company  

• The news articles reporting the positive findings of that study sound suspiciously alike 
for a reason — they’re reiterating information provided by the drug company’s PR 
department; hence, you will not find any contradictory information there either  

• Doctors promoting the drug and making derogatory comments about those who worry 
about side effects are actually paid consultants for the drug company  

• The medical lecture your own personal doctor attended, where he became convinced 
the drug is safe and efficacious, was also sponsored by the drug company. 

From a recent post by the National Vaccine Information Center (NVIC). 

Follow the Money  

While it is rare to find registered lobbyists for vaccine manufacturers directly testifying in 
favor of a bill eliminating vaccine exemptions, Pharma’s fingerprints are all over lobbying 
efforts to influence the outcome of proposed vaccine bills severely restricting or removing 
vaccine choices. 

There are a number of vocal advocacy organizations promoting forced vaccination which 
receive financial contributions and support from pharmaceutical corporations that make big 
profits from mandatory vaccination laws requiring all children to get federally recommended 
vaccines. 

The Centers for Disease Control’s (CDC) childhood vaccine schedule of 69 doses of 16 vaccines 
alone is worth billions of dollars to drug companies marketing vaccines. Every vaccine that a 
state mandates guarantees vaccine manufacturers liability free profits under the 1986 
National Childhood Vaccine Injury Act and a U.S. Supreme Court ruling in 2011 that effectively 
eliminated all product liability for vaccine injuries and deaths caused by government licensed 
vaccines recommended for children.9,10,11 

https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2017/10/28/astroturfing-media-manipulation.aspx?utm_source=dnl&utm_medium=email&utm_content=art1&utm_campaign=20171028Z1&et_cid=DM163343&et_rid=100392975#_edn1
https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2017/11/08/vaccine-legislation.aspx?utm_source=dnl&utm_medium=email&utm_content=art1&utm_campaign=20171108Z1_UCM&et_cid=DM164999&et_rid=111982982#_edn9
https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2017/11/08/vaccine-legislation.aspx?utm_source=dnl&utm_medium=email&utm_content=art1&utm_campaign=20171108Z1_UCM&et_cid=DM164999&et_rid=111982982#_edn10
https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2017/11/08/vaccine-legislation.aspx?utm_source=dnl&utm_medium=email&utm_content=art1&utm_campaign=20171108Z1_UCM&et_cid=DM164999&et_rid=111982982#_edn11


Every Child By Two (ECBT) identifies multiple vaccine manufacturers among sources of 
funding, including GlaxoSmithKline, Merck, Pfizer and Sanofi Pasteur.12 A nonprofit 
organization, ECBT actively lobbies in state legislatures and in Congress to promote 
mandatory vaccination and the elimination of vaccine exemptions, as well to secure increased 
funding for the CDC and other government agencies developing, licensing, making policy for 
and promoting universal use of federally recommended vaccines.13 

Who Are Behind the Removal of Personal Belief Exemptions? 

An ECBT board member, who is executive director of the California Immunization Action 
Coalition, was instrumental in lobbying efforts in the California legislature to pass the bill 
(SB277) that removed California’s personal belief vaccine exemption in 2015.14,15 

The California Immunization Coalition is a network member of the nonprofit Immunization 
Action Coalition (IAC), which is funded by Astra Zeneca, GlaxoSmithKline, Merck, Pfizer, Sanofi 
Pasteur and the CDC.16,17 Among members of IAC’s Advisory Board are vaccine developers 
and current or former CDC officials and mandatory vaccination proponents, including 
developers of Merck’s rubella and rotavirus vaccines, Dr. Stanley Plotkin and Dr. Paul 
Offit.18,19,20,21 

Voices for Vaccines, which has lobbied in Colorado, Virginia and other state legislatures for 
the removal of vaccine exemptions, is an administrative program of the Atlanta-based 
nonprofit Task Force for Global Health (TFGH), which was founded in 1984 by a former 
director of the CDC to raise childhood vaccination rates globally.22 

Among TFGH funders are Merck, GlaxoSmithKline, Pfizer and the CDC, the World Health 
Organization and the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation.23 Scientific Advisory Board members 
of Voices for Vaccines include the founder and director of the Immunization Action Coalition 
(IAC), Plotkin, Offit and a former CDC director of immunization. 24 

The Immunization Partnership (TIP) is a Texas-based coalition dedicated to eradicating 
diseases through the universal use of vaccines facilitated by electronic vaccine tracking 
registries and implementation of mandatory vaccination laws. 

TIP is funded in part by Merck, GlaxoSmithKline and Pfizer and counts as one of its biggest 
accomplishments that it “screened more than 50,000 immunization records and recalled 
more than 14,000 patients back into clinics to get up-to-date on their vaccines through the 
Immunization Champions project.”25 

Dr. Peter Hotez, a vaccine developer and well-known forced vaccination proponent, serves as 
a director for TIP.26,27,28 During the 2017 legislative session in Texas, TIP representatives 
directly gave testimony and lobbied for bills that would make it harder for families to decline 
vaccines or choose to vaccinate their children using a schedule that differs from the CDC’s 
recommended schedule.29,30 

Dot number three: Witnessing how all these forces are colluding in what has been termed the 
Vaccine Culture War. 

https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2017/11/05/attempts-to-eliminate-vaccine-
exemptions.aspx?utm_source=dnl&utm_medium=email&utm_content=art1&utm_campaign=2
0171105Z1_UCM&et_cid=DM167536&et_rid=109090283  

Story at-a-glance  
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• While Americans faced more than 180 legislative attempts in the states to expand vaccine 
mandates and restrict or eliminate vaccine choices in the past two years, all but a few have been 
successfully defeated  

• The National Vaccine Information Center (NVIC) is leading the charge in the U.S. to protect 
vaccine informed consent rights. By joining the NVIC Vaccine Advocacy Portal, you will have the 
latest information on upcoming state and federal vaccine bills requiring action  

• Americans are no longer alone in our fight for medical freedom of choice, as the aggressive push 
for mandatory vaccinations has gone international  

• Australian parents now forfeit nontaxable child benefit payments unless their children receive 
all government-mandated vaccines, and unvaccinated children are barred from day care and 
preschool  

• Italy has made 10 vaccines mandatory for preschool attendance, whereas before they had none. 
Noncompliance will result in a hefty fine. France is also threatening to add more vaccine 
mandates  

By Dr. Mercola 

I've written many articles discussing vaccine safety and freedom of choice. The encouraging news is that 
while we've faced more than 180 legislative attempts in the states to add more vaccine mandates and 
restrict or eliminate vaccine choices in the U.S. in the past two years, we've successfully defeated all but 
a few. As noted by Barbara Loe Fisher, co-founder of the National Vaccine Information Center (NVIC): 

"What we've seen in the last few years is a very orchestrated attack on vaccine laws that allow people to 
have choice … We've had some of the most restrictive and oppressive vaccine laws. We do have 
exemptions in the laws and that's what they want to eliminate. They want to eliminate all choice.  

We have organized, and — through the NVIC advocacy portal, which people can sign onto — we've kept 
people informed by monitoring all the bills in the States. We have been able to generate enough 
opposition to not lose, despite more than 180 bills this last legislative session trying to add more vaccine 
mandates, trying to monitor vaccine status of everyone, trying to restrict or eliminate exemptions — we 
defeated all of those bad vaccine bills.  

The only bill that passed was a meningococcal vaccine mandate in Indiana for college students. This is an 
incredible accomplishment, but the heat is on. We're going to see another mass attempt in 2018 to take 
away exemptions." 

Vaccine Safety and Freedom of Choice Have Become International Issues 

Americans are no longer alone in our fight for medical freedom of choice, as the aggressive push for 
mandatory vaccinations has gone international. Part of the problem is that governments are making 
business deals with vaccine makers. The Gates Foundation is also very much involved in the global mass-
vaccination agenda. 

Australian parents now forfeit child care and nontaxable child benefit payments unless their children 
receive all government-mandated vaccines.1 As in California, they also cannot attend day care or 
preschool unless fully vaccinated.2 

Italy suddenly added 10 vaccines to the mandated vaccination schedule for children,3 whereas before 
they had none. Noncompliance will result in a hefty fine, and unvaccinated children will be barred from 
attending preschool. France is also threatening to add more vaccine mandates.  

"There's this global push to take away all vaccine exemptions," Barbara says. "I think people need to take 
it seriously because they're not going to stop. Why? Because the global vaccine market is a $27 billion 
business right now. The projection is $55 billion by 2021 and $70 billion by 2024, which means they aim 
to double the market within eight years. It's a serious situation.  
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The big four are Pfizer and Merck, which are U.S. companies; GlaxoSmithKline, which is a U.K. company; 
and then there's Sanofi-Pasteur [in] France. They've had the lion's share of the market. They clearly have 
all gotten together. They made deals with governments around the world.  

Right now, in the U.S., it's 'No shots, no school.' It's 'No shots, no medical care,' because there are 
pediatricians who refuse to provide medical care to children who have not gotten all the government 
recommended vaccines. Then there's the 'No shots, no job for health care workers.'  

I predict that what we're going to see is 'No shots, no driver's license; no shots, no passport; no shots, no 
ability to get into, for example, a stadium to watch a football game.' Anywhere you go out in public, 
you're going to have to prove that you've had the vaccines. That's what I think is going to happen if we 
don't hold the line here."  

The Big Squeeze 

People are waking up (and standing up) to these issues, and because of that, the vaccine industry is 
really ramping up attempts to quench opposition as quickly and as firmly as possible. Tens of thousands 
of people demonstrated against the new vaccine mandates in Italy, for example. "They know they're in 
trouble if they don't make the laws restrictive so that people can't function in society unless they have 
all the government recommended vaccines," Barbara says.  

It's also worth remembering that while we talk about protecting informed consent rights and freedom of 
choice when it comes to vaccination, this concern does not end there. The far broader issue is the 
process by which corporations are trying to achieve their means, which ultimately entails giving them 
unlimited power. Barbara explains: 

"In 2015, I called it the 'Vaccine Culture War.' Truly, I believe that's what it is. The vaccination issue is at 
the center of a larger culture war. The outcome of this culture war — which is an attack on autonomy, on 
privacy, on freedom of thought, freedom of speech, freedom of conscience and freedom of religion — 
will determine how we're going to live not just in this country, but around the world in the 21st century.  

If the governments and the big corporations, which have gotten together financially, continue down this 
path where they limit individual freedom, we're going to have a situation that's very much reminiscent of 
Aldous Huxley's 'Brave New World' and George Orwell's '1984.' You look at the apocalyptic visions that 
are coming out of Hollywood. Often, entertainment and literature are harbingers — they sense 
something.  

You see a lot of apocalyptic type movies coming out. People can sense there's something that's not right, 
and they're anxious. You can feel the sort of collective angst not just in this country but around the world, 
particularly in developed countries where there's a high education status.  

We've seen the media — which seems to be increasingly controlled by governments and by large 
institutions — come down on the idea … that you cannot dissent from what you're supposed to be 
believing and how you're supposed to act.  

Certainly, the holistic health care movement is also at the center of this. They do not want anyone to be 
able to take control of their own health, because this would diminish the profit-making of the 
corporations that are wed to the [medical model]. The medical model now is very wed to drugs, vaccines 
and use of products that have a lot of serious side effects. They don't want people to talk about that." 

Biological Integrity of the Human Race Is at Stake 

In the late 1990s through the early 2000s, Fisher was a consumer representative on the Food and Drug 
Administration's (FDA) Vaccine Advisory Committee, which reviews new vaccines being licensed by the 
FDA. Through the years, she took notice of the slow erosion of licensing standards pharmaceutical 
companies have to meet to prove safety and effectiveness of their vaccines. "In the last decade, it's just 
gotten worse," she says. 

With Congress' passing of the 21st Century Cures Act in December 2016 — which was a huge assault on 
FDA licensing regulations — the floodgates for next-generation genetically engineered vaccines in the 
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research pipeline opened wide. These vaccines, Fisher believes, will "profoundly change the way our 
immune systems function." 

"They're going to change our DNA. They're going to, in my opinion, compromise the biological integrity 
of the human race. This is a serious issue when you have almost no standards in place to make sure these 
very different types of vaccines (with novel adjuvants that hyperstimulate the immune system) are safe. 
To not have proper regulations in place is a tragedy.  

For those who want to use all the government recommended vaccines, it is a tragedy. It is a tragedy for 
those who cannot withstand the process of vaccination because of genetic, epigenetic and 
environmental risk reasons. The Institute of Medicine has acknowledged that there is individual 
susceptibility.  

The problem is they haven't done the research to find out who the high-risk people are. This mandatory 
one-size-fits-all approach to vaccination, I have always said, is a de facto state-sanctioned selection of 
the genetically and biologically vulnerable for sacrifice. That is an immoral policy. It should not stand in 
any government in any country, and yet we have that." 

The Medical Vaccine Exemption Almost Nonexistent  

Californians were promised there would be a flexible medical exemption available if the religious and 
philosophical exemptions were removed, yet that promise was not kept. The Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention (CDC) limited the medical exemption to the point that 99.99 percent of people simply 
cannot qualify.  

The medical exemption does not even recognize regression after a vaccination as justification to qualify 
for a medical exemption for subsequent vaccines. Doctors giving medical exemptions to at-risk patients 
are also being harassed and threatened with medical license removal.   

"If you insist that doctors take away their professional judgment and insist they conform to government 
policy, nobody gets a medical exemption. What is that? That's tyranny. That is fascism. When you can't 
even have a doctor exempt a child they believe is at risk, that is tyranny.  

That is taking away a basic freedom, the right to life, the right to autonomy. It's a violation of informed 
consent rights. Informed consent has been defined as a human right since 1947, after The Doctors Trial 
at Nuremberg. This is a very serious assault on basic human rights. People have got to get involved," 
Barbara says. "They've got to talk to their legislators and say, 'We will not have these kinds of laws. Not 
in America.'" 

'The Greater Good' — An Immoral Pseudo Ethic Rejected by the Nuremburg Tribunal 

The justification by public health officials for enforcement of mandatory mass-vaccination laws is a 
utilitarian one that individuals can be forced without their consent to risk their lives or the lives of their 
children for "the greater good." However, buying into this concept is dangerous indeed, as it ignores an 
important historical lesson.  

At the Doctor's Trial at Nuremberg after World War II, the Nuremberg Tribunal concluded that the state, 
science, and the medical community cannot sacrifice some individuals "for the greater good" of the 
rest.  The utilitarian philosophy maintains that for the greater happiness of the majority, a minority can 
be sacrificed. The Nuremberg Tribunal said this is not a moral public policy and issued the Nuremberg 
Code, which defined the ethical principle of informed consent to medical risk-taking affirming the 
individual's natural right to autonomy.  

Informed consent to medical risk-taking is a human right. Vaccines carry risks that can be greater for 
some people. To force everyone — particularly when there's no way of knowing who might be at risk — 
that's utilitarianism, and it should not be allowed to anchor public health policy. It's a pseudo ethic and 
an inhumane and immoral policy. 



The Supreme Court decision that cemented utilitarianism as an anchor of public health policy in the U.S. 
was the 1905 case of Jacobson vs. Massachusetts. Jacobson thought he was genetically predisposed to 
having a reaction to the small pox vaccine, and was refusing the mandate to get vaccinated.  

The court decided the state did have the right to insist on mandatory vaccination, without exceptions. 
The U.S. government is now applying that more than century-old utilitarian Supreme Court decision to 
every vaccine that pharmaceutical companies produce and the Centers for Disease Control adds to the 
childhood vaccination schedule.   

"It's not just small pox vaccine that has been mandated. They went on to all the rest of the vaccines — 
diphtheria, tetanus, pertussis, measles-mumps-rubella, pneumococcal, meningococcal and influenza. All 
the vaccines now are supposed to adhere to the small pox model that was decided in Jacobson vs. 
Massachusetts," Barbara says. "Who gave them the right? …  

My family could be wiped out because we have autoimmunity in my family. We are vulnerable. We have 
severe allergies. My father had to wear a penicillin bracelet. My mother died of lupus. What they're 
doing is they're going to wipe out whole families if they continue to force people to use all the vaccines 
that the drug companies produce." 

There's No Legal Accountability for Vaccine Injuries  

The National Childhood Vaccine Injury Act of 1986 shielded doctors and other medical workers giving 
vaccines from lawsuits when individuals are injured or die from government recommended and 
mandated vaccines, and drug companies selling vaccines also received partial liability protection under 
the 1986 law.  

Then, in 2011, the Supreme Court effectively removed all remaining civil liability from vaccine 
manufacturers, which means Americans are now in a situation where there is forced vaccination with 
extremely few medical exemptions, and zero liability for those manufacturing, selling and administering 
vaccines that are required for school attendance and, in the case of day care and health care workers, 
for employment.  

Without personal and spiritual belief vaccine exemptions in public health laws allowing parents to take a 
more cautious approach, children are absolutely going to be sacrificed. This is why we cannot allow 
informed consent protections to be stripped from vaccine policies and laws.  

Two-thirds of those seeking compensation for vaccine injuries or death from the federal National 
Vaccine Injury Compensation Program (VICP) are dismissed — in large part because the Department of 
Health and Human Services and the Department of Justice do not want to admit how many people are 
being harmed by vaccines.  

They consider every award made to the vaccine injured in the federal compensation program to be an 
admission that vaccines can cause harm, which they believe leads to a loss of public confidence in the 
safety of vaccines.  

Today, many fewer children are compensated for their vaccine injuries, which includes permanent brain 
and immune system damage, because government officials responsible for developing, licensing, 
recommending and promoting vaccination, don't want to admit children are being hurt by the 
vaccination program. Today, the majority of payouts in the VICP are to adults injured by the flu vaccine. 
Despite these limitations, the program has paid out nearly $4 billion for vaccine injuries and deaths since 
1988.  

For the past two years with the leadership of NVIC and grassroots organizing through the online NVIC 
Advocacy Portal at NVICAdvocacy.org, we've successfully held the line, preventing further erosion of 
vaccine exemptions in the U.S. But the assault on our freedoms continues.  

Fortunately, we have two levels of government in the U.S. — state and federal. Many other nations do 
not have this kind of check and balance on centralized government authority. The federal government 
regulates vaccines and makes vaccine use recommendations; however, most vaccine laws in the U.S. are 
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state laws, Americans have the ability to work with their state legislators and educate them about the 
importance of protecting flexible medical, religious and conscientious belief vaccine exemptions. 

Legislators who have been educated about vaccine issues are more likely to vote the right way when 
vaccine-related bills come up. If we all actively participate in the legislative process, "we can retain at 
least some degree of freedom in most of the states," Barbara says.  

Join the Vaccine Freedom Movement 

If you have remained uninvolved thus far, I urge you to join the NVIC's Vaccine Advocacy Portal. The 
reason I urge you to do this is because in the past decade, the majority of the corporate-controlled 
mainstream media have ceased to include NVIC's knowledgeable perspective in public discussions about 
vaccine safety and choice.  

So, it's really going to be incumbent upon us to spread the word. Surveys in the U.S. show more than 90 
percent of parents are worried about vaccine safety, and the primary reason for this is personal 
experience.  

It's rare to find a person who doesn't know someone — either a child or an adult — who has been 
adversely affected by a vaccine these days. Side effects are not rare. They're happening daily. These are 
powerful experiences, and when added together with others sharing similar stories, they become 
increasingly difficult to dismiss, no matter what the official response is. 

"I believe it will be the mothers across the world who will stop this. They are the ones who are, by and 
large, demonstrating in Italy. Although, thankfully, 21st century fathers have really stepped forward. 
They're joining now. That, to me, is so exciting, because I do believe that we can turn this around.  

But we have to be awake and we have to take action. [The NVIC portal] lets everybody know what's 
going on in the country about vaccines and vaccine laws, and tells them how they can get involved," 
Barbara says. 

The Price of Freedom Is Not Free — Your Action Is Required  

As mentioned, the vaccine issue is merely the tip of the iceberg. If we lose all rights to make decisions 
about vaccination, then other freedoms will be taken away shortly after that. There's absolutely no 
reason to think a corporate-controlled government wouldn't continue eroding personal freedoms. 
Mandatory vaccinations are just one profit stream; there are many others that would require the 
removal of the right to self determination, which includes being free to make independent health 
choices.  

So, if you're a fan of personal autonomy, then you'll want to be really active in this issue. Resistance is 
also necessary if we're going to have any hope of securing the possibility of health for future 
generations. So, in addition to joining the NVIC Vaccine Advocacy Portal, please consider making a 
donation to the NVIC. During Vaccine Awareness Week, I will double-match your donations to this 
crucial cause. In other words, for every $1 you donate, I will match it with $2.  

The Orchestrated Attacks to Eliminate Vaccine Safety Exemptions:  

A Special Interview With Barbara Loe Fisher  
By Dr. Joseph Mercola  

JM: Vaccine safety and freedom of choice: You’ve probably been concerned about this for a while, but 
you haven’t seen anything yet. Hi, this is Dr. Mercola, helping you take control of your health. Today I’m 
joined by Barbara Loe Fisher, who has been on this program many times before. [She] is the cofounder 
of the National Vaccine Information Center (NVIC). She has some incredible exciting information to 
share today. It’s going to be a very interesting dialogue, so watch it. Okay. Welcome and thank you for 
joining us today.  

BF: Thank you.  
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JM: All the way from Virginia.  

BF: Yes.  

JM: Yes.  

BF: Thank you for having me again. I always enjoy our conversations.  

JM: Can you tell us the latest? Because it’s been a challenge with this vaccine safety and freedom of 
choice issue in this country. But it’s getting worse. It’s going international.  

BF: It is definitely going international. The problem is that the global mass vaccination infrastructure is 
truly starting to bring out the hammer and down on the people. We have governments that have made 
business deals with the pharmaceutical companies. The Bill Gates Foundation is also very much 
involved. What we’ve seen in the last few years is a very orchestrated attack on laws that allow people 
to have choice, vaccine laws.  

In our country, we’ve seen – since 2015 with the measles outbreak – an orchestrated attempt to 
eliminate vaccine exemptions in this country. However, the people have responded since 2015. In this 
country at least, we have seen no loss of vaccine exemptions since 2015, when they took the personal 
belief exemption from California and the philosophical [exemption] from Vermont.  

JM: Yeah. That’s the good news.  

BF: That’s the good news.  

JM: There is some good news in this. We don’t always experience crying “the sky is falling!” The good 
news is, as you’re about to explain, that we’ve been successful in the last two years.  

BF: We have.  

JM: Largely to do with your organization.  

BF: In this country. Because this has been going on in our country for a long time. We’ve had some of 
the most restrictive and oppressive vaccine laws. We do have exemptions in the laws and that’s what 
they want to eliminate. They want to eliminate all choice. We have organized, and – through the NVIC 
advocacy portal, which people can sign onto – we’ve kept people informed by monitoring all the bills in 
the States.  

We have been able to generate enough opposition to not lose, despite more than 180 bills this last 
legislative session, trying to add more vaccine mandates, trying to monitor [the] vaccine status of 
everyone, trying to restrict or eliminate exemptions. We defeated all of those bad vaccine bills. The only 
bill that passed was a meningococcal vaccine mandate in Indiana for college students. This is an 
incredible accomplishment, but the heat is on. We’re going to see another mass attempt in 2018 to take 
away exemptions.  

What’s happened in the rest of the world? [In] Australia now, if you don’t get all the government-
mandated vaccines there, you lose your child benefits. They support children there with monetary 
support. The children are no longer going to be able to get that support. They’re not going to be able to 
go to school.  

In Italy, we have seen 10 vaccines added to the mandates there. They didn’t have mandates there. 
They’ve added 10 vaccines at once. It was going to be 12 vaccines, but they brought it back to 10. But 
there, you cannot get your child in school, or they’re going to be segregated into a small classroom of 
the children who aren’t vaccinated. The parents are fined 500 or more dollars for not vaccinating their 
children.  

JM: Per day?  

BF: I don’t know [if it is] per day. I just know that there’s a lot of money involved. In France, they’re also 
threatening to add more vaccine mandates. There’s sort of this global push to take away all vaccine 
exemptions. I think people need to take it seriously, because they’re not going to stop. Why? Because 
it’s a 27 billion-dollar business right now in the global vaccine market. The projection is 55 billion dollars 



by 2021 and 70 billion dollars by 2024, which means they double the market within eight years. It’s a 
serious situation.  

The big four companies are Pfizer and Merck, which are U.S. companies; GlaxoSmithKline, which is a U.K. 
company; and then there’s Sanofi-Pasteur [in] France. They’ve had the lion’s share of the market. They 
clearly have all gotten together. They made deals with governments around the world.  

Right now, in this country, it’s no shots, no school. It’s no shots, no medical care, because there are 
pediatricians who are refusing to provide medical care to children who have not gotten all the 
government recommended vaccines. Then there’s the no shots, no job for healthcare workers. I  

predict that what we’re going to see is no shots, no driver’s license; no shots, no passport; no shots, no 
ability to get into, for example, a stadium to watch a football game. Anywhere that you go out in public, 
you’re going to have to prove that you’ve had the vaccines. That’s what I think is going to happen if we 
don’t hold the line here.  

JM: What leads you to believe that it’s going to be worse next year, 2018?  

BF: I believe that we had a Disneyland outbreak in 2015 that they reported, which was also highly 
orchestrated. You could see it.  

JM: Yeah. I was going to say that it was probably orchestrated. Do you believe or anticipate that there’s 
going to be another orchestrated event that triggers this suppression?  

BF: I do. Yeah. I think in 2018, or at latest, 2019. But I think that they are rushing now. Why are they 
rushing to try to put the squeeze on people? Because they know the people are waking up. There were 
massive – tens of thousands of people demonstrated in Italy this last year. They demonstrated in Rome, 
in Florence, in Verona. This past September, they demonstrated in Venice. The people are standing up. 
They [vaccine manufacturers and public health officials] know that they’re in trouble if they don’t make 
the laws restrictive, so that people can’t function in society unless they have all the government 
recommended vaccines.  

JM: Yeah. It’s a sad projection, but very likely. As long as we have this information, be forewarned. But 
the central issue here, though, is it’s not just about vaccines. I mean that’s what we’re talking about. The 
concern is there. But it’s actually a far broader issue. It’s about the process that they’re undergoing to 
achieve their means, which is essentially giving them unlimited power.  

BF: Yes.  

JM: Can you expand on that?  

BF: Well, what it is – and I called it in 2015 – I call it the “Vaccine Culture War.” Truly, I believe that’s 
what it is. The vaccination issue is at the center of a larger culture war. The outcome of this culture war, 
which is an attack on autonomy, on privacy, on freedom of thought, freedom of speech, freedom of 
conscience and freedom of religion, this culture war and the outcome of it, will determine how we’re 
going to live not just in this country, but around the world in the 21st Century.  

If the governments and the big corporations, which have gotten together financially, continue down this 
path where they limit individual freedom, we’re going to have a situation that’s very much reminiscent 
of Aldous Huxley’s Brave New World and George Orwell’s 1984. You look at the apocalyptic visions that 
are coming out of Hollywood. Often, entertainment and literature is sort of a –  

JM: Harbinger?  

BF: Yes. They sense something. You see a lot of apocalyptic type movies coming out. People can sense 
that there’s something that’s not right, and they’re anxious. You can feel the sort of collective angst not 
just in this country, but around the world, particularly in developed countries where there’s a high 
education status.  

We’ve seen the media, which seems to be increasingly controlled by governments and by large 
institutions, wealthy institutions, come down on the idea of anyone dissenting from what is considered 



to be politically correct, sort of this group-think type of idea that you cannot dissent from what you’re 
supposed to be believing and how you’re supposed to act.  

Certainly, the holistic healthcare movement, which you’ve been a pioneer in, is also at the center of this. 
They do not want anyone to be able to take control of their health, because this would diminish the 
profit-making of the corporations that are very wed to the [medical model]. The medical model now is 
very wed to drugs, vaccines, and use of products that really have a lot of serious side effects. They don’t 
want to have people talking about that.  

There’s sort of an attack on anyone who thinks differently, particularly people who are educated. 
There’s a great attack on educated people who do their own research and make decisions different from 
what the government says on vaccination. It’s a serious issue. But you’re right. This vaccine freedom 
issue is part of a larger issue that’s going on in our country and around the world.  

JM: Yes, indeed. Part of the justification for that or actually – to just go down a different route –what 
allows this is there’s this massive collusion. It really is truly a collusion of large international or 
multinational corporations in the government. Essentially they’ve got virtually almost unlimited 
resources that allow them to do very effective lobbying and put their planted people within very 
targeted portions of the federal regulatory controls that really establish the rules and regulations.  

BF: Yes.  

JM: It’s really a form of fascism, where the corporations are controlling the government. The 
government’s just sort of a front for them, and allows them to effectively implement their means. It 
seems, from my cursory review of history, to be a common occurrence in most nations when they first 
start out. Like what the United States did, there were some pretty high idealistic standards they had, but 
eventually, they became corrupted over time.  

BF: Yes. Well, you know, I sat many years ago on the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) Vaccine 
Advisory Committee that looks at new vaccines coming through the FDA. I was a consumer 
representative. That was back in the late ‘90s, early 2000s. There still were some regulations in place. 
But I could see the slow erosion of those standards, the lowering of the standards that the 
pharmaceutical companies have to meet to prove safety and effectiveness of their vaccines.  

In the last decade, it’s just gotten worse. In December of 2016, when Congress passed almost 
unanimously the 21st Century Cures Act, which was a huge assault on FDA licensing regulations, I knew 
that all of the vaccines that are being developed in the research pipeline, genetically engineered 
vaccines that are going to profoundly change the way our immune systems function, they’re going to 
change our DNA, they are going to, in my opinion, compromise the biological integrity of the human 
race.  

This is a serious issue. When you have almost no standards in place to make sure that the product, these 
very different types of vaccines that are being developed with novel adjuvants that hyper-stimulate the 
immune system, and then to not have proper regulations in place, [it] is a tragedy.  

For those who want to use all the government recommended vaccines, it is a tragedy. It is a tragedy for 
those who cannot withstand the process of vaccination because of genetic, epigenetic and 
environmental risk reasons. The Institute of Medicine has acknowledged that there is individual 
susceptibility. The problem is they haven’t done the research to find out who the high risk people are.  

This mandatory one-size-fits-all approach to vaccination, I have always said, is a de facto state-
sanctioned selection of the genetically and biologically vulnerable for sacrifice. That is an immoral policy. 
It should not stand in any government in any country, and yet we have that.  

We see in California, since SB-277, we now this year see [that they promised Californians that there 
would be [a] flexible medical exemption if they took away their religious and philosophical exemptions. 
What are they doing now?  

JM: The precise opposite.  



BF: Now they’re telling, they’re hunting down doctors who are trying to give these children, these 
vulnerable children, medical exemptions.  

JM: Legitimate.  

BF: Well, legitimate and flexible medical exemptions, for example, if a child has had a vaccine reaction or 
has had a regression after vaccination. But the CDC doesn’t acknowledge that as a medical reason, 
because the CDC has squeezed down the reasons for medical exemptions so that 99.99 percent of 
people don’t qualify.  

If you insist that doctors take away their professional judgment and insist that they conform to 
government policy, nobody gets a medical exemption. What is that? That’s tyranny. That is fascism. 
When you can’t even have a doctor exempt a child they believe is at risk, that is tyranny. That is taking 
away a basic freedom, the right to life, the right to autonomy.  

It’s a violation of informed consent rights. Informed consent has been defined as a human right since 
1947, after The Doctors Trial at Nuremberg. This is a very serious assault on basic human rights. People 
have got to get involved.  

JM: Yeah.  

BF: They’ve got to talk to their legislators and say, “We will not have these kinds of laws. Not in 
America.”  

JM: Yeah. And the justification at Nuremberg, as is the justification today, is the classic “For the greater 
good.”  

BF: Yes.  

JM: Why don’t you expand on that? Because that’s an important concept.  

BF: It is a very important concept. At The Doctors Trial at Nuremberg, what the tribunal said was the 
State, its science or the medical community, cannot sacrifice some people for the rest. That it is 
utilitarianism, which is what this really is. The utilitarian philosophy says, “For the greater happiness of 
the majority, a minority can be sacrificed.”  

The Nuremberg Tribunal said this is not a moral policy. Informed consent to medical risk taking is a 
human right. Vaccines carry risks that can be greater for some people. To force everyone, particularly 
when they don’t know who those people are, that’s utilitarianism and that should not be allowed to 
buttress or to anchor public health policy. That’s inhumane. I think that if people –  

JM: Immoral.  

BF: Immoral. Immoral, cruel, inhuman to the last degree. The 1905 Supreme Court decision, Jacobson vs. 
Massachusetts is what set in stone, in this country, utilitarianism as an anchor of public health [policy]. It 
said that Jacobson, who thought he was genetically predisposed to having reactions to smallpox vaccine, 
they said: It doesn’t matter. You have to get vaccinated. The state has the right to tell everyone they 
must get vaccinated. No exceptions.  

What does the government do with that smallpox vaccine decision? They decide to apply it to every 
single vaccine that the pharmaceutical companies manufacture for children. It’s not just smallpox 
vaccine that has been mandated. They went on to all the rest of the vaccines – diphtheria, tetanus, 
pertussis, measles, mumps, rubella, pneumococcal, meningococcal and influenza. All the vaccines now 
are supposed to adhere to the [mandatory] smallpox [vaccination] model that was decided in Jacobson 
vs. Massachusetts.  

Who gave them the right? Who gives anyone the right to decide what is going to happen to someone 
when they get injected with a vaccine - that they have no choice? My family could be wiped out because 
we have autoimmunity in my family. We are vulnerable. We have severe allergies. My father had to 
wear a penicillin bracelet. My mother died of lupus. What they’re doing is they’re going to wipe out 
whole families if they continue to force people to use all the vaccines that the drug companies produce.  



I don’t know how you feel. You’re a physician. I know you went through medical school. You know how 
you’re taught to believe a certain way. I see the medical profession as being a key in stopping this from 
going any further. How do you think they can do that?  

JM: I don’t hold any hope for the medical profession. None. Zero. There are reasons for that. It’s 
because, having gone through school, I sort of was the last generation, I believe, that was able to 
successfully graduate who didn’t come from a wealthy family, who didn’t graduate with a large 
enormous bill, probably upwards of a quarter of a million dollars in debt.  

When you’re in debt, of course you become an indentured servant. It really limits your freedom of 
choice, of opportunities and actions. You essentially become employees. As employees, you don’t have 
any autonomy. You have to do what your boss is telling you to do. They may object, but they’ll lose their 
job if they object. I don’t see any hope for that at all. The only hope is in those of you who are watching 
this, to spread the message and educate the public. We are being successful. As you mentioned, we’ve 
been able to stop these things. That’s great.  

But I want to tangent off to the point that, as we mentioned earlier, this is a much broader issue than 
vaccines. It’s not just vaccines. It’s this whole corporate takeover. It’s these large corporations who are 
controlling the game, who are making these regulations. How do you think they got the right? They got 
the right because corporations came and made lots of money and changed the government. That’s how 
they got the right. It’s the revenues they generated that allowed them to do this.  

I want to expand now onto some of the ways that they’re doing this to give people a heads up so that 
we could circumvent this, because we’ve been effective. No question [that] we’ve been effective thanks 
to your leadership in this area, at least in vaccines. People know about it.  

As I reflect back on the exemption laws in California, I mean these most educated communities in the 
entire United States who carefully studied this, come to their conclusions, they were just shut down 
because of this corporate takeover. The people who get it, they’re getting it in increasing numbers, but 
their ability to get that is literally being silenced. It’s being silenced through some very large 
corporations, three specifically – Google, Facebook and Amazon. Google probably being the most 
pernicious, but Facebook not far behind.  

They do that by labeling things as fake news and only coming up with the option that when you search 
for an answer, there should only be one answer. Forget the hell out of the controversy or two sides to a 
story. There’s only one answer. They’re penalizing sites that tell the truth. Maybe you can expand on 
that. Again, this is a philosophical debate. This is not about vaccines. It is far broader an issue.  

BF: It’s ideology.  

JM: Yes.  

BF: It’s about power and money. It’s a fight about whether the individual is going to have any control 
over their life – what they eat, the air they breathe, the water they drink, what is put into their bodies. 
It’s about control, and it’s about money.  

JM: Which makes sense if you just think about it. It’s not shocking information.  

BF: I think what’s really disturbing, more and more disturbing, is that the media appears to be more 
controlled in this century than it was in the 20th Century, because I’ve bridged that. I started this work 
in 1982. I’ve had 35 years to look at what has happened over more than three decades.  

JM: We’ve had very credible journalists speak to that point, Sharyl Attkisson being the primary one.  

BF: Back in the ‘80s and ‘90s, the major networks – ABC, NBC, CBS, even CNN – had what I call “old-
fashioned journalism.”  

JM: True investigative journalism.  

BF: That’s right. There were these investigative journalists who really wanted to find out the truth.  

JM: Imagine that.  



BF: Yeah. They wanted to know the truth. They would interview everyone in the issue. Often, I would be 
interviewed and some doctors who were dissenters – there were very few, but there were some that 
were dissenting back then –about this one-size-fits-all government policy. Then they would actually 
show the array of opinions about it. Now, they are saluting smartly, just like the doctors, to the 
government policy. They are, like you say, it should only be one answer. Any other answer is a threat to 
the public health.  

JM: This isn’t just some wild speculation.  

BF: No. We all know.  

JM: Because you’ve been doing this for over 30 years. You’ve been a major voice in the national media. 
You’ve had the media come to you regularly. Why don’t you tell us your experiences on what’s 
happened recently, which is a direct reflection of what your statement is, with respect to the 
suppression of the media or the increased control of the media.  

BF: How I know without a shadow of a doubt that this is true is, like I say, in the ‘80s, ‘90s and early 
2000s, the calls were still coming into NVIC – “Just tell us your side.”  

JM: From the media.  

BF: From the media, the mainstream media.  

JM: Yeah. Mainstream national media.  

BF: I’ve debated more doctors on television than any American.  

JM: Most Americans combined probably.  

BF: I represent the parents who have had experiences. I call it the educated consumer. Around 2006, I 
notice that it stopped, and yet the media hype about, “You’ve got to get a flu vaccine,” and all this [was 
still there]. It got dwindled down. Now in 2009 with the swine flu outbreak, they kind of came back to 
ask our opinion. But the message went out from very important doctors, vaccine developers, professors 
of medicine and law –  

JM: Public health authorities.  

BF: And public health authorities that the reason that we’re in this situation, where people are 
questioning vaccines, is because you’re talking to NVIC and to other people who disagree with 
government policy. We need to stop that. That word went out. They said it in the mainstream media. 
Slowly, the media stopped calling.  

Now, what happened in 2015? The measles outbreak at Disneyland. I haven’t been called. All of a 
sudden, I was drinking from a fire hose, really, for weeks. For at least two weeks, I would get up in the 
morning and it was non-stop media calls coming in from all over the world, and especially from every 
mainstream outlet here.  

JM: This is after the measles outbreak in 2015.  

BF: After the measles outbreak in January or February 2015. Now, I’m going, “What’s up?”  

JM: There was nothing for years before that.  

BF: Right. “What’s up? What’s going on?” I knew that a media advisory had been put out by some public 
relations (PR) firm working for the companies or the government. The government hires – they spend 
millions of dollars every year - they’ve hired companies, PR companies and advertising companies to 
push out the government policy. I said, “This is a setup of some kind.” I went ahead and did my 
interviews like I always do.  

Then, it was like they got through that cycle. They took away the [personal belief vaccine] exemption 
from California, they took away the philosophical [exemption] from Vermont, and they turned it off. 
Boom. Silence. It’s pretty much been silent since 2015. See, I know that there is control at a very high 



level [of] the media, unfortunately, because there’s only a few communications companies now who 
own the global media.  

JM: Things like the six that own 85 percent of the media.  

BF: Right. That’s not the way it was in the 20th Century. Here we are with the controlled media. We 
have corporate at the table with government, like at the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 
(CDC) and at the FDA and National Institutes for Health (NIH). I mean there are business partnerships at 
NIH with the drug companies and NIH researchers.  

So who’s minding the public interest? Where is the oversight? Congress? They directed these public-
private partnerships. They passed the 21st Century Cures Act. They haven’t monitored and given any 
oversight on the National Childhood Vaccine Injury Act of 1986 that at least gave partial liability 
protection to Pharma [and] completely protected the doctors from lawsuits, if [side] effects and injuries 
occur.  

The Supreme Court came in in 2011, took away remaining liability from the companies. You have a 
situation in America where you’ve got forced vaccination, you’ve got almost no medical exemptions 
[and] a threat to the other exemptions [for] religious [beliefs] and conscience –  

JM: That you’ve been holding the fort on.  

BF: That we’ve been holding the line on so far. You’ve got no liability on the part of anybody involved in 
the vaccination process. When somebody gets hurt, they’re on their own, because two out of three 
people are turned away from the national Vaccine Injury Compensation Program. Why? Because the 
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) and [Department of] Justice do not want to admit 
how many people are being harmed by vaccines. They consider every award in that compensation 
program to be an admission that vaccines can do that.  

JM: But even so, that’s 8 billion, 7 billion dollars?  

BF: 3.7 billion. We’re nearing 4 billion dollars of compensation. But that’s only the tip of the iceberg 
because they turn most people away.  

JM: Well over 95 percent.  

BF: They turn two-thirds away.  

JM: Two-thirds? Okay. I thought it was higher.  

BF: Yeah. Almost no child is being compensated. They’re compensating adults who were injured by flu 
vaccine, but they don’t want to admit that children are being hurt.  

JM: Yeah. But they have been. I mean it’s just indisputable. I think it’s non-debatable. But the fact is that 
they are hurt. They accept that, when push comes to shove. Their justification is for the greater good.  

BF: You know what, I think back in the 20th Century. I went to school in the ‘50s and in the ‘60s. I mean, 
I knew like one child who had asthma. I knew one child who had diabetes. There were no children with 
autism. There were very few learning disabled children. There weren’t special education classrooms for 
these children.  

Now, we have 1 in 6 child in this country, 1 in 6 learning disabled, 1 in 9 with asthma, 1 in 10 with 
attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD), 1 in 10 who has been diagnosed with a mental disorder, 
depression, etc. We have 1 in 50 with autism. We have 1 in 400 with diabetes. We have children who 
are chronically inflamed, who are never well.  

JM: Yeah. But let me just interject here, because I want to take the broader perspective. Vaccines 
clearly, I believe, are a contributing factor, but there are others.  

BF: Yes. There are.  

JM: The atrocious diets we eat, the ones that are loaded with glyphosate, and the pernicious exposure 
to the pervasive EMF toxins, which are just exponentially increasing.  



BF: Right.  

JM: When you combine those all together, it results in the numbers that you’re suggesting. And of 
course other toxins that are in the environment.  

BF: No, I totally agree with you.  

JM: So it’s not just vaccines, but it doesn’t certainly help the situation.  

BF: Not when you’re giving the first vaccine at 12 hours of age at the newborn nursery, a hepatitis B 
shot.  

JM: Which there is no justification for.  

BF: No.  

JM: It’s just an irrational decision. I mean there’s just no medical, logical, rational justification to do that.  

BF: Not when you don’t know the immune status of the child, not when hepatitis B has always had a 
very low-incidence in this country, even in the 1980s and 1990s. In 1991, they put that policy in place for 
all newborns, but you had less than one-half of 1 percent of women who were infected with hepatitis B 
mothers. No.  

JM: You could easily screen them prior. Do a blood test. If the mother’s infected, then maybe consider 
the shot. But that’s still a 200-fold decrease in the amount of injections you’re giving.  

BF: Absolutely. But you know, it was a Merck vaccine. I remember when I was at the CDC in 1985 with a 
mother who had a child die after a diphtheria, tetanus, pertussis (DPT) vaccine. We were reporting the 
death there at the meeting in Atlanta. This was when nobody was going to those meetings.  

In 1985, there was no internet or cellphones. Okay. The manufacturer rep gets up and says to the CDC – 
this is why they own it – he said to the CDC officials, “Look, if you can’t get the high risk groups to take 
this vaccine that we poured all this research and development into, you’re just going to have to pass a 
law to shoot it in the arms of every high school kid in the country, because we are not going to have an 
orphan drug on our hands.”  

JM: Yeah.  

BF: Instead, they decided to shoot into the arms or the legs of every newborn as soon as they’re born in 
this country.  

JM: That was a Merck vaccine. After that – I think early 2000s – Julie Gerberding was the head of the 
CDC. She’s a physician. The moment after she left the head of the CDC, she shifted to and remains to 
this day the head of the vaccine division for Merck. That is the classic illustration of the revolving door 
between the industry and the federal regulatory agencies, or in this case public health, not the 
regulatory agencies. But it is a regulatory agency because they’re making the recommendations. 
Whatever recommendations they have, it’s enforced throughout the rest of the culture.  

BF: Yeah.  

JM: Because CDC said it was safe, recommended and advised it. When you have the former head of the 
CDC – I mean this is great. The door goes in both directions.  

BF: Yes.  

JM: They’ve got people who were part of Merck or any other vaccine industry going straight into the 
CDC.  

BF: That’s right. I don’t know what’s going to happen in the rest of this cultural war that’s going on right 
now, very political and ideological culture war, but I do know on the vaccine issue that the one thing 
that we can do is that, because vaccine laws are state laws in this country, because we have two types of 
government, federal government and state governments, we’re very lucky, unlike the other countries in 
the other parts of the world.  



We still have an opportunity in the States to talk to our legislators and to educate them about this issue 
so they will vote the right way when these bills come up. We can retain at least some degree of freedom 
in most of the states.  

JM: You’ve been successful in the last two years. If you have been involved now, I plead with you to do 
this, the Vaccine Advocacy Portal, which is on NVIC.org, to participate.  

The reason why I’m pleading with you now is because things are getting worse. This is the bad part of 
the discussion, because Google has decided that you’re telling fake news. The ability of you to share 
your message with new people – Obviously, as you mentioned earlier, the media has cut you off. It’s 
really going to be incumbent upon us.  

Not too recently, we wrote a really extensive article of how Google has been sanctioned in Europe and 
fined nearly 3 billion dollars, or maybe more than 3 billion, for antitrust violations. A similar [instance] 
went on in the United States, but they weren’t able to because, just like Merck and the CDC, it’s this 
whole thing. They planted people in there that support massive lobbying. They were able to avoid any 
antitrust violations, even though they’re the biggest monopoly in the history of the planet.  

They are not letting people go to your site anymore. You can type it in and find it, but it will be like on 
page 100. That’s intentional. Because they want one right answer. That right answer is not to reconsider 
vaccines. What can you do? What’s the practical take home? You can go to an alternate Google site.  

If you have Chrome, which is probably the most popular internet browser, you can go to a Chrome 
extension called DuckDuckGo, just like the bird, DuckDuckGo, all one word. It’s an alternative to Google 
that gives very relevant search results. Google used to, but doesn’t anymore. Because now, they’ve re-
categorized everything based on the fake news determination that they’ve made, based on the right 
answer.  

BF: Is it DuckDuckGo.com?  

JM: Well, DuckDuckGo.com is the website, but DuckDuckGo is the name of the search engine.  

BF: I see. I see.  

JM: And the extension that you would add in Google. There’s a DuckDuckSo, S-O, but it’s G-O, go. I just 
actually noticed that this morning. That might be a Google plant to get you out.  

But DuckDuckGo, at this point and time, because there’s always this temptation as these companies get 
more power and influence and revenues, that they get corrupted. That’s what happened with Google. I 
was a really huge fan. Google and I started at about the same time. Of course they were heavily 
financed. They have a lot of connections. But their motto, as you know, is “Don’t be evil.”  

BF: The founders were very –  

JM: Larry Page and Sergey Brin.  

BF: Yeah.  

JM: Right. But things have changed. They’ve changed considerably. They seem to have some nefarious 
ends, especially in the light of embracing – They view themselves as an artificial intelligence (AI) 
company. It’s very clear. I’m sort of a techie. I read the tech literature all the time. But most of the 
experts are thinking that – There’s a big discussion within the political community that, even just 
recently, I think this week, as we’re recording this, Putin made the statement that whichever country 
has the most AIs is going to rule the world.  

It may not be a country. It’s probably going to be a corporation. The two biggest candidates are Google 
and Facebook. Skynet in The Terminator, many people believe, could be Google. They had this complete 
control, largely through artificial intelligence. There are some concerns here. We need to stop using 
Google because they really are – you have no privacy with Google. They’re taking your information, 
targeting it. Stop using it, not only to get correct information, but also to stop supporting them as a 
company.  



BF: Right. Because they can track all your searches.  

JM: They do track. Not that they can, they do.  

BF: Yeah.  

JM: They track. Period. Forget the “can.” Ex that out. Delete that from there.  

BF: If you’re a person of interest to the government and you have Google cooperating with the 
government, then that government knows what searches you’re [doing]. They can basically predict what 
you’re going to do.  

JM: Yeah.  

BF: Yeah.  

JM: As a company, at Mercola, we really advise all of our employees to stay away from Google. Yeah.  

BF: Yeah.  

JM: DuckDuckGo would be the way to go.  

BF: You know, it could be overwhelming for people who listen to our conversation, probably for some 
people who have just come into this issue. But I believe that we still have a chance, even though we’re 
up against such enormous power.  

JM: Me too.  

BF: There are 7 billion people on the planet.  

JM: We’ve got them running. Otherwise they wouldn’t be doing this.  

BF: They wouldn’t be bringing out the hammer on the vaccine issue if they didn’t know. They know 
already from surveys here in the United States that more than 90 percent of parents are worried about 
vaccine safety. I would argue it’s not because of our organization.  

JM: No.  

BF: It’s because of the personal experience of people when they go in to get these vaccines. Adults, as 
well as children, they’re often coming out, and within days or weeks, becoming very sick. They 
remember that. That’s a very powerful experience.  

JM: And you’re absolutely correct, because facts convey information.  

BF: Yes.  

JM: They motivate people in a certain way. But human stories and testimonials are orders of magnitude 
more effective, which is why this is working.  

BF: It’s real. It’s a real experience.  

JM: It’s not something that can be manipulated.  

BF: No. The mothers are, most of the time, the ones who take their children into doctors. That’s been 
true forever.  

JM: That’s just the way it is.  

BF: Mothers are the ones who have got this in their DNA. I know it’s there. Because that’s the way [it is.] 
God intended us to have this inside of us, so that we will give our lives for our children. It’s programmed 
into us. We are responsible for nurturing them until they can function on their own.  

I believe that it will be the mothers across the world. They are the ones who are, by and large, 
demonstrating in Italy. Although, thankfully, the fathers are coming [in] this generation – 21st Century 
fathers have really stepped forward. They’re joining now. Both parents are now joining. That, to me, is 
like so exciting, because I do believe that we can turn this around. But we have to be awake and we have 
to take action. That’s why, thank you, for encouraging people to get on our [NVIC Advocacy] portal. We 



let everybody know what’s going on in the country about vaccines and vaccine laws and tell them how 
they can get involved. Thank you.  

JM: Well, this just the tip of the iceberg. If this thing goes, then your other freedoms go very shortly 
after that.  

BF: Exactly.  

JM: If you are a fan of personal autonomy and freedom, then you’ll want to be really active in this issue. 
If you have any hope to see healthy future generations, this is what you want to take action on. It’s not a 
lot of time, effort and energy. I mean, yes, you can help support us and we would definitely appreciate 
your support. As we’re doing this, I’ll match your support.  

BF: Every year you do that.  

JM: We do. I don’t care if it’s a dollar or two. But whatever it is, we would definitely [do it], because I 
believe in this issue. I believe someone has to draw the line in the sand if they can’t stop doing this. 
Because if we don’t, it’s really going to be a nasty future for your children, grandchildren and great-
grandchildren. It doesn’t look pretty. I mean, some of the dystopian novels or movies that you see may 
come to fruition actually.  

Be involved. Stay active. This is really a crucial decision and action you can take.  

BF: Thank you.  
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