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WHO & WEF Vow To Strip Nations 
of Their Sovereignty, Create 
Globalist Totalitarian State 

 
The World Health Organization and the World Economic Forum are preparing to strip 
nations of their sovereignty in order to create a globalist totalitarian state. 
 
Secret negotiations took place this week in Geneva, Switzerland, to discuss proposed 
amendments to WHO’s International Health Regulations (IHR), considered a binding 
instrument of international law. 
 
Similarly, the WEF has begun launching coup’s in countries across the world, 
most recently in the UK, installing Young Global Leaders as heads of state’s in 
preparation for the globalist takeover. 
 
Childrenshealthdefense.org reports: Similar negotiations took place last month for 
drafting a new WHO pandemic treaty. 
 
While the two are often conflated, the proposed IHR amendments and the proposed 
pandemic treaty represent two separate but related sets of proposals that would 
fundamentally alter the WHO’s ability to respond to “public health emergencies” 
throughout the world — and, critics warn, significantly strip nations of their sovereignty. 
 
According to author and researcher James Roguski, these two proposals would 
transform the WHO from an advisory organization to a global governing body whose 
policies would be legally binding. 
 
They also would greatly expand the scope and reach of the IHR, institute a system of 
global health certificates and “passports” and allow the WHO to mandate medical 
examinations, quarantine and treatment. 
 
Roguski said the proposed documents would give the WHO power over the means of 
production during a declared pandemic, call for the development of IHR infrastructure at 
“points of entry” (such as national borders), redirect billions of dollars to the 
“Pharmaceutical Hospital Emergency Industrial Complex” and remove mention of 
“respect for dignity, human rights and fundamental freedoms of people.” 
 
Francis Boyle, J.D., Ph.D., professor of international law at the University of Illinois, said 
the proposed documents may also contravene international law. 
 
Boyle, author of several international law textbooks and a bioweapons expert who 
drafted the Biological Weapons Anti-Terrorism Act of 1989, recently spoke with The 

https://jamesroguski.substack.com/p/secret-meetings
https://www.who.int/health-topics/international-health-regulations#tab=tab_1
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/international-health-regulations-2005-uk-national-focal-point-communications-protocol
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/international-health-regulations-2005-uk-national-focal-point-communications-protocol
https://newspunch.com/britain-has-fallen-with-rishi-sunak-the-wefs-coup-is-complete/
https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/who-proposals-sovereignty-totalitarian-state/
https://apps.who.int/gb/inb/pdf_files/inb3/A_INB3_3-en.pdf
https://apps.who.int/gb/wgihr/pdf_files/wgihr1/WGIHR_Compilation-en.pdf
https://jamesroguski.substack.com/p/100-reasons
https://www.congress.gov/bill/101st-congress/senate-bill/993/text
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Defender about the dangers — and potential illegality — of these two proposed 
documents. 
 
Other prominent analysts also sounded the alarm. 
 
Proposals would create ‘worldwide totalitarian medical and scientific police state’ 
 
Meeting in Geneva between Jan. 9-13, the WHO’s IHR Review Committee worked to 
develop “technical recommendations to the [WHO’s] Director-General on amendments 
proposed by State Parties to the IHR,” according to a WHO document. 
 
The IHR was first enacted in 2005, in the aftermath of SARS-CoV-1, and took effect in 
2007. They constitute one of only two legally binding treaties the WHO has achieved 
since its inception in 1948 — the other being the Framework Convention on Tobacco 
Control. 
 
As previously reported by The Defender, the IHR framework already allows the WHO 
director-general to declare a public health emergency in any country, without the 
consent of that country’s government, though the framework requires the two sides to 
first attempt to reach an agreement. 
 
According to the same WHO document, the recommendations of the IHR Review 
Committee and the member states’ Working Group on Amendments to the 
International Health Regulations (2005) (WGIHR) will be reported to WHO Director-
General Tedros Adhanom Ghebreyesus by mid-January, in the leadup to the WHO’s 
76th World Health Assembly in late May. 
 
Boyle said he questioned the legality of the above documents, citing for instance the 
fact that “the proposed WHO treaty violates the Vienna Convention on the Law of 
Treaties,” which was ratified in 1969, and which Boyle described as “the international 
law of treaties for every state in the world.” 
 
Boyle explained the difference between the latest pandemic treaty and IHR proposals. 
“The WHO treaty would set up a separate international organization, whereas the 
proposed regulations would work within the context of the WHO we have today.” 
 
However, he said, “Having read through both of them, it’s a distinction without a 
difference.” He explained: 
 
“Either one or both will set up a worldwide totalitarian medical and scientific police state 
under the control of Tedros and the WHO, which are basically a front organization for 
the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), Tony Fauci, Bill Gates, Big 
Pharma, the biowarfare industry and the Chinese Communist government that pays a 
good chunk of their bills.” 

https://www.who.int/teams/ihr/ihr-review-committees/review-committee-regarding-amendments-to-the-international-health-regulations-(2005)
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/9789241580496
https://dailysceptic.org/2022/05/11/the-biggest-global-power-grab-we-have-seen-in-our-lifetimes-how-serious-is-the-threat-from-the-who-pandemic-treaty/
https://fctc.who.int/who-fctc/overview
https://fctc.who.int/who-fctc/overview
https://dailysceptic.org/2022/05/11/the-biggest-global-power-grab-we-have-seen-in-our-lifetimes-how-serious-is-the-threat-from-the-who-pandemic-treaty/
https://dailysceptic.org/2022/05/11/the-biggest-global-power-grab-we-have-seen-in-our-lifetimes-how-serious-is-the-threat-from-the-who-pandemic-treaty/
https://apps.who.int/gb/wgihr/pdf_files/wgihr1/WGIHR_Submissions-en.pdf
https://apps.who.int/gb/wgihr/
https://apps.who.int/gb/wgihr/
https://www.coreysdigs.com/global/secret-who-negotiations-for-pandemic-treaty-taking-place-this-week/
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
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“Either they’ll get the regulations or they’ll get the treaty, but both are existentially 
dangerous. These are truly dangerous, existentially dangerous and insidious 
documents.” 
 
Boyle, who has written extensively on international law and argued cases on behalf of 
Palestine and Bosnia in the International Court of Justice, told The Defender he has 
“never read treaties and draft international organizations that are so completely 
totalitarian as the IHR regulations and the WHO treaty,” adding: 
 
“Either one or both will set up a totalitarian medical and scientific police state that will be 
beyond the control of national, state and  local government authorities.” 
 
“Both the IHR regulations and the WHO treaty, as far as I can tell from reading them, 
are specifically designed to circumvent national, state and local government authorities 
when it comes to pandemics, the treatment for pandemics and also including in there, 
vaccines.” 
 
Talks for both the proposed pandemic treaty and the proposed IHR amendments 
appear to follow a similar timeline, in order to be submitted for consideration during 
the WHO’s World Health Assembly May 21-30. 
 
“It’s clear to me they are preparing both the regulations and the treaty for adoption by 
the World Health Assembly in May of 2023,” Boyle said. “That’s where we stand right 
now as I see it.” 
 
According to the WHO, the International Negotiating Body (INB) working on the 
Pandemic Treaty will present a “progress report” at the May meeting, with a view toward 
presenting its “final outcome” to the 77th World Health Assembly in May 2024. 
 

Boyle: proposed legally-binding pandemic treaty violates international law 
 
Commenting on the pandemic treaty, Tedros said, “The lessons of the pandemic must 
not go unlearned.” He described the current “conceptual zero draft” of the treaty as “a 
true reflection of the aspirations for a different paradigm for strengthening pandemic 
prevention, preparedness, response and recovery.” 
 
Roguski, in his analysis of the “Pandemic Treaty,” warned that it will create a “legally 
binding framework convention that would hand over enormous additional, legally 
binding authority to the WHO.” 
 
The WHO’s 194 member states would, in other words, “agree to hand over their 
national sovereignty to the WHO.” This would “dramatically expand the role of the 
WHO,” by including an “entirely new bureaucracy,” the “Conference of the Parties,” 
which would include not just member states but “relevant stakeholders.” 

https://www.icj-cij.org/en
https://www.coreysdigs.com/global/secret-who-negotiations-for-pandemic-treaty-taking-place-this-week/
https://www.who.int/news-room/events/detail/2022/12/05/default-calendar/third-meeting-of-the-intergovernmental-negotiating-body-(inb)-for-a-who-instrument-on-pandemic-prevention-preparedness-and-response
https://www.voanews.com/a/pandemic-treaty-plans-being-worked-on-at-who-/6865080.html
https://jamesroguski.substack.com/p/100-reasons
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This new bureaucracy, according to Roguski, would “be empowered to analyze social 
media to identify misinformation and disinformation in order to counter it with their own 
propaganda.” 
 
The WHO currently partners with numerous such organizations, such as “fact-
checking” firm NewsGuard, for these purposes. 
 
Roguski said the pandemic treaty also would speed up the approval process for drugs 
and injectables, provide support for gain-of-function research, develop a “Global 
Review Mechanism” to oversee national health systems, implement the concept of “One 
Health,” and increase funding for so-called “tabletop exercises” or “simulations.” 
 
“One Health,” a brainchild of the WHO, is described as “an integrated, unifying 
approach to balance and optimize the health of people, animals and the environment” 
that “mobilizes multiple sectors, disciplines and communities” and “is particularly 
important to prevent, predict, detect, and respond to global health threats such as 
the COVID-19 pandemic.” 
 
In turn, “tabletop exercises” and “simulations” such as “Event 201,” were remarkably 
prescient in “predicting” the COVID-19 and monkeypox outbreaks before they actually 
occurred. 
 
Roguski said the pandemic treaty would provide a structure to redirect massive 
amounts of money “via crony capitalism to corporations that profit from the declarations 
of Public Health Emergencies of International Concern” (‘pandemics’) and “the fear-
mongering that naturally follows such emergency declarations.” 
 
Boyle warned that the treaty and proposed IHR regulations go even further. “The WHO, 
which is a rotten, corrupt, criminal, despicable organization, will be able to issue orders 
going down the pike to your primary care physician on how you should be treated in the 
event they proclaim a pandemic.” 
 
Moreover, Boyle said, the pandemic treaty would be unlike many other international 
agreements in that it would come into immediate effect. He told The Defender: 
 
“If you read the WHO Treaty, at the very end, it says quite clearly that it will come into 
effect immediately upon signature.” 
 
“That violates the normal processes for ratification of treaties internationally under the 
Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, and also under the United States 
Constitution, requiring the United States Senate to give its advice and consent to the 
terms of the treaty by two-thirds vote.” 
 
Indeed, Article 32 of the proposed treaty regarding its “Provisional application” states: 

https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/world-health-organization-big-tech-misinformation-cola/
https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/big-pharma-newsguard-fact-checking-schools/
https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/documents-reveal-disturbing-details-gain-of-function-experiments/
https://www.who.int/news-room/questions-and-answers/item/one-health
https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender_category/covid/
https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/gates-planned-social-media-censorship-vaccine-safety/
https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/monkeypox-gates-foundation-who-pharma-execs-monkeypox-pandemic-simulation/
https://apps.who.int/gb/inb/pdf_files/inb3/A_INB3_3-en.pdf
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“The [treaty] may be applied provisionally by a Party that consents to its provisional 
application by so notifying the Depository in writing at the time of signature or deposit of 
its instrument of ratification, acceptance, approval, formal confirmation or accession.” 
 
“Such provisional application shall become effective from the date of receipt of the 
notification by the Secretary-General of the United Nations.” 
 
“Whoever drafted that knew exactly what they were doing to bring it into force 
immediately upon signature,” said Boyle. “Assuming the World Health Assembly adopts 
the treaty in May, Biden can just order Fauci or whoever his representative is there to 
sign the treaty, and it will immediately come into effect on a provisional basis,” he 
added. 
 
“I don’t know, in any of my extensive studies of international treaties, let alone treaties 
setting up international organizations, of any that has a provision like that in it,” said 
Boyle. “It’s completely insidious.” 
 

Proposed amendments to IHR described as a WHO ‘power grab’ 
 
According to Roguski, who said the WHO is “attempting a power grab,” the proposed 
amendments to the IHR may be even more concerning than the pandemic treaty. 
 
Roguski wrote that while he believes the pandemic treaty is “an important issue,” he 
also thinks it is “functioning as a decoy that is designed to distract people from the much 
larger and more immediate threat to our rights and freedoms, which are the proposed 
amendments to the International Health Regulations.” 
 
The IHR Review Committee working on the proposed amendments “began its work on 6 
October 2022,” according to a WHO document, and has convened five times since 
then, including this week’s meetings in Geneva. Access to the meetings was prohibited 
for the unvaccinated. 
 
The final proposals of the IHR Review Committee and the WGIHR will be presented to 
Tedros in mid-January and to the World Health Assembly in May. According to 
Roguski, “If the proposed amendments are presented to the 76th World Health 
Assembly, they could be adopted by a simple majority of the 194 member nations.” 
 
As a result, Roguski said, compared to the proposed pandemic treaty, “The 
amendments to the International Health Regulations are a much more immediate 
and direct threat to the sovereignty of every nation and the rights and freedoms of 
every person on earth.” 
 
According to Roguski, “The proposed amendments would seek to remove 3 very 
important aspects of the existing regulations,” including “removing respect for dignity, 
human rights and fundamental freedoms” from the text of the IHR, changing the IHR 
from “non-binding” to “legally binding” and obligating nations to “assist” other nations. 

https://jamesroguski.substack.com/p/100-reasons
https://www.who.int/teams/ihr/ihr-review-committees/review-committee-regarding-amendments-to-the-international-health-regulations-(2005)
https://cdn.who.int/media/docs/default-source/international-health-regulations/terms-of-reference_ihr-amendments-rc_for-web_rev-221024.pdf
https://indico.un.org/event/1003644/
https://indico.un.org/event/1003644/
https://www.coreysdigs.com/global/secret-who-negotiations-for-pandemic-treaty-taking-place-this-week/
https://www.coreysdigs.com/global/secret-who-negotiations-for-pandemic-treaty-taking-place-this-week/
https://jamesroguski.substack.com/p/100-reasons
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“Essentially, the WHO’s Emergency Committee would be given the power to overrule 
actions taken by sovereign nations,” Roguski said. 
 
According to Boyle, similarly to the pandemic treaty, “again, Biden can instruct his 
representative in May, assuming they adopt the regulations, to sign the regulations. And 
then, the Biden administration will treat that as a binding international agreement, just 
like they did with the 2005 regulations,” referring to the original IHR ratified that year. 
He added: 
 
“Those [the 2005 IHR] were signed and the U.S. State Department at that time 
considered them to be a legally binding international executive agreement that they list 
in the official State Department publication, ‘Treaties in Force.’” 
 
“In other words, they treat the 2005 regulations as if they were a treaty that never 
received the advice and consent of the United States Senate, and therefore the 
supreme law of the land under Article 6 of the United States Constitution that would be 
binding upon all state and local governments here in the United States, even if they are 
resisting, the IHR regulations or the WHO treaty.” 
 
According to Roguski, “The proposed amendments would implement a great number of 
changes that everyone should absolutely disagree with.” 
 
These changes include “dramatically expand[ing] the scope of the International Health 
Regulations from dealing with actual risks to dealing with anything that had the potential 
to be a risk to public health,” which Roguski said “would open up the doors wide to 
massive abuse beyond anything we have seen over the past three years.” 
 
The proposed amendments also would shift the WHO’s focus “away from the health of 
real people” to “place primary preference upon the resilience of health care systems,” 
and would establish a “National Competent Authority” that “would be given great power 
to implement the obligations under these regulations,” Roguski said. 
 
If the amendments come to pass, Roguski said, “The WHO will no longer need to 
consult any sovereign nation in which an event may or may not be occurring within that 
nation before declaring that there is a Public Health Emergency of International Concern 
within the borders of that nation.” 
 
“Intermediate Public Health Alert[s],” “Public Health Emergenc[ies] of Regional Concern” 
and “World Alert and Response Notice[s]” could also be declared by the WHO’s director 
general, while the WHO would be recognized “as the guidance and coordinating 
authority during international emergencies.” 
 
During such real or “potential” emergencies, the amendments would empower the WHO 
to mandate a variety of policies globally, which would be legally binding on member 
nations. 

https://www.state.gov/treaties-in-force/
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These policies could include requiring medical examinations or proof of such exams, 
requiring proof of vaccination, refusing travel, implementing quarantine and contact 
tracing or requiring travelers to furnish health declarations, to fill out passenger locator 
forms and to carry digital global health certificates. 
 
“Competent health authorities” would also be empowered to commandeer aircraft and 
ships, while surveillance networks to “quickly detect public health events” within 
member nations would also be set up, as per the proposed amendments. 
 
The WHO would also be empowered to be involved in the drafting of national health 
legislation. 
 
The proposed amendments would give the WHO the power to develop an “Allocation 
Plan,” allowing it to commandeer the means of production of pharmaceuticals and other 
items during an “emergency,” and would oblige developed nations to provide 
“assistance” to developing nations. 
 
“The proposed amendments … would facilitate digital access to everyone’s private 
health records,” Roguski said, and similar to the proposals in the pandemic treaty, 
would “also facilitate the censorship of any differing opinions under the guise of mis-
information or dis-information.” 
 
Roguski said the proposals are being made despite a “lack of input from the general 
public” by “unknown and unaccountable delegates” using vague and “undefined 
terminology” and vague criteria “by which to measure preparedness.” 
 
He said the proposals would “trample our rights and restrict our freedoms,” including the 
right to privacy, to choose or refuse treatment, to express one’s opinions, to protect 
one’s children, to be with family and friends and to be free from discrimination, including 
discrimination on the basis of one’s vaccination status. 
 
“The finality of decisions made by the Emergency Committee” foreseen by the 
amendments “would be a direct attack on national sovereignty,” Roguski said. 
 

How did we get here? 
 
According to the WHO, the members of the INB — during a meeting in Geneva July 
18-21, 2022 — reached a “consensus,” agreeing that any new “convention, agreement 
or other international instrument on pandemic prevention, preparedness and response” 
would be “legally binding” on member states. 
 
For Boyle, this is the WHO’s response to the “enormous opposition” to the COVID-19-
related restrictions of the past three years. He told The Defender: 
 

https://www.who.int/news/item/21-07-2022-pandemic-instrument-should-be-legally-binding--inb-meeting-concludes
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“As far as I can figure out what happened here was this: As you know, there has been 
enormous opposition here in the United States [against] these totalitarian edicts coming 
out, and this was under both Trump and Biden.” 
 
“These totalitarian edicts coming out of the federal government, the White House, the 
CDC, everyone else on this pandemic and also the vaccine mandates, there’s 
enormous grassroots opposition. And so, as far as I can tell what happened, this 
culminated in Trump pulling us out of the WHO, which I think was a correct decision.” 
 
“So you know, I’m a political independent. I’m just looking at this subjectively. Now, what 
happened was then, when Biden came to power, his top scientific advisor was Tony 
Fauci. So Biden put us back into the WHO and then appointed Fauci as the U.S. 
representative on the Executive Committee of the WHO.” 
 
“That’s where both the IHR regulations and the WHO treaty come from: to circumvent 
the enormous grassroots opposition to the handling of the edicts coming out of the 
federal government with respect to the pandemic and the vaccine mandates.” 
 
Boyle explained what “legally binding” would mean in this context, if either set of 
proposals comes to pass: 
 
“What will happen is the WHO will come up with an order, this new organization will 
come up with an order that they will then send to Washington, D.C., whereupon the 
Biden administration will enforce it as a binding international obligation of the United 
States of America under Article 6 of the United States Constitution, and it will usurp the 
state and local health authorities, who generally have constitutional authority to deal 
with public health under the 10th Amendment to the United States Constitution.” 
 
“The Biden administration will then argue that either the regulations or the treaty will 
usurp the 10th Amendment to the United States Constitution and state and local health 
authorities, governors, attorney generals, public health authorities will have to obey 
[any] order coming out of the WHO.” 
 
Referring to his remarks about the illegality of the two proposals under the Vienna 
Convention on the Law of Treaties, Boyle clarified that under Article 18 of the 
convention, “a treaty does not come into force when signed. When the state has signed 
the treaty, it is only obligated to act in a manner that does not defeat the object and 
purpose of the treaty.” 
 
Article 18 states: 
“A State is obliged to refrain from acts which would defeat the object and purpose of a 
treaty when: (a) it has signed the treaty or has exchanged instruments constituting the 
treaty subject to ratification, acceptance or approval, until it shall have made its intention 
clear not to become a party to the treaty.” 
 
According to Boyle a state’s signature “does not provisionally bring the treaty into force.” 

https://www.politico.com/news/2020/05/29/us-withdrawing-from-who-289799
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
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Boyle also described the proposals as “a massive power grab by Fauci, the CDC, the 
WHO, Bill Gates, Big Pharma, the biowarfare industry and Tedros.” 
 
He added: 
“I’ve never seen anything like this in any of my research, writing, teaching, litigating 
international organizations going back to the First Hague Peace Conference of 1899, 
up until today.” 
 
Roguski and Boyle argued that the U.S. — and other countries — should exit the WHO. 
Boyle told The Defender: 
 
“I’m not a supporter of President Trump, but I think we have to go back to pulling out of 
the WHO right away. In the last session of Congress, there was legislation introduced 
pulling us out of the WHO. We need that legislation reintroduced immediately, in this 
new session of Congress.” 
 
“I think the House of Representatives has to make it clear that they object, that there’s 
no way they are going to go along with any orders coming out of the WHO, the World 
Health Assembly [WHA] or this new international pandemic organization, and that they 
have the power of the purse and that they will defund anything related to the WHO.” 
 
However, for Boyle, this is not just a matter for federal lawmakers. “We need, certainly, 
the state governments here in the United States to take the position that they will not 
comply with any decisions coming out of the WHO, the WHA or this new international 
pandemic organization,” adding that he recently made such recommendations to Florida 
Gov. Ron DeSantis. 
 
“We need that replicated all over the United States, on a state-by-state basis,” said 
Boyle, “and I think we need it right away because they’re trying to rush through these 
WHO regulations and the [pandemic] treaty for the WHO assembly in May.” 
 

Close cooperation with Gates Foundation, others 
According to the WHO, the INB discussions are taking place not just among all 
member states, but also with “relevant stakeholders” listed in document A/INB/2/4. 
 
Who are these stakeholders? One example is GAVI, The Vaccine Alliance, listed as an 
“Observer” alongside the Holy See (Vatican), Palestine and the Red Cross. 
 
As previously reported by The Defender, GAVI proclaims a mission to “save lives and 
protect people’s health,” and states it “helps vaccinate almost half the world’s children 
against deadly and debilitating infectious diseases.” 
 
GAVI describes its core partnership with various international organizations, including 
names that are by now familiar: the WHO, UNICEF, the Bill & Melinda Gates 
Foundation and the World Bank, and with the ID2020 Alliance, which supports the 
implementation of “vaccine passports.” 

https://ihl-databases.icrc.org/en/ihl-treaties/hague-conv-ii-1899
https://jamesroguski.substack.com/p/100-reasons
https://www.congress.gov/bill/117th-congress/house-bill/7931/text
https://www.congress.gov/bill/117th-congress/house-bill/7931/text
https://www.who.int/news-room/events/detail/2022/12/05/default-calendar/third-meeting-of-the-intergovernmental-negotiating-body-(inb)-for-a-who-instrument-on-pandemic-prevention-preparedness-and-response
https://apps.who.int/gb/inb/pdf_files/inb2/A_INB2_4-en.pdf
https://www.gavi.org/our-alliance/about
https://id2020.org/
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ID2020’s founding members include the Gates Foundation, Microsoft and 
the Rockefeller Foundation. 
 
In turn, the Gates Foundation, alongside Bloomberg Philanthropies, the Clinton Health 
Access Initiative, the Rockefeller Foundation, the International Air Transport Association 
(IATA — think “vaccine passports”) and the Population Council — founded by John D. 
Rockefeller and known for its “population control” initiatives — are listed in the 
same WHO document under Annex C as “non-state actors in official relations with 
WHO.” 
 
“Other stakeholders, as decided by the INB, invited to attend [and] speak at open 
sessions of meetings of the INB [and] provide inputs to the INB” include IATA, the 
International Civil Aviation Organization and the World Bank Group. 
 
“Open Philanthropy” and George Soros’ Open Society Foundations, and “nonprofit 
consumer advocacy organization” Public Citizen, are among the groups listed in the 
WHO document as “other stakeholders” that can “provide inputs to the INB,” alongside 
two Russian state-affiliated health organizations. 
 
Lead U.S. negotiator for the pandemic treaty, Pamela Hamamoto — previously 
an investment banker with Goldman Sachs and Merrill Lynch — “helped 
coordinate early responses to the Ebola outbreak in West Africa in 2015 … and a 
strengthened WHO response.” 
 
Hamamoto also was “instrumental in the 2014 launch of the Global Health Security 
Agenda” (GHSA), a “global effort … focused on strengthening the world’s ability to 
prevent, detect, and respond to infectious disease threats,” spearheaded by the 
CDC and founded with the purpose of accelerating the IHR passed in 2005. 
 
The World Bank, the Global Health Security Consortium, the Private Sector Roundtable 
and the WHO are part of the GHSA’s steering group. AstraZeneca and Johnson & 
Johnson, manufacturers of COVID-19 vaccines, are members of the Private Sector 
Roundtable. 
 
Advising the GHSA is the “GHSA Consortium,” which includes within its steering 
committee the Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health (which hosted Event 
201) and the Nuclear Threat Initiative (NTI). 
 
As previously reported by The Defender, the NTI organized a “tabletop exercise” 
that predicted a “fictional” May 2022 monkeypox outbreak with remarkable accuracy. 
“Open Philanthropy” funded the final report for this exercise. 
 
General members of the GHSA Consortium include the Gates Foundation, Amazon 
Web Services (which maintained COVID-19 immunization databases for the CDC), 

https://www.prb.org/resources/john-d-rockefeller-3rd-statesman-and-founder-of-the-population-council/
https://www.prb.org/resources/john-d-rockefeller-3rd-statesman-and-founder-of-the-population-council/
https://www.issuelab.org/resources/28013/28013.pdf
https://www.who.int/about/collaboration/non-state-actors/non-state-actors-in-official-relations-with-who
https://www.who.int/about/collaboration/non-state-actors/non-state-actors-in-official-relations-with-who
https://www.voanews.com/a/pandemic-treaty-plans-being-worked-on-at-who-/6865080.html
https://www.linkedin.com/in/pamelahamamoto
https://dci.stanford.edu/fellow/pamela-hamamoto/
https://geneva.usmission.gov/2022/10/12/pamela-k-hamamoto-named-u-s-negotiator-for-the-pandemic-accord/
https://www.cdc.gov/globalhealth/security/index.htm
https://www.cdc.gov/globalhealth/security/index.htm
https://doi.org/10.3201%2Feid2313.170898
https://www.cdc.gov/globalhealth/security/ghsareport/images/ghsa-report-2017.pdf%205
https://www.salute.gov.it/portale/rapportiInternazionali/dettaglioContenutiRapportiInternazionali.jsp?lingua=english&id=5733&area=rapporti&menu=vuoto
https://www.nti.org/analysis/articles/strengthening-global-systems-to-prevent-and-respond-to-high-consequence-biological-threats/
https://www.nti.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/NTI_Paper_BIO-TTX_Final.pdf
https://ghsacngs.org/
https://ghsacngs.org/
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Boston University and the institution’s National Emerging Infectious Diseases 
Laboratories (NEIDL), and Emergent BioSolutions. 
 
As previously reported by The Defender, NEIDL is where “a new strain of COVID-19 
that killed 80% of the mice infected with the virus” was recently developed. 
 
Emergent BioSolutions, which produced the Johnson & Johnson vaccine and 
attained infamy for losing a $600 million federal contract after millions of vaccine 
doses were ruined, is connected to the 2001 Dark Winter anthrax simulation. 
 
In June 2022, with the support of the U.S., Italy (current chair of the GHSA) and then-
G20 president Indonesia, the World Bank announced the launch of a $1 billion 
“pandemic fund.” 
 
In November 2022, Indonesian Minister of Health Budi Gunadi Sadikin, at the G20 
meeting held in Bali, pushed for an international “digital health certificate 
acknowledged by the WHO” to enable the public to “move around.” Indonesia is also 
a permanent member of the GHSA’s steering group. 
 
LET’S BE PERFECTLY CLEAR HERE ABOUT THIS NEW GLOBAL PANDEMIC 
PLAN!  IT’S ALL ABOUT “DEPOPULATION” GLOBAL GENOCIDE, MASS MURDER 
THROUGH THE JESUIT POISON NEEDLE.  THIS IS SATANIC AND UNLESS YOU 
HAVE BEEN LISTENING TO THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA YOU KNOW THE VAXXES 
ARE UNSAFE, INEFFECTIVE, AND HAVE CONTRIBUTED TO THE DEATH OF 
MILLIONS ALREADY.  SENATOR RAND PAUL SAID DR. ANTHONY FAUCI HAD 
ALREADY KILLED 7 MILLION.  AS OF NOVEMBER 21, 2023, THAT NUMBER MAY 
BE MUCH GREATER THAN WHEN SENATOR RAND PAUL MENTIONED ON LIVE 
TELEVISION IN SEPTEMBER, 2023. 
 
THE FATHER OF VACCINES WAS JESUIT-TRAINED DOCTOR EDWARD JENNER. 
HE DIED IN 1823.  THE ‘GERM’ THEORY TO THIS DAY HAS NEVER BEEN 
PROVEN TO BE VALID.  THE FACT IS THAT CONTAGION IS MORE A FACTOR OF 
THE ‘TERRAIN’ THEORY DUE TO POOR SANITATION, DIRTY AIR, DIRTY WATER, 
DIRTY FOOD, AND ENVIRONMENT. 
 
THE ‘TERRAIN’ THEORY STATES THAT DISEASES ARE RESULTS OF OUR 
INTERNAL ENVIRONMENT AND ITS ABILITY TO MAINTAIN HOMEOSTASIS 
AGAINST OUTSIDE THREATS.  
 
LOUIS PASTUER WAS A FRAUD!  IN FACT, EVERY EFFORT MADE TO PROVE 
THE ‘GERM’ HAS FAILED AND PROVIDED ABUNDANT EVIDENCE IN DIRECT 
CONTRAST.  PASTEUR HIMSELF KNEW THIS TO BE TRUE BASED ON HIS 
DYING ADMISSION. 
 

Our trust in the medical establishment has been blindly misplaced. Dr. Robert 
Mendelsohn, MD says it best in his book Confessions of a Medical Heretic, 
“Modern medicine can’t survive without our faith, because modern medicine is 

https://www.bu.edu/neidl/
https://www.bu.edu/neidl/
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/11/04/us/emergent-biosolutions-covid-vaccine.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/11/04/us/emergent-biosolutions-covid-vaccine.html
https://www.salute.gov.it/portale/rapportiInternazionali/dettaglioContenutiRapportiInternazionali.jsp?lingua=english&id=5733&area=rapporti&menu=vuoto
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/statements-releases/2022/11/16/g20-bali-leaders-declaration/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/statements-releases/2022/11/16/g20-bali-leaders-declaration/
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neither an art nor a science; it’s a religion. Just as ‘why’ enough times and 
sooner or later you’ll reach the chasm of faith.” 
 

 
 
If Not Germs? 
 

In fact, Louis Pasteur got one thing right. “Terrain is everything.” 

 
The Terrain theory suggests that it is our environment which contributes to 
disease, not tiny attacks by microorganisms. Toxicity of food, water, air, 
electromagnetic fields, and the mind are the only things that make us ill. Even 
genetic predispositions are due to the poisoning of DNA somewhere in the 
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ancestry line. If the body becomes deprived of certain nutrients, the compounds 
that step in to fill the gap are oftentimes toxic as in the case of glyphosate 
exposure and sulfate impairment. 
 
The true key to lasting health and avoiding disease is maintaining a pure mind-
body-spirit environment where you are nourished in each aspect and avoid 
poisons like toxins and negativity. 
 
THE WORLD HEALTH ORGANIZATION IS A CORRUPT, DECEPTIVE CRIMINAL 
ORGANIZATION RESPONSIBLE FOR THE DEATHS OF COUNTLESS MILLIONS 
OF INDIVIDUALS IN THIRD-WORLD COUNTRIES WHO WERE SACRIFICED BY 
THEIR BOUGHT AND PAID FOR LEADERS SOLD OUT TO PEOPLE LIKE BILL 
GATES, TED TURNER, OPHRA WINFREY, MICHAEL BLOOMBERG, LARRY FINK, 
PRINCE CHARLES OF WALES AND THEIR FELLOW EUGENICISTS!   
 
Blessings, 
 
 
Pastor Bob, EvanTeachr@aol.com 
www.pastorbobreid.com  
 

mailto:EvanTeachr@aol.com
http://www.pastorbobreid.com/

