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How the Pandemic Lie was

Used to Sabotage the

Western Legal System
by Jeremy James

The rights and freedoms discussed in this paper are recognized and upheld in almost

all democracies. They are founded on nearly a thousand years of Common Law in

Europe, as well as Acts of Parliament passed by a number of European countries,

notably England, which rights and freedoms were later replicated and given legislative

force by other jurisdictions.

The concept of Common Law
The concept of Common Law may be familiar to many readers but it is often poorly

understood. It is based on rulings made by courts whose authority to make such

rulings was not disputed. Courts of law existed long before Western parliaments.

Without these rulings (case law or precedents) the citizens of a territory, such as a

province or principality, would have had no way to secure the two basic rights that are

essential for social order and prosperity, namely, the protection of liberty and the

protection of property. For this reason, as these court rulings became accepted

generally as precedents by which similar cases should be judged, they became the

“common law”.

Common Law is not promulgated by parliament or through statute. The courts alone,

over a long period, have established the Common Law and given it a documented form.

In so far as modern courts interpret legislation and give it a meaning that is definitive

and operational, the Common Law principle continues to apply.
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Common Law has Constitutional force
It is important to note that Common Law preceded the establishment of national

parliaments and sovereign nation states. Therefore, no parliament has the power to

abolish rights or freedoms established under Common Law. The purpose of a written

Constitution is primarily to enshrine these rights and freedoms in a comprehensive

form so that subsequent, as well as existing, legislative provisions can be tested against

it, thus ensuring that rights and freedoms obtaining under Common Law are not

infringed.

A written constitution is not required to enforce or sustain Common Law rights. The

chief advantage of a written Constitution is the clarity and shared understanding that

it brings to matters that might otherwise be disputed and thereby delay the

administration of justice.

The Irish Constitution of 1937 did not create any rights or freedoms. Instead it set out

a consistent framework by which existing rights and freedoms, guaranteed under

Common Law, could be acknowledged and approved in a settled form of words by the

general population.

A defense against tyranny
Common Law came into being primarily for one reason, as a defense against tyranny

and the use of force. It established an immovable barrier which thugs and tyrants could

breach only at their peril. If they did so they lost their own protection under the law

and exposed themselves to random acts of retribution. Powerful barons and

landowners, who would previously have exercised their power and authority

capriciously and without limit, found it more advantageous to submit to the Common

Law and enjoy thereby the greatly increased social stability and ensuing prosperity

that the Common Law enabled.

“He hath shewed thee, O man, what is good;

and what doth the LORD require of thee,

but to do justly, and to love mercy,

and to walk humbly with thy God?”

- Micah 6:8
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Historically the most significant instance of this “rapprochement” was at Runnymede

in Surrey, twenty miles from London, when, on 15 June 1215, the king signed a charter

which guaranteed basic rights and freedoms to a group of rebel barons. While the

charter did not extend in a technical sense to all members of the realm, it established

the principle that all persons have rights and freedoms which cannot be set aside,

diminished or abridged by more powerful groups or interests.

Engraving of King John signing the Magna Carta

at Runnymede on June 15, 1215.

Over the following centuries the rights and freedoms in question took on a more

developed form. They were greatly influenced, both in their interpretation and in their

universal application, by the moral framework laid down in the Bible, in particular the

Ten Commandments and the principles of equity and charity found in the New

Testament.

The rights and freedoms guaranteed under Common Law
The following is a list of the fundamental rights and freedoms in a modern

parliamentary democracy, all guaranteed under Common Law:

The right of habeas corpus

The right to due process

The right to be presumed innocent until proven guilty

The right to bodily integrity

The right to freedom of movement

The right to freedom of speech

The right to own property and accumulate capital

The right to choose and practise a religion
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The right to a basic education

The right to earn a living

The right to vote

The right to marry

The right to have children

The right to inherit and bequeath property

The right to assemble

The right to travel outside the jurisdiction.

Some jurisdictions also include the right to bear arms.

These rights are recognized with great consistency in over a hundred countries around

the world, despite wide variations between them in culture and ethnicity. For example,

persons relocating between any of the following countries would expect to continue to

enjoy the same fundamental rights and freedoms – Japan, South Korea, Thailand,

Australia, Brazil, Mexico, Canada, Ireland, United Kingdom, France, and Finland, to

name a few.

Bunreacht na hÉireann

The Irish Constitution

Irish postage stamps issued in 1937 in honor of the

new Constitution, which was “Enacted by the

People” on 1st July, 1937. They display, in the Irish

language, the opening words of the Constitution,

“In the Name of the Most Holy Trinity…”
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Since these rights and freedoms are inalienable or “indefeasible” (Bunreacht na

hEireann), and since we possess them by virtue of our common humanity, we are

justified in calling them, in accordance with a long standing convention, our “God-

given Rights”. As such they are imprescriptible and “antecedent and superior to all

positive law” (Article 41 of the Irish Constitution, 1937).

Communism
The political philosophy known as Communism does not guarantee any of these rights.

Under a Communist regime – such as the one now operating in China – a person

enjoys only those rights which the state itself positively bestows. Such rights can be

removed, diminished or abridged at any time. They are generally conditional on one’s

continued observance of the rules and regulations laid down by the state. The criteria

by which one’s obedience is measured can also change from time to time, depending

on prevailing government policy and the way relevant rules and regulations are

interpreted by provincial and local officials.

It would be fair to say that the more rights a country violates, or is empowered in law

to violate, the more Communist it has become. By and large, Islam is dominated by

the same totalitarian mindset as Communism but possesses an extensive archive of

judicial precedents which in practice serves to reduce the risk of arbitrary abuses of

power by persons in authority, including the state itself.

The UN Declaration of Human Rights
The Communist-controlled assembly known as the United Nations has been trying for

decades to implement worldwide its alternative system of “human rights” with a view

in due course to supplanting Common Law as the only guarantor of human rights. In

so far as it purports to be substantive and of general application, the UN Declaration

of Human Rights is an affront to democracy and a threat to the liberties guaranteed

under Common Law. To the extent that the Declaration is used even to interpret

Common Law rights, it is violating the sovereignty and independence of the countries

affected.

Head of the UN,

Antonio

Guterres

– an ardent,

lifelong

communist.

Head of the WHO,

Tedros

Ghebreyesus

– an ardent,

lifelong

communist.
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The Communist attack on our God-given Rights
We are facing today, commencing in 2020, an entirely new way of undermining our

God-given Rights. It involves the creation of an ongoing emergency situation where

the legal system that protects our rights is not allowed to function properly.

The government would have us believe that our God-given Rights limit or restrict the

measures that are necessary to address the emergency situation and must be

superseded or suspended by exceptional temporary laws until the emergency has

passed.

The Irish Constitution provides for only ONE emergency situation where its provisions

may be temporarily curtailed and that is during “a time of war or armed rebellion”

where a state of “national emergency exists” (Article 28.3.3). Since the emergency

invoked by the Irish government in 2020, which allegedly enabled it by legislation to

suspend or curtail certain provisions in the Constitution, does not satisfy the condition

stipulated in Article 28.3.3, the legislation in question is repugnant to the Constitution.

Cults use slogans like this to control their members.

During this temporary emergency period, which the government has declared on its

own authority, certain rights and freedoms cannot be guaranteed. All decisions

regarding the nature and magnitude of a threat that would be needed to trigger such a

recourse, the criteria that should determine whether or not the said emergency

situation still obtains, and the extent to which certain fundamental rights and

privileges should be curtailed or suspended, are all made exclusively by the

government and endorsed by parliament.

It is therefore possible by this means, if it is so minded, for the government to suspend

or curtail indefinitely many vital provisions in the Constitution simply by refusing to

rescind its declaration that a state of emergency still obtains. This would normally be

regarded as the distinctive prerogative of a totalitarian regime.
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It should be recognized that, wherever this occurs, the implications for democracy in

this country or any other country are profound. The scope for abuse is considerable.

Many countries may not have a constitutional provision which allows for the

temporary suspension of fundamental liberties. Where they do have one, it can

normally be triggered only when the country is threatened with a military invasion. To

that extent, an emergency situation is one where the continued viability of the country

as a sovereign state is clearly imperilled and drastic, hitherto unforeseeable, actions

must be taken to address that threat, even if such actions necessitate the temporary

curtailment or suspension of fundamental rights and freedoms.

The invention of two pernicious legal concepts
In order to secure this revolutionary suspension or curtailment of many provisions in

the Constitution, the government introduced by stealth two completely new legal

concepts, which we will now discuss. These concepts had no precedent in the legal

framework of any European democracy, either in peacetime or under emergency

wartime conditions.

The first new legal concept was the “permanent potential human biohazard”, which we

will refer to hereafter as the PPB. The second was the “confirmed human biohazard”

or CB. The latter should not be confused with the concept of a “symptomatic and

infectious person.” A CB may be in perfectly good health and not exhibit any sign of

illness. A person graduates from a PPB to a CB by virtue solely of a positive result in a

test which purports to show that he carries a pathogenic virus.

The government of Ireland introduced these legal concepts in the following pieces of

legislation in March, 2020, with no declaration as to their necessity, their novelty, or

their consistency with the existing code of jurisprudence:

Health (Preservation and Protection and other Emergency

Measures in the Public Interest) Act 2020

Emergency Measures in the Public Interest (Covid-19) Act 2020.

A pellet of potassium will
burst into flames when it
comes into contact with

water.

A pernicious legal concept
is just as destructive when
placed where it does not

belong.
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Here is how the Opposition spokesman responded during the Health Bill debate on

19th March:

“I do not imagine anyone in this House would contemplate the

powers that are in this Bill under normal times. They are vast and

extensive. Most of them are not time-limited and do not have a

review clause. Most of them are not subject to appeal. These are

extraordinary measures and, in normal times, we would not remotely

consider such things. Yet, if the task before us is to bring the total

number of cases down from a potential of 600,000 to 60,000 in only

four weeks, then, unfortunately, we need to consider such measures,

and so Fianna Fáil will be supporting the Bill.”

– Deputy Stephen Donnelly, 19th March 2020, Second Stage

debate on the Health (Preservation and Protection and other

Emergency Measures in the Public Interest) Bill 2020

Deputy Donnelly later became the Minister for Health in the new government formed

on 27 June, 2020.

Note his words: “[These proposed powers] are vast and extensive. Most of them are

not time-limited and do not have a review clause. Most of them are not subject to

appeal. These are extraordinary measures and, in normal times, we would not

remotely consider such things.”

We would not remotely consider such things. Why not? Because they are

unconstitutional. They violate our fundamental rights and freedoms, and they enable

a government, if it is so minded, by a sinister application of the law to deprive of their

liberty any person or persons who might oppose them.

The government ranges across the green fields of Ireland.
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The alleged justification for this Covid legislation
These two Acts were introduced to address a situation across the country generally

which the government deemed to have the character of a grave emergency due to the

allegedly high probability that, without radical intervention, a dangerous infectious

pathogen would spread rapidly within the wider community and cause a death rate far

higher than that of a virulent seasonal outbreak of influenza.

A permanent potential biohazard under the legislation is a person who is not known

to be infected with a dangerous pathogen but who could possibly become infected at

some later date and pose a risk to others. He is not yet a biohazard but, due to the

highly infectious nature of the pathogen, he could reasonably be expected to become

infected by inadvertent contact with an infected person at some future date.

So, while the public health emergency prevailed, as determined by the government,

everyone in the country carried, in law, the stigma of being a permanent potential

biohazard. For the first time in Irish law every person resident in the country had a

legally binding impediment attaching to him or her which the individual was unable

to remove.

The government arrogated to itself the power to decide the circumstances under which

this stigma could be removed. While the stigma or status would lapse in all cases once

the government declared that the public health emergency had passed, it was within

the power of the government to repeatedly extend the duration of the emergency,

perhaps for several years. Under such circumstances every person in the country,

without exception, would be deemed in law to be a permanent potential threat to the

welfare of others.

At no stage did the government explain in rational or scientific terms why the

traditional approach to limiting the spread of an infectious pathogen was not adopted,

namely, the containment of those who were actually infected and exhibiting the

symptoms that were characteristic of the disease, along with the containment of high-

risk or vulnerable persons with an impaired immune system. Such an approach would

also include the issuance of practical advice on ways to reduce the risk of infection,

including the use of dietary supplements.

St Senan’s TB Hospital, Foynes, Co Limerick, opened in 1949.

It had about a hundred beds for children suffering

from primary tuberculosis.
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TB in Ireland in the 1930s
Compare this with Ireland in the 1930s. In the 10-year period, 1930-1939, the average

number of deaths per annum from TB was 3,583 (Annual Report of the Registrar-

General 1940). [The corresponding figure for deaths from influenza was 1,243.] This

was roughly 10 deaths a day, every day, for ten years. TB was a deadly, contagious

disease which could strike anyone, but did the government of the day shut the country

down? Was everybody required to “self-isolate” or stay at home to avoid infection? Of

course not.

By the way, more than 80% of deaths from TB in the 1930s were among people in the

age bracket 15 - 50. Compare this with a median age of 82 for alleged deaths from

Covid-19!

Did even one respected medical expert over the past 80 years suggest in a professional,

peer-reviewed publication (or elsewhere!) that the TB crisis of the 1930s should have

been handled by declaring the entire population a permanent potential biohazard? No!

The idea was so preposterous that it was never seriously considered – at any time over

the past 80 years – to a workable or productive public health strategy.

The number of deaths attributed to Covid-19 during the ‘height’ of the alleged

pandemic is shown in the CSO graph below. According to the CSO, “The data, which is

based on the date of death, shows that there were 1,287 confirmed and 231 suspected

deaths due to COVID-19 since the first recorded death on 11 March up to the week

ending 15 May 2020.” This gives an average daily death rate over this 66-day period of

23. The CDC stated on its website that only 6 percent of deaths in the US that were

attributed to Covid-19 were actually CAUSED by Covid-19. If we allow for a similar

exaggeration for deaths reported in Ireland, the number of deaths per day from Covid-

19 over this period is not 23 but probably no more than 5 – half the daily death rate

from TB during the 1930s (where the cause of death was undoubtedly TB in virtually

all cases).

https://www.cso.ie/en/releasesandpublications/br/b-cdc/covid-19deathsandcases/
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The Confirmed Biohazard
The Covid legislation of March, 2020, also introduced into Irish law another novel

concept which we have called the confirmed human biohazard or CB. A CB is a PPB

who has been given a state-approved medical test and found to have the relevant

infectious pathogen in his system. In theory, under the legislation, the person should

remain a CB for a specified number of days (typically ten to fourteen) and then revert

automatically to PPB status unless he becomes symptomatic, meaning that he is

declared to exhibit medically verifiable signs that the pathogen is adversely affecting

his health.

A CB is deemed to have a notifiable infectious disease and qualify for inclusion in the

government’s inventory of Covid-19 cases. Covid-19 is thus the ONLY notifiable

infectious disease on the official register where the persons infected are not unwell or

symptomatic (or even expected to become unwell or symptomatic)! By doing this the

government acted illegally since it blurred severely, if not eliminated, the distinction

between a person in good health and a person whose health was impaired by a disease.

The longstanding legal concept of “wellness” has been shattered and replaced with a

condition which the state alone can define using criteria which it alone can measure.

This is a travesty of law and injurious to all statutes that draw upon the concept of

“wellness”.

Litmus test.

The Bogus ‘test’ for Covid-19
The concept of a test, from a legal perspective, is also destroyed by the Covid legislation

of March, 2020. A great many statutes rely on the existence of a test to determine

whether or not a particular condition has been satisfied. To have any meaning or legal

force a test must clearly distinguish, in all instances where it can be applied, between

a person who satisfies the condition and a person who does not. A test which gave an

inconclusive or ambiguous result would not qualify as a “test” within the meaning of

the law. Indeed, it would not even satisfy the standard, commonsense understanding

of the word “test”. There is no mystery to any of this. It is quite straightforward.
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So, when the Covid legislation speaks of a test or implies the use of a test to determine

the presence or otherwise of the virus, it means a test which satisfies the accepted legal

definition. If so, the Covid-19 test should give the same result every time it is applied,

it should in all instances give a clear result, and it should in all instances give an

accurate or correct result. Furthermore, where the test result is positive, thereby

confirming the existence of the medical condition in question, this finding should be

confirmed in turn by the subsequent symptomology. A test which was not confirmed

in this way would be inconclusive or ambiguous and thus meaningless in the sense

already discussed in the previous paragraph.

As the whole world knows, the so-called test for the Covid-19 virus is wholly unreliable.

It routinely gives false positives and false negatives. The same person can test both

positive and negative on the same day, depending on which laboratory conducts the

test. Most of those who test positive do not go on to develop Covid-type symptoms and

Covid-type symptoms have frequently been observed in people who did not test

positive. This is not science but more akin to a game played by children in the school

yard.

Other problems with this ‘test’
There are many other problems with this so-called test. It gives a positive reading

without any reference to the viral load present in the subject. Medically speaking, the

mere presence of a virus is not an indicator of its pathogenic potential. Humans have

thousands of bacteria and viruses in their bodies which, if allowed to proliferate, would

cause illness. These include TB and cholera. However, a healthy immune system keeps

the total population (“load”) of these entities at levels well below the threshold needed

to cause an illness. A virus is pathogenic ONLY when its total population in the host

body is above the relevant threshold.

The so-called test for Covid-19, as defined by the World Health Organization, does not

even test for the presence of the virus as such but only for telltale signs that the virus

might be present. These telltale signs are strands of RNA and miscellaneous proteins

which are not unique to Covid-19 but which can be produced by many types of

coronavirus, including those associated with the common cold.

“A false balance is [an] abomination to the LORD:

but a just weight is his delight.”

- Proverbs 11:1

It should be noted that the WHO has never experimentally isolated the virus or

determined its genetic sequence. Any information available regarding its genetic

structure is based on assumptions derived from numerous studies of similar viruses

and the use of computer models which postulate structural components based on the

symptoms produced by Covid-19.
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Loss of Liberty
The most severe sanction for a crime under Irish law is the loss of liberty. The only way

one’s personal liberty can be forfeited is if, following due process in a court of law, one

is found guilty of a crime and where the relevant legislation provides for the loss of

liberty as an applicable sanction.

Depending on the circumstances loss of liberty can be described in different ways –

imprisonment, internment, arrest, remand, detention, or quarantine – but the nett

effect is always the same, namely, loss of the ability to move beyond the confines of a

designated room, contiguous rooms, or an enclosed area.

We list below the God-given Rights that have been suspended or curtailed under Covid

legislation and regulations made thereunder during the state-defined situation known

as a ‘lockdown’ or rolling 7-day 24-hour curfew:

Permanent Potential Biohazard [PPB]

Right Impact

Habeas Corpus The most onerous sanction – loss of

liberty – applies automatically to

everyone other than essential workers.

No appeal is allowed.

Due process

Presumption of innocence

Bodily Integrity

Mask-wearing and ‘social distancing’

violate one’s dignity as a person and

have detrimental health effects, both

physical and psychological.

Freedom of movement
‘Self-quarantine’ is a euphemism for

house arrest.

Freedom of speech
Restricted movement restricts

freedom of speech.

The right to own property

& accumulate capital

The ability to accumulate capital is

greatly restricted under a ‘lockdown’.

In fact, many victims are required to

draw on their savings to survive.

The right to choose and

practise a religion

Attendance at a religious service

is not permitted.

The right to a basic education Educational services are shut down.

The right to earn a living

The government decides who may

attend the workplace during a

lockdown.
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The right to vote

An election (along with associated

free-speech activities) could not take

place during a lockdown.

The right to marry

Marriage services and marital

festivities are not allowed during a

lockdown.

The right to have or adopt children

The steps needed to adopt a child

cannot be carried out during a

lockdown. This is certainly the case

with foreign adoptions.

[The right to inherit and

bequeath property]
[This right is largely unaffected]

The right to assemble
People cannot gather in a public place

(or anywhere else) at any time.

The right to travel outside

the jurisdiction

Travel outside the jurisdiction

is not allowed.

A person classified as a Confirmed Biohazard also forfeits the same fundamental rights

and freedoms, but the degree of forfeiture is more severe.

Incredibly, with one exception, of the 16 fundamental rights and freedoms that are

guaranteed under Common Law – our God-given Rights – all but one are curtailed or

suspended by the powers vested in the state under these pieces of legislation. The Acts

not only violate the Constitution but virtually abolish it during the most stringent

phase of the emergency provisions known as a ‘lockdown’.

There is not a single precedent in the annals of human history where such draconian

measures were implemented except under tyrannical rule and then only in

circumstances where harm was intended. This should tell us a great deal about the

mentality of these people, both national and foreign, who are pulling the strings from

behind the scenes in Irish politics and foisting on the nation a radical social and

economic program which – as anyone with an ounce of sense could have foreseen – is

proving highly destructive.

Marxist (or Marxman) fixing a vase.
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The ‘cases’ that mermerize a nation
We now come to the famous “cases” whose daily count has mesmerized the nation. For

example, the authorities reported 1,011 ‘new cases’ on 10th October. What exactly is a

‘new case’? It is merely someone who tested positive in a test which tells absolutely

nothing significant about the health status of the individual. By virtue of a ‘positive’

result in this spurious ‘test’ a person is now deemed to be a confirmed human

biohazard – a real threat to the well-being of everyone he or she comes in contact with

– and must be kept in quarantine (essentially house arrest) for 10-14 days.

The country could have 100,000 ‘new cases’ in a single day and the figure would be

completely meaningless. The nett morbidity and mortality of the nation as a whole

would not be affected one iota. We will discuss below the outrageously unscientific

nature of this ‘test’.

Finally we arrive at the Symptomatic and Infectious Person (SIP). Since this is the

ONLY sick person in this sprawling legal dragnet, one must ask why the lives of so

many have been severely disrupted so that the number of SIPs is lower – by a vague

and unspecified amount – than it might otherwise have been?

Incredibly, even when the SIP recovers, he resumes his status as a Permanent Potential

Biohazard! The science behind ‘Covid-19’ does not admit the existence of permanent

or even temporary longterm immunity. Without the possibility of immunity, either

general immunity within the population (known as ‘herd’ immunity) or acquired

immunity following infection, the so-called ‘pandemic’ can be kept running

indefinitely.

According to the rules by which this very dangerous game is played, no-one ever

escapes the universal menace of Covid-19, even when they contract it, fall ill, and

recover. The person goes back to ‘square one’ and starts all over again. Whether or not

he has antibodies, assuming this concept has any real meaning in the strange world of

‘Covid-19’, he is still deemed to be a Permanent Potential Biohazard and subject to the

same forfeiture of rights and freedoms as heretofore. Nothing has changed and

nothing can change.

Irish parliamentarians rewriting the Constitution.
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The two Acts in question (‘Covid legislation’) are a licence for totalitarian rule, where

democratic government – meaning government BY the people – is replaced by an

autocratic regime or governance OF the people. Covid legislation is deliberately

designed to override the Constitution and deem all citizens “guilty” without a “trial” or

due process of being a permanent potential biohazard. This “guilty verdict” is given by

the “court” of government without even the dignity of a scientifc or other “test” to

determine whether, and to what extent, the individual is likely at any time to contract

and succumb to the pathogen in question. This means the vast majority of the

population, who enjoy good health, who have no co-morbidities, and who have a

robust and fully functioning immune system, are treated under the law – automatically

and without recourse of any kind – as health hazards on a par with very elderly persons

with poorly functioning immune systems, one or more co-morbidities, and a need for

constant medical care and attention.

By any reckoning, this is intolerable. The individual is deprived on his or her liberty

on the most spurious and unscientific grounds. Perhaps the most fundamental God-

given right of all – the right of habeus corpus – is trodden underfoot. The whole of

Common Law is built on the pillars of habeus corpus and due process. Covid legislation

topples both and in doing so restores to an invisible Elite the ancient royal prerogative

of summary conviction and discretionary enslavement.

The victim – for this is precisely the standing in law of every citizen under Covid

legislation – has no right to a fair hearing, to hear the evidence against him, to present

evidence in his own defence, to call witnesses, to present expert testimony, or to

challenge the basis on which he has been deprived of his liberty. Nor is he entitled to

be presumed innocent. The state has decreed by fiat that he is guilty ab initio and that

he must be deprived of his liberty until such time as the government decides otherwise.

The concept of “self-quarantining” in one’s own home is a form of house arrest, a type

of punishment traditionally granted as a token of leniency, where a custodial sentence

might otherwise have been imposed. However, Covid legislation can go even further

and impose a custodial sentence, again at the discretion of the state and again without

any requirement to show that such drastic measures are warranted.
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Of the many astonishing powers which the state has vested in itself, none are as

draconian or inimical to Common Law and natural justice as those given to the police,

known in Ireland as the Garda Siochana, under Covid legislation. For example, it

provides for the following:

- a police officer may arrest a person without warrant if, having

requested them to comply with a regulation made under the Act,

they fail to do so. All he needs is “reasonable cause to believe” that the

individual did not comply. Why bother with old-fashioned notions like

probable cause, evidence, witnesses, a fair hearing, a court order, or proof

that any harm was done?

- any person authorised by regulation to enforce any of these

provisions may call upon the support of the police where force or

coercion are likely to be required, including “detaining any person,

bringing a person to any place, breaking open of any premises, or any

other action in which the use of force may be necessary”.

- any medical officer who believes in good faith that a person may

be a potential source of infection may order in writing the

detention and isolation of that person against his will in the place

specified in the order, until such time as he believes the person in

question is no longer a potential risk to public health. The person

detained in this way can ask for an independent medical review of his

case and the medical officer is required to comply with this request, but

only “as soon as practicable.”

Powers like this are usually exercisable only in a totalitarian regime or police state,

where cold-blooded thuggery is a regular feature of law enforcement.

Random arrest and incarceration – eliminating dissidents
To appreciate the extent to which Covid legislation breaches our civil liberties and

facilitates the arrest, if not the assassination, of persons considered undesirable by the

ruling authorities, consider the following hypothetical case – every aspect of which is

enabled under the two Acts cited above:

A police officer stops a person in the street and, following a brief discussion,

informs the person that he believes he may be suffering from a mental disorder.

He takes the person (against his will) to a mental institution where, following

an examination, the consulting psychiatrist reaches the same conclusion. He

sends the involuntary admission order to the one-man tribunal (where the

person presiding has no medical qualifications) which decides, without

interviewing anyone, to approve the order. The person so detained can then be

forcibly medicated under section 57(1) of the Mental Health Act 2001:
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A heavily medicated person will not be able to exercise his right to appeal his

detention to the Circuit Court under section 19(1) of the Mental Health Act

2001. In addition to medicating the internee against his will, the authorities can

have him forcibly vaccinated against Covid-19 as a treatment “necessary to

safeguard the life of the patient.”

Consider the plight of this man: A few hours earlier he was walking quite

happily down the street; now he is medicated, vaccinated, and isolated in a

mental institution, detained against his will, and reliant on the institution to

notify his legal representative that an involuntary admission order has been

made in respect of him. It could take a week or more to secure his release,

assuming this is even possible. The provisions of the Health Emergency

Measures Act 2020 could render him permanently detained in that location if

the police officer concerned, or a registered medical practitioner, believes he

may also be infected with the Covid-19 virus.

The World Health Organization [WHO]

headquarters in New York.

The WHO pretends to be a world health agency

managed exclusively by its member nation states.

It is, in fact, substantially funded by the Bill &

Melinda Gates Foundation and many other donors

with direct ties to the pharmaceutical industry. By

taking as unbiased, objective, and scientific the

reports released by the WHO in relation to Covid-

19, the Irish government was acting both

irresponsibly and illegally.
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There is not an ounce of hyperbole in any part of this example. If, for political reasons,

the government (including a future government) ever decided to quietly eliminate

existing or potential political opponents, it now has the power to do so. They need the

assistance of only a few people – a police officer or two, a psychiatrist, and a lawyer –

to carry out this diabolical act. The same ‘team’ could incarcerate, and facilitate the

liquidation of, hundreds of victims in a week.

Similar powers were widely used in the USSR in the 1930s and in many Central

American countries in more recent times to liquidate political opponents and subdue

the general population.

No democracy should allow its government the means to forcibly medicate political

opponents. Many mind-altering drugs, which leave no detectable traces, are capable

of causing lifelong changes to one’s personality and cognitive ability. They include

chemicals that cause paranoia, mental confusion, loss of concentration, emotional

volatility, crippling depression, chronic insomnia, and many other distressing

conditions that would turn the most strident and articulate dissident into a mumbling

misfit.

The extraordinary threat to democracy posed by Covid legislation should have received

considerable attention in the media but this never happened. The media in Ireland is

tightly controlled by the same criminal Elite who control our politicians. Despite their

patently totalitarian character, the President cravenly signed both Bills into law

without asking the Supreme Court for a judicial ruling as to their constitutionality.

Sorry to hear

about your

confinement…

Hope You Get

Well Soon! Designed by Sad Cards for Simple People Ltd

Leave to appeal denied
Incredibly, when two Irish citizens, acting as lay litigants – Gemma O’Doherty and

John Waters, both former journalists with well-known Dublin newspapers – sought a

judicial review, leave to do so was denied by the High Court!
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The manner in which the hearing was conducted was very disturbing. In his judgment,

which was delivered on 13th May 2020, High Court Justice Charles Meenan repeatedly

reduced the concerns raised by the plaintives to matters of lesser importance and

sought, by his careful avoidance of the plain meaning of the relevant Articles in the

Constitution, to construe their arguments as hypothetical, as though the ‘lockdown’

had not occurred, as though their personal liberty had not already been infringed, and

as though the intended application of the legislation had not already been

demonstrated.

The many serious issues dismissed as trivial by the High Court
Little or no consideration was given by the High Court to numerous aspects of the

Covid legislation which conceivably involve a breach of the Constitutional rights of

Irish citizens, including the following:

- the right to be presumed innocent, that is immune to any restriction on

one’s liberty by the state without due process in a court of law;

- the right to present evidence in one’s own defense;

- the right to legal representation;

- the right to challenge the evidence presented by the state;

- the right to call expert witnesses;

- the right to be told the precise terms of the crime of which one is accused;

- the right to know the validity of the scientific test applied by the state to

determine one’s guilt;

- the right to challenge the scientificity, reliability and integrity of the test

applied by the state to determine one’s guilt;

- the right to be told the precise circumstances under which one’s guilt

would be expunged;

- the right to know the scientific basis of the test which was applied by the

state to determine whether one’s guilt was expungable;

- the right to know whether decisions made by the state, affecting one’s

case, were influenced in any way by persons or organizations outside the

jurisdiction and, if so, the legal basis for this;

- if found guilty following due process, the right to incur a penalty

commensurate with the offense;

- the right to be told in advance the maximum extent of the sentence that

would apply on conviction.
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The Covid legislation, in ‘lockdown’ mode alone, commits the following violations

against the person (where the ‘person’ is everyone resident in the Republic of Ireland):

It destroys in many cases the right to earn a living or maintain one’s livelihood,

to support one’s family, to protect and care for one’s children, to provide for

their education, to secure immediate medical attention for one’s spouse and

children, to visit one’s elderly parents, to visit one’s neighbors, to engage in

social acitivites, to respectfully bury the dead, to travel any distance, to attend

a wedding service, to come before the LORD God in a place of worship, to visit

a shop etc without a mask of servitude, to stand nearer than six feet to another

human being, etc.

Imperial College, London.

Imperial College, London, released grossly

exaggerated projections of the morbidity and

mortality that would result from Covid-19. As

many experts have stated, the unscientific

assumptions that were fed into its defective

model were designed to produce sensational

results. The faculty concerned had received

substantial funding from the Bill & Melinda Gates

Foundation. By taking as unbiased, objective, and

scientific the reports released by the College in

relation to Covid-19, the Irish government was

acting both irresponsibly and illegally.

Government duplicity and deception
The commission by the government of these abuses under the guise of Covid

legislation has been significantly facilitated by its continued use of duplicity and

deception to convince the Irish people that, while punitive and damaging – for

individuals, families and the country as a whole – the laws in question are temporary

emergency measures only, that no alternative strategy was feasible or adequate, and

that the harm inflicted by the legislation is justified by the substantial number of lives

allegedly saved by this draconain intervention. On all of these points the government

has been shown to be lying.
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Firstly, the government has continually made statements and predictions about the

‘lockdown’ and the severity of the so-called ‘pandemic’ which were either false or

misleading. While constantly protesting its desire to mitigate the damage being done

to our society by its reckless, irrational and disproportionate policies, it nevertheless

loses no opportunity to exaggerate the threat posed by the so-called virus, to

mischievously claim (without evidence!) that members of the public are spreading the

virus through their intemperate behavior, and to conceal the fact that the mortality

rate for this so-called virus is no greater than that of seasonal flu. The government has

also lied repeatedly about the number of cases of ‘Covid-19’ requiring hospitalization.

Secondly, as many medical experts around the world have repeatedly stated, an

epidemic can be contained very effectively by only confining those within the

community who are demonstrably ill from the infection. No useful purpose is served

by restricting the liberty of those who are well.

Thirdly, the government has produced no scientific evidence of any kind to show that

the ‘lockdown’ has saved lives. It has not even produced scientific evidence to show

that a lockdown’ type approach has been successfully used in the past, either in this

country or anywhere else in the world!

The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

in Atlanta, Georgia.

The CDC pretends to be a government controlled,

federal agency. It is, in fact, a privately owned

corporation controlled exclusively by the US

pharmaceutical industry. By taking as unbiased,

objective, and scientific the reports released by

the CDC in relation to Covid-19, the Irish

government was acting both irresponsibly and

illegally.
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Fourthly, the government has never demonstrated, using any scientifically verified

studies or data, that (a) the virus known as Covid-19 is a contagious pathogen or (b)

that the deaths attributed to it in this country have been shown experimentally to have

been caused exclusively or substantially by the so-called virus and not by other factors.

The government is criminally irresponsible
The harm caused to the people of Ireland by the government’s unconstitutional and

irresponsible actions under Covid legislation has been incalculable. Many lives have

been unnecessarily lost due to the non-availability of medical services. The mental

health of many has been adversely affected and there is strong anecdotal evidence of a

significant increase in suicides and drug overdoses. Potentially life-threatening

illnesses are not being diagnosed or are not being diagnosed in time to allow for

effective treatment. There is strong anecdotal evidence of a marked increase in

domestic abuse and, seemingly, child sexual abuse. Countless small businesses have

been forced to close and are unlikely to reopen. Tens of thousands of job have been

permanently lost. The number of families now in extreme financial distress has greatly

increased. Many families risk losing their homes or being thrown out of rented

accommodation. And all relief payments made by the state to alleviate the substantial

plight caused by its destructive policies are funded entirely through a significant

increase in the National Debt, an increase that will greatly benefit the International

Bankers whose predatory policies will transmute the misery of the Irish people into a

profitable investment for decades to come.

“Hear the word of the LORD… for the LORD hath

a controversy with the inhabitants of the land,

because there is no truth, nor mercy, nor

knowledge of God in the land… They will not

frame their doings to turn unto their God: for the

spirit of whoredoms is in the midst of them, and

they have not known the LORD.”

– Hosea 4:1 and 5:4
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CONCLUSION
There are several ways to reduce a country to a state of helplessness. Some are fairly

obvious. For example, a team of foreign saboteurs could knock out its electrical grid

and contaminate its water supply. The drawback with such methods is that they are

highly visible, overtly hostile, and invite an aggressive response.

Alternatively, one could undermine its currency or destroy its banking system. This is

more subtle. Most people would not realize that their country was under attack and

those who did would have difficulty galvanizing others to mount an effective response.

Another way to bring a country to its knees is to convince the population that a deadly,

highly contagious disease is spreading rapidly within the community. Then, order

everyone to remain indoors indefinitely until the scourge has passed. As the months

go by, the economy collapses, civil liberties are ruthlessly undermined, and a police

state regime is installed.

“Woe unto them that decree unrighteous decrees,

and that write grievousness which they have prescribed;

To turn aside the needy from judgment,

and to take away the right from the poor of my people,

that widows may be their prey,

and that they may rob the fatherless!

- Isaiah 10:1-2

This strategy requires (a) ownership of the government and senior politicians; (b) the

co-operation of senior figures in the health sector; (c) complete control over the

national media; and (d) a spike in the seasonal death rate at the start of the ‘pandemic’

(which can be arranged). An imaginary pathogen is just as effective as a real one. A

large number of randomly selected people can be unlawfully killed at a later phase in

the ‘pandemic’ to crush any residual resistance. These deaths can be blamed on a

potent mutation of the imaginary virus.

Imaginary viruses are prone to mutate, to become more deadly over time, to spread

rapidly, to strike randomly, and to evade all attempts to contain or eradicate them. An

imaginary virus is actually far more dangerous than a real one. The only way to deal

with it is to inject everyone on earth with a substance whose contents and destructive

potential are unknowable.

A government that removes 15 out of 16 of our God-given Rights is a Communist

regime in all but name. Unless it is voted out of office, it will inflict even greater damage

on the abject population.
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If the Irish people awaken in time to repulse this wicked attack and elect a law-abiding,

democratic government, they will need to set up under statute a Tribunal of Inquiry

into the Organized Attack on Constitutional Government using a Fake Pandemic.

Unless those responsible are brought to account, the malignant influence exercised by

vested interests and scheming cabals will continue to plague Irish public life.

Appendix A contains a provisional list of persons whom, in our opinion, the Tribunal

would almost certainly call to account for their role, if such is the case, in this organized

attack on our Constitutional system of government. The Tribunal would refer case files

to the Director of Public Prosecutions, with a ruling as to the nature of the offenses

committed, the gravity of the offenses, and a recommendation as to the mandatory

mimimum custodial sentence to apply on conviction (Custodial sentences of 5-25

years without remission would be appropriate for serious crimes of this type). The

Tribunal would also publish (a) a list of those persons and organizations which,

although not directly involved in the organized attack, could reasonably have been

expected to alert the public to its existence and (b) a list of persons and organizations

outside the jurisdiction which, based on the evidence before it, were known to be

materially implicated in the organized attack on Constitutional government in Ireland.

________________________

Jeremy James

Ireland

October 26, 2020

- SPECIAL REQUEST -

Regular readers are encouraged to download the papers on this

website for safekeeping and future reference. They may not always

be available. Papers for each year from 2009 to 2019 may also be

downloaded in a single file, or possibly two, from www.archive.org

(Use search term ‘Jeremy James’).

We are rapidly moving into an era where material of this kind may

be obtained only via email. Readers who wish to be included on a

future mailing list are welcome to contact me at the following email

address:- jeremypauljames@gmail.com.

For further information visit w w w .zephaniah.eu

Copyrigh tJe re m y Jam e s 2020
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APPENDIX A

All members of the Government, including the Attorney General, in the period

2019-2021, as well as junior ministers who had an input into the Government’s

response to the alleged pandemic.

All deputies in the Dáil when the respective Acts were passed.

All senators in the Senate when the respective Acts were passed.

Managers at or above the rank of Principal Officer who advised the

Minister for Health in matters pertaining to the alleged pandemic.

Managers at or above the rank of Principal Officer who advised the

Taoiseach (Prime Minister) in matters pertaining to the alleged pandemic.

Managers at or above the rank of Principal Officer who advised the

Tánaiste (Deputy Prime Minister) in matters pertaining to the alleged pandemic.

Senior figures in Google Ireland.

Senior figures in Facebook Ireland.

Senior figures in The Irish Times.

Senior figures in The Irish Independent.

Senior figures in The Examiner.

Senior figures in The Sunday Times

Senior figures in RTE.

Senior figures in the larger local and regional radio stations.

Senior figures in the Bar Council of Ireland.

Senior figures in the HSE.

Senior figures in the main hospitals, including the Mater, St Vincents, Tallaght,

and Beaumont.

Senior civil servants in the Departments of Justice, Finance, and the Taoiseach.
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Senior figures in the Irish Medical Organization, the Irish Medical Council, the

Irish Nurses and Midwives Organization, The Irish Medical Times and The Irish

Medical Journal.

Senior figures in the Garda Siochana.

Consultants employed by the government to advise on its handling

of the alleged pandemic.

Any other person whom the Tribunal, in the course of its Inquiry, identifies

as a person likely to have had a material involvement in matters covered

by its remit.


