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STORY AT-A-GLANCE
 PCR tests are not designed to be used as a diagnostic tool as they cannot distinguish
between inactive viruses and “live” or reproductive ones
 Amplification over 35 cycles is considered unreliable and scientifically unjustified, yet
many labs use 45 cycles. This amplifies any tiny sequence of viral DNA that might be
present to the point that the test reads “positive” even if the viral load is extremely low or
the virus is inactive
 The PCR test can also pick up the presence of other coronaviruses, so a positive result
may simply indicate that you’ve recuperated from a common cold in the past
 Millions of people are simply carrying inactive viral DNA that pose no risk to anyone, yet
positive test results are being used by the global technocracy to implement a brand new
economic and social system based on draconian surveillance and totalitarian controls
 Research shows the global lockdown strategy harms public health to a greater degree
than the virus itself

From the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic, the clarion call has been to test,
test and test some more. However, right from the start, serious questions arose
about the tests being used to diagnose this infection, and questions have only
multiplied since then.
Positive reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) tests have
been used as the justification for keeping large portions of the world locked down
for the better part of 2020.
This, despite the fact that PCR tests have proven remarkably unreliable with high
false result rates, and aren't designed to be used as a diagnostic tool in the first
place as they cannot distinguish between inactive viruses and "live" or
reproductive ones.

Dr. Mike Yeadon, former vice president and scientific director of Pfizer, has even
gone on record stating1 that false positive results from unreliable PCR tests are
being used to "manufacture a 'second wave' based on 'new cases,'" when in fact a
second wave is highly unlikely.
Understanding PCR Tests

Before his death, the inventor of the PCR test, Kary Mullis, repeatedly yet
unsuccessfully stressed that this test should not be used as a diagnostic tool for
the simple reason that it's incapable of diagnosing disease. A positive test does
not actually mean that an active infection is present. As noted in a U.S. Centers
for Disease Control and prevention publication on coronavirus and PCR testing
dated July 13 2020:2
 Detection of viral RNA may not indicate the presence of infectious virus or
that 2019-nCoV is the causative agent for clinical symptoms.
 The performance of this test has not been established for monitoring
treatment of 2019-nCoV infection.
 This test cannot rule out diseases caused by other bacterial or viral
pathogens.
Continue reading here…

