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The Uncensored Truth

Australian Senator raises
concerns for bank savings

WITH the failure in early
May of the First Republic
Bank in the United States,
the 2023 financial crisis has
passed the Global Financial
Crisis (GFC) in 2007 as the
worst bank failure in US
history.

So how safe is your money in
Australia?

In 2008, the Rudd Labor
Government introduced a bank
deposit guarantee, providing that
in the event of a bank failure, the
first $250,000 in the bank accounts
of everyday Australians would be
protected by the Commonwealth
Government.

In 2018, the Turnbull
Government made changes to
that scheme with the Financial
Sector Legislation Amendment
(Crisis Resolution Powers and
Other Measures) Act, which was
supported by the Labor Party.

This change introduced words
that allow the bank in a crisis to
bail-in depositor funds, in effect
stealing the money in depositor’s
accounts to save themselves.

To this day the public still
believes the first $250,000 in their
account is safe, when it is not.

Before explaining why, here is
a short background. If a bank gets
into trouble the Government has
a choice between two options to
prevent the bank failing.

Firstly, conduct a bail-out
which is where the Government
injects liquidity into the bank to
keep it afloat, either as a loan or
in return for equity. Bail-outs have
previously been the go-to way of
saving a bank. While it does mean
the taxpayers foot the bill, if done
correctly the taxpayers get their
money back with interest.

Secondly, allow the banks to
conduct a bail-in, which is where
cash held in deposit accounts
is taken in whole or part by the
bank to save themselves. In return
the depositor receives a bond or
shares in the bank, which are of
course worthless for many years
and potentially worthless entirely
should the bank still fail.

In 2016 the International
Monetary Fund and G20 decided to
ban bail-outs. Instead, the world’s
financial overlords require that
rescue funds must come from the
shareholders and the depositors —
bail-in is now the only option for a
bank failure.

A bail-in will not only relate
to personal accounts. Term
deposits and business bank
accounts are also included, as are
superannuation funds held in bank
or term accounts.

Every year the budget papers
show how much “liability” the
Government has under the Deposit
Guarantee Scheme. Currently,

there are $1.2 trillion in bank
accounts around Australia that
could be taken in a bail-in.

The first reason the scheme is a
hoax is this — The Treasurer does
not have to order a bail-in if a bank
fails. The legislation only says
“may”, not “shall”, order. There
is a special provision account to
hold the money for a bail-in that
has been empty for years. There is
no provision or intention to order
a bail-in.

When I asked the Finance
Minister, Senator Gallagher about
the bank deposit guarantee in
Question Time last month the
Minister repeatedly refused to
commit to using the guarantee if it
was needed.

The second reason the Deposit
Guarantee Scheme is a hoax is that
it is limited by legislation to $20
billion per bank and $80 billion in
total. This means only $80 billion
of $1.2 trillion is covered by the
scheme. The limit of $250,000 per
account is not legislated because

T

even the Government knew that
figure is nonsense.

By way of example, Australia’s
largest bank by customer accounts
is the Commonwealth Bank
with 30 million accounts. If the
Commonwealth Bank runs into
trouble and the Government
decides on a bail-in, the $20bn
limit per bank will cover the first
$830 of each account, a far cry
from $250,000.

Bail-ins steal money from a
business that is needed to pay
bills, buy stock, pay the rent, and
pay staff. It is money a young
couple is saving to buy their first
home. It is money retirees cashed
out of superannuation to live on.
All gone overnight.

The effect on the economy will
be catastrophic. The suspension of
bank accounts while the bank runs
the routines to steal your money
will be without warning. Everyday
Australians trying to pay for their
shopping will find their account
empty or their card suspended.
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Businesses will close and jobs will
be lost in a way that will be far
worse than anything we have seen
since the Great Depression.

In 2020, One Nation introduced
a bill to prevent bank bail-ins and
protect the people. Labor and the
Liberal Nationals united to defeat
the bill.

One Nation did lead a
successful campaign against the
cash ban bill that the Liberal
Nationals and Labor proposed in
2021, so Australians can still use
cash in an emergency if they have
cash on hand.

In March this year when the
Silicon Valley Bank failed, US
Treasury Secretary Janet Yellen at
first announced that bank losses
would be taken from depositors’
accounts — which is a bail-in.
Accounts were then frozen to start
that process. On current data, the
loss in depositor funds would have
been 90%.

Only after this decision caused
a run on all of America’s banks did
the Government relent and switch
to a bail-out instead.

There can be no guarantee a
wider crisis will see the same
decision taken next time. Having
the option of a bail-in means
customers pay the price for bad
banking decisions.

The solution is to initially
remove the language that allows
for a bank bail-in. Then address
the root cause of the problem —
banks putting too much of their
loan book into domestic real estate
and not enough into lending for
business, industrial, agricultural,
and mining purposes.

Our regulators need to get this

fixed before it is too late.
By SENATOR MALCOLM ROBERTS


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ooKyYEvIhYk
https://thelightaustralia.com/

THE LIGHT AUSTRALIA
JUNE 2023

Reporting honest independent news and information
mainstream media ignores.

Original content is © 2023
www.thelightpaper.co.uk and www.thelightaustralia.com

NOW, WHO WANTS To ASK ALL
THE WRONG QUESTIONS?

For all volunteers and distribution enquiries, please go to our
website www.thelightaustralia.com/distribute

For advertising enquiries, please go to our website
www.thelightaustralia.com/advertise

If you'd like this paper in your business, please go to our
website www.thelightaustralia.com/contact
advising your details for contact

If you'd like to order the paper, please go to our website
www.thelightaustralia.com/order-the-paper

To keep our paper FREE, is not free. Please help by donating
on our website www.thelightaustralia.com/donate

This newspaper is proudly brought to you by
a dedicated group of hardworking volunteers.

Special thanks to:

B The Light Paper UK for their generous support in allowing
us to bring the newspaper down under and use of their
articles.

CLIMATE
CHANGE,

MY DEAR WATSON

B All the graphic designers, relay drivers, distribution hubs,
online orders and volunteers who have worked tirelessly
to bring you the uncensored truth.

ISSUE 5 CIRCULATION - 150,000 COPIES
THE LIGHT AUSTRALIA NEWSPAPER LTD - ACN 667 527 559

The Light Australia never

allows inserts, attachments or

leaflets to be inserted into our newspaper.
If you find these, please disregard them.

OpenVAERS
“RED BOX” SUMMARIES

Vaccine Adverse Events reporting system.
Our default data reflects all VAERS data including the
“nondomestic” reports. 1,556,050 reports through 5 May 2023.

Images courtesy of Bob Moran - https:/bobmoran.co.uk

199,790

HOSPITALISATIONS

150,392

URGENT CARE

234,343

DOCTOR OFFICE
VISITS

10,479

ANAPHYLAXIS

16,961

BELL'S PALSY

4,991

Miscarriages

19,546

Heart Attacks

26,928

Myocarditis/
Pericarditis

65,896

Permanently
Disabled

8,701

Thrombocytopenia/
Low Platelet

37,538

Life Threatening

42,418

Severe Allergic
Reaction

15,688

Shingles

OpenVAERS is a private organisation that posts publicly available CDC/
FDA data of injuries reported post-vaccination. Reports are not proof of

causality.

https://openvaers.com/covid-data

o)

Images courtesy of Michael Leunig - https:/leunig.com.au


http://www.thelightpaper.co.uk/
https://thelightaustralia.com/
https://thelightaustralia.com/distribute
https://thelightaustralia.com/advertise
https://thelightaustralia.com/contact
https://thelightaustralia.com/order-the-paper
https://thelightaustralia.com/donate
https://openvaers.com/covid-data
https://leunig.com.au
https://bobmoran.co.uk

Could Australia be about
to lose its Sovereignty?

By DEBRA YUILLE

DO you know about the
proposed changes to the
World Health Assembly’s
(WHA’s) International Health
Regulations (IHR) and a new
proposed pandemic treaty,
the “Zero Draft WHO CA+”?

These are both being negotiated
in secret without the input of
the Australian people, and the
amendments to the IHR could
become legally enforceable with
only a simple majority among
member countries and would be
legally binding on all members,
including Australia.

The first is the 46 pages of
proposed amendments to the IHR
which are detrimental to human rights
and Australian sovereignty, taking
power and control from the member
countries and transferring it to the
World Health Organisation (WHO).

The proposed changes include:
1. Changing the nature of the

WHO from an advisory

organisation that makes

recommendations to a

governing body that makes

legally binding and enforceable
proclamations.

2. Amending principles of the IHR
outlined in Article 3 to remove
“full respect for the dignity,
human rights, and fundamental

freedoms of persons”.

3. It also widens the definition of

a “health emergency” so that

a health emergency could be

declared because of a potential

suspected pandemic. It doesn’t
need to be proved; only the
possibility needs to be raised.

In total, 307 proposed
amendments are currently being
negotiated by the Working Group
on Amendments to the International
Health Regulations (WGIHR).

Even more pressing are the
amendments to the International
Health Regulations (2005) adopted
by the 75th WHA on 27 May 2022.
Every nation, including Australia,
has the authority to reject these
amendments under Article 61 of the
IHR. Still, any such rejection must be
within 18 months of their adoption.

This must be done before the
end of November 2023.

The changes to Article 59 of
the IHR would shorten the time
for future amendments to enter
into force from 24 to 12 months.
They would shorten the time for
rejection or reservations to be
submitted from 18 to 10 months.

These amendments to the IHR
adopted on 27 May 2022 have yet
to be debated in or voted on by our
Parliament. They will take effect,
imposing rules and requirements on
Australia that we, the people, had

no say in developing or rejecting.

This is a blatant grab for power
by the WHO.

The WHO was established
after the second world war; its
constitution embodied the premise
that all people are born equal with
fundamental inviolable rights.

During the ensuing years, it has
become corrupted, as all well-
meaning large organisations tend
to be, by funding provided mainly
by private and corporate interests.
Significant funding is now coming
from ‘public-private partnerships’,
which naturally come from those
with vested interests.

The WHO has morphed from an
organisation that puts populations
in charge of their health, with an
emphasis on “physical, mental
and social well-being”, to one
pushing the commercial interests
of its backers. These backers
are predominately profiting

from vaccines and pandemic
preparedness.

Pandemics and health
emergencies, including AIDS,
the Spanish Flu, Polio and Covid,
are often exacerbated by the fear
campaigns, assisted by mainstream
media. The pharmaceutical
enterprises rolled out their
solutions, which paradoxically can
make people sicker and help to
perpetuate pandemics.

If Australia is to exit the WHO,
then the people of Australia need
to contact their federal politicians,
make them aware of the proposed
amendments and the impact it can
have on everyday Aussies.

Due to even earlier amendments to
the IHR, there is no requirement that
they be discussed by our Parliament,
nor is the signature of our PM or
Health Minister required. Australia
has not put forward any of the
amendments to the IHR. Even if we
vote against them, they could become
legally binding proclamations.

Australia is a free representative
democracy with a strong history
of opposing authoritarianism and
tyranny. It’s time for everyday
Aussies to resist authoritarian rule,
which could entrap and enslave us.

The way forward to retain our
sovereignty and national identity
is to increase the pressure on our
elected representatives and let them
know it’s your will that Australia

What exactly do the WHO do?

By DUSTIN BROADBERY

THE World Health
Organisation (WHO) is the
embodiment of an organisation
whose policy and strategy is
directed by the pharmaceutical
corporations it apparently
regulates and not the citizens it
supposedly serves.

This is unsurprising when 76%
of WHO funding is from voluntary
contributions—notably foundations and
pharmaceutical companies who wield
unimaginable influence over world
health policy. This cosy financing
relationship between the regulator and
the regulated has resulted in one man
alone, the anodyne Bill Gates, being
crowned the Tsar of international
public health. Why not? Gates
contributes 20% of WHO funding
through the Bill and Melinda Gates
Foundation (BMGF) and GAVI-The
Vaccine Alliance. It is no secret that
money buys influence.

This corporatised takeover of
world health policy bears many
hallmarks of the Fabian-envisaged

world run by a ‘body of experts’.
Only this time, the ‘qualified rulers’
are multinational pharmaceutical
corporations and billionaires and
the role of intergovernmental
organisations like the WHO is to
help them sell patented drugs.

Not much has changed then
since the days of rule by royal
dynasties, where the richest and most
powerful bloodlines ruled the land.
The difference nowadays is that the
wealth of billionaires like Gates
and the influence of pharmaceutical
corporations buys the necessary
political influence to set public
policy and agenda. In her brilliant
documentary, Trust WHO, filmmaker
Lilian Franck reveals the unhealthy
ties between the WHO and big
lobbying firms.

For example, it was not until the
late nineties that new regulations
began to emerge around the dangers
of smoking. This was largely down
to big tobacco’s lobbying the WHO
since the 1950s to downplay the
public health risks associated with
smoking. This gave rise to the iconic
cigarette advertising campaigns

of the eighties and the smoking
epidemic that followed, despite

the dangers of smoking being long
understood by health professionals,
especially the WHO.

Likewise, the nuclear Industry
has been a strong lobbying force
behind the WHO around events
like Fukushima and Chernobyl, to
effectively gloss over the effects of
radiation poisoning, in support for
the feasibility of nuclear energy.

To fully understand the strategy of
the WHO throughout SARS-CoV-2,
it is important to note the agency’s
erroneous declaration of the Swine
Flu pandemic in 2009. Following
unorthodox relaxing of rules around
the definition of a ‘pandemic’.
Specifically the ‘severity of illness’
and ‘mortality rate’.

Swine Flu brought about a new
culture of disease classification where
you could now have a pandemic
with zero deaths. These amendments
took place following secret deals
between European governments
and pharmaceutical giants GSK,
Sanofi and Novartis. Resulting in
a paycheque for Big Pharma in the

region of $18 billion dollars for a
vaccine that was not required, for

a pandemic that did not happen.
Later, The Parliamentary Assembly
of the Council of Europe (PACE)
held an emergency inquiry into the
“influence” exerted by drug makers
over the WHO, for a disease that it
transpired killed between one third to
one tenth the rate of seasonal flu.

In 2020 the WHO crowned China
the global pacemaker for a new
phenomena known as lockdowns.
Unsurprising when Tedros Adhanom
became the WHO’s first non-doctor
Director-General, amid allegations of
heavy lobbying by CCP diplomats.
Adhanom was effectively China’s
dog in the fight, despite an appalling
track record on public health and
human rights.

In 2017 Adhanom was accused of
covering up three cholera epidemics as
Ethiopian Health Minister, when he had
served as a central committee member
for the Tigray People’s Liberation
Front—a marxist political party accused
of crimes against humanity.

Preceding his appointment at
the WHO, Adhanom was Chair of

The way forward
to retain our
sovereignty and
national identity is to
increase the pressure

on our elected
representatives
and let them know
it’s your will that
Australia exits the
WHO.

exits the WHO.

Just as the United Kingdom
exited the European Union,
Australia should leave the WHO.

Links to more information:

https://AustraliaExits TheWHO.
com

https://jamesroguski.substack.
com/p/australia
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Debra Yuille is an advocate to
extract Australia from the WHO.
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The Global Fund to Fight AIDS,
Tuberculosis and Malaria (an
international financing organisation
established in 2002 with seed funding
from Gates’ BMFG). Later he served
as a board member of GAVI, another
BMGF public health hydra. Prior

to 2020 the WHO’s reputation was
blemished by multiple controversies,
with calls from the international
community to rethink global health
policy and especially the role of the
Specialised Agency of the UN.

The Lancet published an
independent report calling for the
WHO to be stripped of its role in
declaring disease outbreaks, and the
journal Nature called out their poor
response to the Ebola outbreak of
April 2014, when it took the agency
until August of that year to declare a
global emergency.

Later in 2017, the WHO were
criticised for allocating $200 million
a year for executive travel expenses
— exceeding the agency’s combined
budget to combat AIDS, tuberculosis
and malaria. Reminiscent of how the
Red Cross raised half a billion dollars
for Haiti, and built just six houses.


https://australiaexitsthewho.com/
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Moral injury in medicine

By Dr SALLY PRICE

MORAL Injury is understood
to be the strong cognitive and
emotional response that can
occur following events that
violate a person’s moral or
ethical code.

I am a doctor guided by
truth and integrity. I stand for
individualised medical care, fully
and appropriately informed consent,
confidentiality and first do no harm.

These standards have
underpinned healthcare for such
a long time I'm shocked that it’s
even a discussion. I believe that
guidelines imposed on medical
professionals by the Australian
industry regulator, Australian
Health Practitioner Regulation
Agency (AHPRA), make it
untenable for doctors to practice
according to these core values.
Hence, I am voluntarily no longer
registered with AHPRA and cannot
practice medicine in Australia.
I have had no income for 17
months, as is the case for like-
minded Australian doctors who
find themselves excluded from
the system that they previously
devoted their lives to. This is moral
injury. I’'m not sure that I want to
return to practicing medicine under
the present conditions in Australia.

I have more than 30 years of
service in medicine, constantly
upskilling and developing my
understanding for the betterment
of my patients (including training
in hypnosis and Ayurveda). Never
in my career had I received a
formal complaint or investigation
until Covid times, when hawkish
regulations around ‘wrong
speak’ relating to Covid vaccines
encouraged overzealous reporting
of medical professionals by
members of the public. At this
time, and for the first time ever, I
was formally reported to AHPRA
for the contents of my social
media posts, in which I criticised
government overreach and
promoted holistic health.

I then was subjected to
investigation by AHPRA, a process

that doctors dread and experience
as persecution. As my colleague
Dr. Duncan Syme has said, “The
process is the punishment.” There
have been at least 16 doctor
suicides in a few recent years
during their AHPRA persecution
(AHPRA of course takes no
responsibility for this).

During my months of
investigation, I was made to be ‘re-
educated.” I’'m in good company
— there are many others not toeing
the line also being ordered to
undergo re-education, notably Dr.
Jordan Peterson. During my re-
education I investigated the codes
of medical ethics more deeply,
inadvertently reacquainting myself
with the ethical requirement that
medical professionals must speak
up when they recognise red flags
or wastage of funds in healthcare.
Hello? The importance of speaking
out and entering proper scientific
debate are ethical predicates for the
practice of medicine. So why are
doctors in Australia subjected to
investigation when we act on these
ethical imperatives?

Meanwhile, doctors raising red flags and
telling the truth are still being censored,
gaslit, and persecuted. It's a moral injury,

not just to the medical profession, but to all
Australians who rely on us for medical care.

The truth is out there now, isn’t
it? Hidden in plain sight. It’s really
only name-calling and gaslighting
that stand in the way of the truth.

There was planned carnage;
see the US Military regime of
‘countermeasures’, which is now
surfacing in the sudden deaths
and the Forest of the Fallen. The
myo- and pericarditis, endless
media reporting of deaths in fit
and well young people. We’re
seeing turbo cancers, more
miscarriages, stillbirths, neonatal
deaths, infertility, and sick infants.

Health professionals, scientists,
statisticians, and especially funeral
directors are all seeing it. Hard to
get a funeral booking for weeks,
apparently.

15 per cent excess deaths from
‘all causes’ — largely ‘unknown’
because the Australian Government
refuses to investigate, despite being
asked by courageous Senators
calling for an inquiry. It’s a
catastrophe.

Meanwhile, doctors raising
red flags and telling the truth are
still being censored, gaslit, and
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persecuted. It’s a moral injury, not
just to the medical profession, but
to all Australians who rely on us
for medical care.

But people are shielding
themselves from the truth. It’s
now too horrific to bear — how can
someone, told they were ‘doing the
right thing’ live with the fact they
now have dead and sick people all
around them, that they encouraged?
Or they’re too sick to provide for
their family? Or knowing they’ve
been duped by criminal cartels?

How can a woman injected
before or during pregnancy bear
the fact that her stillbirth or
sickly child may have resulted
from her own, well-intentioned
actions? How can the doctors who
unwittingly recommended and
administered the toxic therapeutic
to hundreds or thousands of
patients live with themselves
once they realise the far-reaching
consequences?

Doctors who couldn’t bear it

We must gather
those waking up
to the carnage
into a place of
truth and support,
such as The
Australian Medical
Professionals
Society (AMPS).

suicided. We must gather those
waking up to the carnage into
a place of truth and support,
such as The Australian Medical
Professionals Society (AMPS).
AMPS is working to reclaim
medicine, stop medical censorship,
promote truthful scientific
debate, and stop these injectables
immediately, especially for infants
and children. Reinstate all the
ethically suspended doctors to
work. AMPS will allow doctors
to be doctors, to do no harm,
and allow a patients’ informed
consent. Re-instigate medical
confidentiality, healthcare privacy
and individualised healthcare.
Dr Sally Price, MBBS, FACNEM,
FASLM, FTCA, Grad Dip Primary
care.

AHPRA Vaccination position
statement 9 March 2021 — https://
tinyurl.com/5ah6t6mu

US Military Countermeasures -
https://tinyurl.com/yc7dd4pk

Forest of the Fallen - https://
theforestofthefallen.com

Excess Deaths — https://
excessdeathstats.com/australia

AMPS - https://amps.redunion.

com.au

AMPS %

AustralianYMedical
Professionals’ Society

More powers for Western
Australian Police

By REBEKAH BARNETT

The police state advances in
Western Australia (WA), where new
‘meth buster laws’ will grant police
special powers to stop and search
people, and vehicles within any of
the 22 newly created search zones
at all or near airports, road and rail
border crossings. The laws will
override the need for ‘reasonable
suspicion’ as condition of conducting
a search. During 2020, when WA’s

border were closed, waste water

testing revealed that meth use

decreased significantly. Now, the

WA Government wants to “replicate

pandemic conditions”, by creating a

“hard meth border.”

% Rebekah Barnett reports from
Western Australia. She holds
BAin Communications. Find
her work at Dystopian Down
Under. https://rebekahbarnett.
substack.com/
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A spiritual journey to the High

By JERRY ROBERTS

SUSPENDED Doctor William
Bay has made his way to

the High Court of Australia
directly from the bench of

the Queensland Chief Justice
without the assistance of a lawyer
— by his own reading of the
Constitution and case law.

Speaking to a religious audience
at Nerang on the Gold Coast on 19
April, the suspended doctor traced
his legal work to his early medical
education.

“We were asked to be advocates
for our patients, to care about public
health. So I am just doing what I was
taught at Medical School.”

The High Court Application goes
to the heart of the constitutional
validity of The Health Practitioner
National Regulation Law, known

We were asked
to be advocates
for our patients, to
care about public
health. So | am just
doing what | was
taught at Medical
School.

N

in everyday speech as The National
Law. The parties named in the
submission are The Australian Health
Practitioner Regulatory Agency
(AHPRA), The Medical Board of
Australia and the State of Queensland.

William Bay’s submission in
his Section 40 Judiciary Act 1903
Application seeks to have the
entirety of his matter in the Supreme
Court removed to the High Court
“due to the overwhelming number
(and substance) of the constitutional
issues in my case.”

The submission states: “The

matter is of urgent interest to
ensure that the regulation of
approximately 850,000 health
practitioners Australia-wide is absent
jurisdictional error and to ensure all
health practitioners can uphold the
lawful standard of the duty to warn
and thereby protect the public’s
health and safety.”

An interesting point in the Bay
submission to the High Court
is the implied right of political
communication in the Australian
Constitution.

Billy Bay, as he is happy to be

known by his growing band of
supporters, rattled the conscience of
his professional colleagues when he
raised the vaccine safety issue at a
meeting of the Australian Medical
Association in Sydney in July last year.

In an earlier interview with roving
reporter Michael Gray Griffith at
Mount Tamborine in the Gold Coast
hinterland, he warned that people
were being gaslit by the medical
community.

Speaking on the Nerang platform
with Senator Malcolm Roberts,
Billy Bay said: “I was not suspended

Court

| was not
suspended for

being wrong about
the Covid vaccines.

| was suspended
despite being right

about the Covid

vaccines.

for being wrong about the Covid
vaccines. I was suspended despite
being right about the Covid vaccines.”

In a sympathetic message to his
profession, Billy Bay said: “It is
time for all doctors in Australia to
change course. We now know that
the injectables are not safe. They
are not effective. It is time to start
discarding them into the bin where
they belong.”

It is now a waiting game for
suspended Doctor William Bay —
waiting for a response from the High
Court.

For more information — https://qpp.
life/

Donations to support Dr Bay -
https://tinyurl.com/supportdrbay

Jerry Roberts is a West Australian
Jjournalist

Red Flag: Pfizer advocates for constitutional change in Australia

By REBEKAH BARNETT

PFIZER has weighed in on the
upcoming Voice to Parliament
referendum in which
Australians will vote on whether
to change their constitution.

Australians will be asked to vote
YES or NO to the following question:

“A Proposed Law: to alter the
Constitution to recognise the First
Peoples of Australia by establishing
an Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander Voice. Do you approve this
proposed alteration?”’

If the YES vote wins, the
Australian constitution will be
altered to formally recognise
the First Nations Peoples and an
Indigenous advisory body will
be established to speak to the
Parliament on behalf of Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islanders.

On 11 May 2023, Pfizer
Australia — a global pharmaceutical
company — publicly announced its
support for the YES vote.

Since Pfizer’s rebranding as a
quasi-humanitarian organisation
during the Covid pandemic, the
company has repositioned itself as
an ‘ally’ of marginalised minority
groups through its Reconciliation
Action Plan (RAP) and Diversity,

Equity and Inclusion (DE&I)
initiatives.

Pfizer says that its new pledge
to support the Voice is the result of
continued engagement with its suitably
diverse RAP advisory board of elders
and advisors. One of these advisors is
Uncle Michael West, a member of the
Stolen Generations and Aboriginal men
of the Gamilaroi Nation.

West says, “Pfizer has
demonstrated its commitment to
education by listening to our stories
and lived experiences. These learnings
are key to understanding the social
determinants of health, housing,
education and employment and their
symbiotic nature and the inequalities
faced by Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander People.”

The Pfizer vaccine-injured can
only dream of the pharmaceutical
giant listening with such commitment
to their lived experiences.

In the past several decades, Pfizer
has been repeatedly caught out for
corrupt and fraudulent practices,
paying some of the largest health fraud
fines and damages claims on record.
Most recently, concerns have been
raised by industry insiders over the
integrity of Pfizer’s Covid vaccine trial.
So, why the Woke-Face makeover?

Part of the answer likely lies in

Environmental, Social & Governance
(ESG). ESG frameworks require
performative Woke-Face for the
maintenance of a high ESG score, the
corporate version of social credit. It’s
back-door totalitarianism, imposed
by unelected advisory groups, using
a coercive corporate regulatory
framework to recruit corporations to
act as the shock troops for globalist
Sustainable Development Goals
(SDG). Companies that don’t play
ball on ESG are squeezed out of
capital markets and targeted with
regulatory lawfare.

As in totalitarian socialist regimes
of times past, everything is politics.

You can’t have a beer, visit your
doctor, buy groceries or watch
sports without being saturated in the
regime propaganda, and subjected to
performative displays of deference.
Companies and businesses advertise
their devotion to the tenets of the
secular religion so that their business
will be safe to continue operating.

It is also likely that some mutual
back-scratching is at play in Pfizer’s
support for the Voice. The Australian
Government did Pfizer a solid when
it signed off on secret Covid vaccine
contracts that the public is not privy
to, provisionally approved the under-
tested shots despite glaring reasons

not to, and purchased stocks in
gross excess, resulting in massive
wastage.
Now, it’s Pfizer’s turn to
add value to the Australian
Government’s agenda. As
previously mentioned, the sitting
government is leading the YES
campaign for the Voice referendum.
Those who have not been so
dazzled by Pfizer’s Woke-Face
makeover as to forget why the
company was previously reported
to be one of the most corrupt
companies of all time, will see
Pfizer’s backing of the Voice to
Parliament as a massive, blood-red
flag.
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