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The First Circle
by T.P. Wilkinson / April 24th, 2020

Probably everyone in the West at least has seen some version of a famous figure by the late 19th century French
sculptor Auguste Rodin, called in English, The Thinker. It is a nude man seated in a position we have all learned to
understand as contemplative, as thinking. Several years ago, although I actually hate visiting museums, I took a
few hours while in Paris to visit the Rodin museum. I confess a very good friend who knows more about the plastic
arts than I do gave me the hint. He said this figure is actually only a tiny part of a much bigger sculpture. You need
to see it, he said, in its context.
When I was still an adolescent, having heard about the release of Solzhenitsyn’s Gulag Archipelago, I asked my
grandmother to buy me a copy. I was staying with her at the time. This was my first contact with Russian writers.
Solzhenitsyn’s book so fascinated me that I asked for and got a box set of his novels. One of them which I found
very curious and at first reading very difficult was called The First Circle. It was about scientists, if I recall
correctly, in the Soviet Union during the Second World War. I could check and refresh my memory but that is not
the point. There are some things in one’s life or education, which are more important for how one feels at a certain
time than the actual content, which may be quite trivial. The significance of the content, his story, only occurred to
me when some years later I became familiar with Dante’s Divine Comedy.
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Although I still appreciate Solzhenitsyn’s work, what I most appreciate was his refusal to become a public
instrument of US anti-Soviet foreign policy while in his Vermont exile. Although by all reasonable measures he was
an archconservative and intense opponent of the Soviet Union, he was such a Russian patriot that he could not
accept the “American way of life” and refused to promote it. However, that is not my main concern here.
Since events exploded in Wuhan, China in 2019, I have wavered between resignation and the compulsion to react
to events in the way I always have since I learned to hold a pencil—by writing.
In 2016 I spent nine hours watching a dramatic presentation of Karl Kraus’ Die letzten Tagen der Menschheit, an
amazing piece of drama about the conditions of the Great War (1915-1918).1 Prior to that Kraus was only known to
me by means of an epithet my university mentor was fond of citing: “Why does a man write? Because he does not
have enough character not to”. I found the original quote in German later, which could be given a slightly different
interpretation. However, the point is essentially the same: while writing is a rational act, the decision to write is not
necessarily rational.
At the end of nearly 20 weeks since the first barrage of news from Wuhan, China, and the first month of the state of
siege proclaimed through most of the European Union, I have addressed myself2 to the current condition some
nine times in prose and verse to the so-called corona virus pandemic. As I follow the published and broadcast
traces in the West, which describe and/or define the present very unsatisfactory conditions, I keep asking myself if
there is really any point to saying more.
My focus has been on the character of the response, its proportionality, but also its legitimacy. From the beginning
I have argued that the origin of the virus known as SARS-CoV-2 and the immediate mechanisms of the outbreak
are positively deniable and therefore ought not to be the focus of too much debate. It is hard but not impossible to
argue that this was a natural catastrophe, perhaps caused by “global warming”. However, I believed and still
believe that the focus on the origin of the outbreak and even the details of the disease, known as covid-2019, while
in a microcosmic way relevant, on the whole are minor issues. The reason is simple: what needs to be addressed is
the global context in which the phenomenon of the “corona virus” has become the key public policy and health
issue worldwide—apparently to the exclusion of all else—and the means by which this issue is handled and not least
of which by whom?
I have also argued that there is a fundamental difference between the events in China and those in the EU and the
US. Therefore simple comparisons between the action of the Chinese government and the reactions of the Western
governments, singularly or collectively, do not add much to understanding the crisis. Finally I have argued that this
is not a medical crisis but a political crisis.
There is no need to repeat those arguments and why I made them here.
However, in the context of the Easter holiday, a feast which for centuries was the core religious festival of
Christendom, not only were the celebrations virtually prohibited, a campaign was apparently begun, or to use the
corporate jargon for such an event “kicked-off”.
Prior to the near universal proclamation of the state of siege throughout the EU, there were intimations that the
closures—especially of schools and universities—would probably only continue until the end of the Easter recess. In
other words, one to two weeks after the Easter holiday. I say intimated because I know of no official
pronouncements that the closures would end on any particular day. Since there was no public parliamentary
debate and no other conventional public procedure for deciding the terms of the state of siege; e.g., according to
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what criteria it would lapse or be raised, the credibility of such conjecture was based wholly on a common sense
approach. No later than the end of Easter recess people would have to return to work because there are simply no
alternatives
The first week after Easter has come to an end and there is little sign of any end to the closures, although some EU
members have announced limited and tentative returns to ordinary business and in Sweden, for example, the
regime has already been superficially relaxed.
China, where this virus was first detected and the illnesses first reported, has begun to re-open its business and
public institutions if in a guarded way.
Meanwhile if reports from the US are to be believed the pandemic has hit very hard in a country that has virtually
no concept of public health worthy of the name.
This has given the permanent anti-Trump faction in the US another reason to continue their campaign after the
attempt to ram an impeachment and removal through the US Congress failed last year. Now the man who is
Vladimir Putin’s right hand in the W**** House is also the cause of a virtually hopeless corona crisis in the Land of
Opportunity.
Throughout the great cataclysm, all sorts of questions are asked about the disease, the symptoms, the treatments,
the risks, and the responses. Accusations and counter-accusations are fired among those who claim authority over
the battlefield/battlespace and us. Those authorities claim the exclusive right to define what actions or omissions
caused our current condition and what should be done to change it—presumably by ending the crisis.
Yet careful attention to those with the most access to the public, via mass media and its derivatives, shows that
there is no policy for ending the crisis either.
Public debate is staged to focus on the following topics:
Blame for the outbreak and its pandemic quality
The putative risks, including lethality of the virus
Measures to restrain or prevent spread of the virus
Responsibility for formulating, promulgating and enforcing measures
What will happen to the economy in the short-term and long-term?
Leaving aside the dispute between the Americans or the British about China’s liability for the pandemic, there are
those who, having failed to impeach Donald Trump, now blame him either for the virus or for its apparent
catastrophic spread in the USA. There has also been an on-going debate about the competency or the adequacy of
the actions taken by government agencies, either to detect and warn or to communicate and organise and
implement counter-measures.
Very slowly but hardly at a volume that would threaten the present regimes, some people are even discussing the
failure to respond to previous warnings about the general state of the healthcare system. Yet much of this critique
is only directed toward the emergency management capabilities. A fundamental challenge to thirty-plus years of
anti-social privatisation and commercialisation of the public health sector for private profit is still largely
suppressed, to the extent it has been made at all.
Beyond the conventional mass media; i.e., television, radio, print, which constitutes an amplifier for official
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government and corporate opinion, there are debates, which range from repetitions of the mass media gossip to
name-calling and, of course, the dreaded field of “conspiracy” chatter.
Before going any further let us be clear about one thing.
Contrary to what is often preached in conventional mass media and taught half-heartedly in schools, virtually all
serious decision-making is secretive; i.e., conducted out of public view. Naturally almost all business (corporate)
decisions are taken secretly by management and announced once they have been taken. The same is generally true
for all governmental operations, especially in a society that values business practices more than democratic ones.
The government in a parliamentary system may occasionally lose a division or plenary vote. However, the plenary
session is not where the bills are drafted or chosen for decision. All of these “democratic” preparations are taken in
meetings from which the general public is excluded, but those with a special interest in the acts to be adopted are
explicitly included.
This is no more clearly the case than now when most of the European Union is subject to siege regulations that
were never debated in public and for which no democratic regulation is provided, especially to provide an end to it
all.
Hence those who read further and feel their knee tensions rising, waiting to jerk at any moment with the expletive
“conspiracy theory” should bear the foregoing in mind. The controversies found on all sorts of websites and in chat
groups are not about whether there are conspiracies (those who do not use the word avoid it out of cowardice or
ignorance) but what is the nature and content of the conspiracy or conspiracies that substitute for public health
policy and democratic decision-making in the current crisis?
Civil affairs and civic action
We are given two excuses for tolerating an abrogation or suspension of what few democratic processes and civil
privileges the citizenry enjoys. These are war and natural disaster. The reason for these exceptions is supposed to
be that urgency requires speedy and concentrated action and democratic processes would be too slow or civil
privileges would impede efficient action. A banal example but appropriate given the view our rulers have of us is
that if a child is about to run into the street where an oncoming truck would hit and injure or kill the child, then it
is unreasonable to expect that a discussion precede the command, stop! and the action to restrain the child. So our
governments tell us that when an emergency is declared we revert to childhood and therefore forfeit our civil
privileges and democratic processes until those governments have declared the emergency or the armed hostilities
to be ended.
When the outbreak of the corona virus was announced in the Western mass media with suspicious immediacy in
December last, the initial message was simply: yellow peril. China has generated another disease and the world
must protect itself from the Chinese infection. Actions around the world were directed at the enemy virus from
Asia and its known and secret (unknown) carriers. The UN World Health Organisation (WHO) first announced a
cautious warning, reiterated by mouthpieces of the European Union.
However, by mid-January cases began to appear that could not be obviously linked to the Wuhan outbreak, in
Europe and then in North America.3 Once infections had been announced in Italy, Spain, Germany, and more or
less throughout the EU—with Italy apparently most affected—one head of state or government after another
proclaimed a state of emergency. The WHO changed its designation of the virus to a “pandemic”. From that point
on the remaining trappings of democratic processes were aborted throughout the European Union and decrees
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were issued of various severity confining the population to barracks or house arrest, closing small and mediumsized enterprises, schools and universities, cultural and sports venues, in short any place larger than a toilet
cubicle. The basis for these decrees was not any legislation adopted in plenary session. Instead it has been asserted
that these measures are justified on the basis of public health or medical expertise.
In fact, the dominant narrative is that the entire state of siege/emergency is governed by the scientific imperatives
prescribed by public health or medical experts.
Thus much of the debate in the secondary media—the web—has focused on the reliability, accuracy, and
completeness of the medical/public health expertise.
More radical debate actually questions the integrity of the expertise and the decisions taken based on it. These
debates are obstructed not only in the web but also in the conventional mass media by apparent facticity of the
disease as the “frontline” physicians confront it. In other words, attempts to examine the public health and medical
expertise upon which government decisions are ostensibly based are answered by the rigorous insistence that all
the hospitals and all the doctors and all the deaths reported verify the fundamental seriousness of the situation.
Hence any detailed examination of government policy and action is secondary to “stopping the enemy advance!”
However, the information from the “frontline” only appears more factual than the statements made by high
officials. No doubt there is hard work being done in all sorts of hospitals and clinics confronting cases of illness. It
would be a mistake, however, to take reports from the front at face value. The modern medical profession, despite
traditional imagery, is largely an industrial process organised by personnel whose training is more akin to that of
soldiers than healers. Beginning with the selection process and proceeding through every stage of medical
education, the modern physician is drilled and exercised like an infantry recruit. The modern hospital is a factory
and factory organisation and management prevail: more or less strict hierarchies from overworked, underpaid and
abused nursing staff to slightly better paid junior physicians whose status as subalterns makes them sacrificial
labour until they are promoted or escape to private practice, where they become distributors for the
pharmaceutical or medical engineering industries. It can be no wonder then that anonymous reports circulate by
hospital physicians that they have essentially forged death certificates to inflate the mortality statistics for corona
virus. Moreover there can be no doubt that an employed physician, like the employee in every other factory, is
constrained to see what his company teaches or tells him to see. Even without such reports, however, the details
from the “front” are filtered through every level of command before they reach the public. Since the medical
profession is also governed by a number of overlapping regulations, including patient privacy, disciplinary and
departmental guidelines and catalogued diagnostic and therapeutic rules, the raw data is useless until analysed
taking all those filters into account. Therein lies the capacity for deception—not necessarily by the practitioner, but
by the medical organisation itself with its claims to exclusive jurisdiction over human healthcare.
Beyond that, however, the active agencies and their mouthpieces could be called paramedical or even paramilitary.
These are the bureaucratic departments and agencies at local, national and international level where public health
or medical policy is made and implemented. Once one leaves the frontline, where doctor, nurse, and patient are
engaged, the route back to the population at large is through a huge command structure, each with its own peculiar
interest and perspective of the war being fought. There are many but the most important ones in this global war on
the virus or GWOV have become the WHO and the US CDC.
Both of these organisations are presented in the mass media, and by the government officials in charge of the war
effort, as if they were healthcare or medical institutions. The WHO is a United Nations body. The World Health
Assembly, a kind of General Assembly of world health ministers, representing individual countries—like the
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General Assembly at the UN headquarters in New York City—meets regularly to consider the health issues on a
worldwide basis. The WHO is the equivalent of the Secretariat of the UN. Hence the head of the WHO secretariat is
something like the Secretary-General of the UN—in other words, a member of the international civil service
bureaucracy. Like the UN Secretary-General, the head of the WHO secretariat is a politician raised by those who
have the most power in the World Health Assembly to this high office, often enough as a reward for (political)
services rendered. The World Health Organisation is an ordinary bureaucracy that just happens to administer
programs defined within the agenda of the World Health Assembly. But like the UN Secretariat it is dependent on
the member contributions and donations for its budget. And like the UN Secretariat, especially since 1980, the
WHO only implements the programs for which it receives funding.4 In line with contemporary economic
orthodoxy this has meant that the UN organisations, including the WHO, are encouraged to accept private
(corporate/foundation) funding in lieu of appropriations from member-states.
The US CDC, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, were originally founded as the Office of National
Defence Malaria Control in 1946. The control of malaria was essentially an element of US imperial operations since
malaria was not a major health problem in the continental US. Malaria infection became a chronic problem for the
Panama Canal Zone, US invasions or occupations in Central America, the US Pacific protectorates, like the
Commonwealth of the Philippines and the expansion of imperial operations in the Pacific basin, especially Asia.
Since the US devoted most of its World War II military effort to conquering the Pacific and suborning Japan,
malaria became a serious problem exceeding the relatively small number of cases from Western hemisphere
operations. In 1992 the activities and programs that had accumulated over the years were consolidated in the
present organisation, located near Atlanta, Georgia.
The CDC is presented as a healthcare agency and is even assigned within the US Department of Health and Human
Services. This maintains the general impression that it is a civilian public health service.5
As the drama of corona virus unfolded, the CDC, together with the National Institutes of Health (NIH), claimed the
authority over the crisis, at least on the technical side. Soon controversy arose about whether the CDC recognised
the crisis, reacted properly or rapidly enough; communicated to the responsible authorities; e.g., the POTUS, true
and accurate information. As already mentioned Trump opponents try to exploit this controversy to show
somehow that Trump is to blame for any failures. All of this controversy is really distraction. It presumes that the
agencies involved actually are responding as public health services in the interest of public health; e.g., stopping
the spread of the virus and/or remedying its consequences.
Epidemic Prevention and Water Purification
The CDC is still part of the military establishment, despite the fact that it is formally under the US Department of
Health and Human Services. It is not unusual to place military organisations within civilian hierarchies for cover.
Its military mission is to provide protection to the war fighters against communicable diseases and biological
agents that could impair their fighting capacity. It is also charged with research into biological weapons, ostensibly
for defensive purposes. However, given that the US regime has been the world’s leader in the offensive use of
biological weapons, it is safe to say that the research is at best to protect the US from damage by its own
weaponry.6 The same can be said for the National Institutes of Health. In fact, all of the so-called public health
institutions created by the US regime originated in the military. The US Public Health Service is a part of the
national defence establishment and one of the uniformed services (the technical term for the armed forces in the
US).
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When officers of the CDC or NIH pose as disease prevention agents one has to engage in mental imaging and
picture a guy like Fauci in the uniform of USA Special Forces at Fort Bragg, talking to the Press about “civic action”,
surrounded by people who by night command death squads. Then one can get an approximate emotional reaction
to what CDC’s true function is and always has been.

Recruiting health experts for overseas
The CDC especially is a civil affairs activity engaged in what the military calls “civic action”. “Civil affairs” means in
US Army doctrine the means by which the army competes to win the population. Civil affairs personnel are trained
in special operations because civil affairs and civic action involve psychological warfare as well as the
implementation of programs with ostensibly civilian benefits. As a civil affairs activity, the CDC conducts civic
action programs that look like disease prevention or other public health work but are based on military objectives—
control over the population. Civil affairs operations are intimately linked to counter-insurgency—the military
conduct of unconventional warfare (aka terror) against potential threats or enemies among the civilian population.
Another important aspect of the CDC mission is vaccination. Vaccination is the industrial process for
immunization. If one thinks of vaccination as a civilian activity it seems quite a conventional act. Most of us can
recall getting our shots at school as children. However, in a military context vaccination is also ideological. In
Vietnam the US deployed vaccination as a means to immunize the population against communism. There were two
kinds of vaccination. One was the injection given to the arm by a medical officer or an enlisted man from the
medical corps. The other was the vaccination administered at night by death squads who went into villages to
capture or kill the communists infecting the villages.
Civil affairs campaigns comprise the organisation and conduct of civic action operations intended to immunize the
population from the enemy and thus win it for the friendly forces. This process is also known as pacification.
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In Southeast Asia, quarantine was also applied for pacification. The quarantine program was called the strategic
hamlet system. The military deployed to an area with several villages and relocated the villagers in compounds
which they helped build and equip. Villagers were trained and equipped to defend them from the enemy; i.e., the
communists. The villages were concentrated—but one did not want to call them concentration camps—so that
surveillance would be easier and to facilitate the use of free fire zones. All healthy villagers were located in a
strategic hamlet; therefore, anyone else must be a communist pathogen to be neutralised. Since the villagers were
deprived of their normal means of income and support, the civil affairs authorities had to provide benefits for the
hamlet inhabitants.
If careful consideration is given to the policies recommended through the CDC and WHO the similarities to the
underlying strategy of pacification will become apparent. It should not surprise anyone that people whose primary
activity is the support of civil-military operations should direct governments to implement policies and programs
based on those doctrines.
This is a major source of deception by the governments of the EU and the US. Medical or public health cover is
given to what is essentially a global pacification campaign. The so-called “lockdown”, despite the penitentiary
origin of the term, is much better understood as a huge, modified strategic hamlet program. Even the recent
decision to give immediate subsidies to Europe’s “displaced peasantry” is part of the pacification strategy.
This, of course, raises the most emotional question: what is the strategic objective of the accelerated pacification
against the corona virus?
In the mainstream, that is to say conventional mass media, official pronouncements and the vast majority of
commentary detectable, the strategy is just to stop the virus spreading and prevent deaths due to the virus. On its
face that would seem like a plausible and attainable if as yet unscheduled objective. To reach this objective the
accelerated pacification campaign is supposed to isolate the population from the virus, leaving the field clear for
counter-virus operations. At some point the public health services will only have some mopping up operations to
perform and then we will be able to return to our villages with no corona around.
In fact, that is a ridiculous plan on its face as more critical and more sinister people have already observed.
It is ridiculous because there is simply no way to assure that another virus will not come along and cause a similar
outbreak. Or just as bad, the virus could be defeated and purged from one part of the world but re-enter from some
part of the world not sufficiently pacified.
Of course, there has been speculation about this problem. Slowly people are being told—if they did not notice—that
pacification creates a new environment in which vigilance will enjoy higher priority than in the past.
The conventional mass media and all the mouthpieces for our governments have as if in chorus begun to advise us
all: “the world has changed since corona”. Where have we heard that before? Wasn’t that in September many years
ago?
Again we appear to be standing before the entry to a new era, the era after corona. Will we be able to discuss this
within our old democratic processes and using our traditional civil privileges? Will the siege or emergency be lifted
before we enter this new era?
Easter is traditionally a festival of renewal. It is the feast of the resurrection in Christian mythology. Many people
in Europe wished that Easter also had brought an end to the state of siege. Some countries like Sweden and Austria
https://dissidentvoice.org/2020/04/the-first-circle/

Seite 8 von 15

The First Circle | Dissident Voice

02.05.20 11:29

have indeed announced a relaxation of the hamlet rules, to allow the peasantry back in their fields so to speak (if
only because subsidising them under arrest is prohibitively expensive).
Instead Easter was the kick-off of a campaign by the founder of the Microsoft monopoly and co-founder with his
spouse of one of the world’s richest corporate tax shelters, also called a foundation. The principal shareholder and
one of the richest individuals on the planet appeared in Germany and in Britain in televised interviews conducted
by the state broadcasters, ARD in Germany and BBC in the Great Britain. The interviewers provided a platform for
the funder of the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation to discuss his plans for the world after corona.
In the BBC Breakfast interview Mr Gates made some interesting points:

↵ Use original player

1) He called himself a health expert.
2) He described the process by which the vaccines will have to be approved faster than normal and distributed to
everyone.
3) He also assumes that there will be insufficient quantities of whatever vaccine is developed.
4) He explained that he believes that there is really no end to the risk. Although developed countries may succeed
in controlling and eliminating the virus with their superior infrastructure, the developing countries, which lack all
that capacity, could remain sources from which the virus could re-enter the virus-free countries.
What is one to make of these assertions?
a) By any conventional understanding of the term he is not a health expert—although he may employ people
who are.
b) Now that is a fairly common observation by those who have heard him speak. However, what he explained
in the interview was, for example, that factories producing the vaccine will be in one place and the science will
be in another place. What this reveals is the extent to which the corporate structure and intellectual property
rights are already established for this vaccine monopoly. Such a structure would make no sense in a public
service or genuinely public health-oriented approach. It only makes sense in terms of maximising corporate
income streams — which after all is Mr Gates primary interest in life.
What is rather difficult to grasp from the public statements is just how some of this fits together. Robert Kennedy
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Jr. has gone very far toward showing that the Gates foundation has been conducting illegal and unethical testing in
poor parts of the world where the authorities can be bought or where testing can be performed under cover of
various activities that appear legitimate or legal.
c) Scarcity, of course, is another factor in monopoly pricing.
d) Therefore it will be necessary to maintain pacification measures in the core and intervene in poor countries
to help them defeat the enemy or prevent the enemy from spreading from their countries to other parts of the
world.
However, if Mr Gates is not really a health expert and actually has no capacity to produce vaccinations why is he
speaking as if he were going to guide us all to the resurrection?
Mr Gates proposes that the way into the future beyond corona is vaccination. In other words he follows and
promotes the strategy for which the CDC and the other elements of civil-military operations were created.
Robert Kennedy Jr., a vocal critic of vaccination policies and a critic of the Gates Foundation, has given some hints
as to why. Namely, the CDC — a military organisation exempt from most FDA regulation — has become the main
agency for vaccination and the vaccination business. The CDC does not have to perform as much testing for safety
as is normally required by law. Its exemptions for military expediency make it a wonderful conduit for
experimental substances; vaccines are not considered medicine within the scope of US law. Many of CDC’s high
officers are directly tied to the vaccination industry. Mr Kennedy is not alone is producing evidence that the Gates
Foundation actively promoted and participated in vaccination testing schemes in India and throughout Africa
which were condemned as war crimes when performed by German authorities during WWII.7 The revolving door
at the Pentagon, where high-ranking military officers become agents and directors for the major arms
manufacturers while civilian offices are given to people who worked in those companies that make the weapons the
regime buys, is infamous. If the weapons manufacturers own the conventional military, then the chemical and drug
companies own the biological warfare divisions. Past directors of CDC sat or sit on the boards of major vaccination
manufacturers.8
We sell problems, not solutions
That is one reason why there is a pandemic– this gives the CDC a role it would not otherwise have to obtain
vaccinations and order their use.
Now permit a slight diversion: When automobile production in the US started to become a mass market, Standard
Oil began to search for ways to strengthen its control over the automobile fuel market. The gasoline engine was
promoted over the diesel engine also because gasoline could be sold at a higher price than diesel fuel. However,
DuPont and Standard came up with an idea, which for many years gave Standard an edge in the gasoline market.
Gasoline could not be patented which would have increased Rockefeller’s monopoly income. So DuPont developed
tetraethyl lead as a fuel additive. This lead compound was sold as a so-called “anti-knocking” compound that would
make fuel burn more evenly in gasoline engines. DuPont and Standard Oil had already combined to buy most of
the small car and truck manufacturers and create General Motors (mergers underwritten by Morgan, like US Steel
or General Electric etc.) GM became the single-biggest maker of automobile engines and it prescribed ethyl
gasoline for its cars and trucks. DuPont made profits on the poisonous lead compound — prohibited some 60 years
later in the US — Standard had an exclusive license to the lead compound and advertised heavily (with the help of
GM) — to convince the public that gasoline without lead was inferior. The fact that the lead actually damaged the
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motors was ignored because damaged motors meant buying new cars. So GM profited from the deal too.
Now let us look at the vaccination business. For decades vaccinations were produced using an ethyl mercury
compound patented by Ely Lilly.9 This compound was eventually prohibited in most medicinal uses because the
ethyl mercury was found to be a very poisonous neurotoxin. However, it continued to be used in vaccines because
the responsible agency for vaccines was none other than the CDC. Allegedly this ethyl mercury compound is a
valuable preservative enhancing the shelf life of the vaccine. One can assume, however, that due to the patent and
the expense of producing the additive, it makes vaccines more expensive but also more exclusive since competitors
have to produce a vaccine with this patented additive (either paying license fees for the right or buying the
technology to produce something like it for their own vaccine preparations).
In short a key element in making a chemical or biological product suitable for monopoly is to introduce something,
which need not be relevant at all to the active agent, but in combination makes the product subject to patent or
cost-intensive protection for the manufacturer.
Mr Gates will participate in a couple or triangle with a pharmaceutical producer, a biotech or even distribution
oligopolist and himself as the interface. Years later it was revealed that in more than a few cases GM bribed officials
and bought public transport infrastructure to demolish it in favour of roads for cars and trucks. Today there is lots
of money to buy officials worldwide and destroy alternatives to the vaccination industry.
Much of the groundwork has already been done. The Gates road show after Easter advocates continuation of the
siege until his business model is positioned for launch.
The “corona virus” did not appear with a China incident in Wuhan. This kind of special operation was certainly at
least 24 months in the planning — very likely already under Obama in his “Pivot to Asia” programme. In fact, Mr
Gates is proud to admit that he gave a speech in 2015 warning that there is risk of a global pandemic. In his BBC
interview he alluded to a series of exercises leading up to what could be called the rollout in October last.10
Body count and anti-c and counter-insurgency doctrine
To understand the subtext of the Easter road show, I believe it is helpful to remember some immortal truths held
by the US elite to be self-evident. One of these is white supremacy. That is the legal and social construction of a
racial myth, which combines what is actually a very diverse population into a fictive unity usually called “white” but
often only detectable by minimal yet socially and politically enforced caste distinctions. The origins of this white
supremacy —as opposed to vulgar racism have been elaborated elsewhere.11
The other self-evident truth is better called anti-communism than capitalism. American anti-communism is an
empty category into which all organised challenges to the ruling oligarchy are put. That is why it has always been
senseless to deny being a communist in the US; e.g., a member of a communist party. To be accused of communism
is sufficient proof that one is a communist.12 The only choice one has is to recant and be vaccinated. Anticommunism also means a constant campaign of vigilance and vaccination. People who come to the US to live have
to declare that they “are not, nor ever have been” infected by communism.
In the war against communism, whether in the Philippines, Vietnam, or Central America, the supreme objective
was to eradicate communism, kill the virus. When the patrols returned they had to prove they were doing their job.
During the US war against Vietnam one of the “key performance indicators” was the “body count”: how many
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communists had been killed. One must understand that the overall US strategy for establishing an independent
Republic of Vietnam (RVN) was Vietnamese minus communists — number of South Vietnamese. The concept of
Vietnamese in terms of the Geneva accords was not recognised by the US. So the CIA — capitalism’s invisible army
— created a number of programs for “making RVN by purging it of anyone not RVN; i.e., communist.

Anti-C: Taking care of “Charlie”
I think we can better understand Mr Gates if we think of anti-corona and anti-communism as the same kind of
business. Let’s call it anti-c. It does not matter that communism is not a biological agent. The concept for fighting
both is the same. In fact, when he tells the BBC interviewer of the risk that the underdeveloped countries could reinfect the rich countries he is using the same template as all those counter-insurgency warriors before him: the
poor have to be defended from contamination by communism. Only now they have to be protected from corona.
But is corona really just a virus?
Why are the people who are running the anti-c operations all paramilitary or military bureaucrats? (Mr Trump’s
behaviour seems incoherent because he is not a soldier or a career bureaucrat like every other POTUS before
him).13 Is this because as a small segment of the vocal and literate public has been saying for years: that the most
profitable medical product line is vaccination (just as heroin is the most profitable sister business)? There are
already indications that the anti- c campaign has led to “strings of ears” being delivered to the high command as
evidence of the numbers of c-targets neutralised. Just as in Vietnam, numbers count. The company and field grade
officers are expected to show progress and joint chiefs want to hear “that there is light at the end of the tunnel”.
Keeping people healthy, by means of pure food and drinks, safe working conditions, clean air and water, time for
rest and recreation and—when needed affordable health care—are even by Mr Gates admission, not profitable
activities for business. Profits lie in producing cheaply (with tax subsidies or inferior inputs) and selling at the
highest possible price. This has always been the philosophy of Mr Gates as it was for his idol John D. Rockefeller.
That means selling problems, not solutions.
Until recently several counter-insurgency programs had been in place; e.g., GWOT was the main one. At the same
time there were continued programs against Cuba, Venezuela, rest of South America, operation in Africa against
https://dissidentvoice.org/2020/04/the-first-circle/

Seite 12 von 15

The First Circle | Dissident Voice

02.05.20 11:29

China, Ukraine (where Germany took the point using US money). The 2008 crash tightened control over financial
markets. The war against Syria and the much earlier war to destroy Yugoslavia are all cut from the same anti-c
cloth.
However, for a variety of reasons mainly focused in the exhaustion of the NATO internal reserves (both financial
and military), there was finally the need for reintroducing a systems approach to coordinate and optimize the
massive number of programs.
Aside from the personal and corporate profit streams that are the aim of any aggressive war (whether against states
or peoples), there is the organisational problem for a small elite to impose power on numerically superior forces.
What led to the lockdown in the West? After several attacks on the Chinese economy, particularly targeting health
and food supplies, failed (Just as they have failed in Cuba!! where there is no doubt that attacks took place), it was
necessary not only to cover US tracks but also to systematise the management of all anti-c programs. At the same
time these are not just anti-c but anti-p, anti-population, that is. The portion of the population that is not needed
for the 1% is surplus. The economic consequences for the vast majority of people in Europe and North America
cannot be a surprise. It is impossible that the decisions were prepared and implemented without knowing the
short-term and long-term results. This is all the more reason for a counter-insurgency strategy of the sort described
here. Population control will be essential for those who own most of the wealth in the West. Of course, there have
to be systems to guard that 1% from internal and external threats.
For many readers this may seem quite extreme but there is a precedent. In 1945, Dwight Eisenhower, the liberalleft’s favourite US general, organised the mass incarceration of thousands of Germans, POWs and civilians in
camps within the US zone of occupation. Thousands died of starvation, disease and exposure in US prison camps.
One explanation offered was Ike’s supposed hatred of Germans. However, there is a far more damning and
systematic reason for his actions. After the massive defeat of Germany by the Red Army, there was real fear among
the leaders of the US regime and its military that a revolution of the left could occur like in 1918 at the end of the
Great War. Then it had been possible for elements of the German army (with Allied financing) to suppress the 1918
revolution. However, in 1945 the Red Army was in Berlin. The US had every reason to fear that a communist-led
revolution would have Red Army support and succeed. Taking no chances, Eisenhower fenced in as many Germans
as he could, declared them “disarmed enemy” and thus removed them from PoW protection under international
law, and let them die. This was very successfully concealed until a Canadian journalist exposed the administrative
mass murder.14
The lockdown is really the outward condition for purging the West of any obstacles to its war against Russia and
China. In Vietnam this was called “accelerated pacification”. The so-called Phoenix program was a plan to integrate
all the anti-c measures into a single program—which was then computerised to become what Jeff Stein called
“computerised assassination”.15 The technology was not as developed as it is now nor was the concept fully ripe. In
fact, it has taken several mutations before the anti-c virus was ripe for deployment. In 2015 the concept mutated
from GWOT to GWOV. If we are to believe him, the global vaccination is the culmination of Mr Gates thought, the
jewel in the crown of his philanthropy. Mr Gates got his big business break cooperating with IBM, whose German
subsidiary supplied data processing machines for concentration camps. Wearing this crown he and his kind will
guide us all into the future. As we are surrounded by the panic in the last days of humanity, we can trust this man
who appears quite thoughtful (yet seems to have difficulty holding a coffee mug) to lead us.
The Thinker is usually seen in isolation. Alone his meditative posture suggests something positive. It elicits our
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sympathy for calm reflection, if not intellect. But the naked man seated in contemplation must be seen in the
context of Auguste Rodin’s entire work, a massive set of doors. Rodin was inspired by Dante Alighieri’s
monumental poem. The Divine Comedy is composed of three parts, Paradiso, Purgatorio and, of course, Inferno;
i.e., Hell. The massive work into which Rodin put his Thinker was just over the entrance to the first circle. He
called his sculpture The Gates of Hell.
1. Karl Kraus, The Last Days of Humanity (1926). [ ]
2. Part 1: “I am not a Journalist: Against journalistic privilege and for Mr Julian Assange“, March 12, 2020; Part 2: “Viruses, Real and Virtual“, March
15th, 2020; and Part 3: “I am not a war correspondent either“, April 11, 2020. [ ]
3. See Larry Romanoff, for example. [ ]
4. Although the USA, as the primary contributor to the United Nations since its founding, has always pressed the organisation to act in accordance with
US regime policy. When Ronald Reagan was made POTUS in 1980, the US government announced a strict, public policy of only funding the UN
activities that conform to US policies and actively refusing or eliminating funding for programs that did not conform to US policies. This principle has
been maintained by the US regime for all its United Nations contributions since then. That principle has also been applied to the WHO. [ ]
5. J. Edgar Hoover liked to portray the FBI as a crime-fighting organisation and was very successful at constructing this myth. The fact, however, is that
Hoover was a US “Gestapo” chief and the FBI was founded as a political warfare force under Justice Department cover. People who do not know the
history of the NSDAP regime may be surprised to know that the German Geheime Staatspolizei also had a criminal investigation division that pursued
undercover what would normally be called “crime”; e.g., theft, murder, embezzlement, fraud, assault etc. However, its main job– like that of the FBI–
was to pursue the regime’s opponents or dissidents and enforce the covert policies of the regime. [ ]
6. Names are also forms of deception. The official name for the Harbin, China laboratories and prison compound used by Imperial Japanese Army
Detachment 731 for its biological and chemical warfare experiments was the “Epidemic Prevention and Water Purification Department”. [ ]
7. However, in the Pacific, the Japanese military who conducted biological and chemical tests on prisoners (e.g. Detachment 731) were given immunity
and secretly employed by the US regime to help create its post-war biological weapons capabilities. [ ]
8. CDC Website, past directors. A biography check going back at least 40 years shows that nearly all the CDC directors worked for or sat on the boards of
major pharmaceutical manufacturers. The connection between CDC and Emory University is particularly pernicious. The university’s Rollins School of
Public Health was endowed by the Rollins family—who made their fortune in pest control. One could be forgiven for thinking of Zykon B. Emory
University runs one of the largest healthcare/hospital systems in Georgia, offering lots of research potential as well as throughput for CDC work
product. [ ]
9. Ely Lilly was an active producer of agents used by the CIA during the course of its MKUltra program. There is at least circumstantial evidence that this
cooperation was at high level in the agency since GHW Bush became a member of the company’s board when he left his post as head of the CIA. Ely
Lilly also launched one of the first commercial anti-depressant medications, PROZAC, developed about the same time that Bush was CIA director. The
CIA and DEA have both been intricately involved in support of corporate pharmaceutical interests worldwide. See Douglas Valentine, The Strength of
the Pack (2010) and The Strength of the Wolf (2004). [ ]
10. Event 201 held at the Johns Hopkins University Center for Health Security in the Bloomberg School of Public Health. [ ]
11. Gerald Horne, The Apocalypse of Settler Colonialism (2018). [ ]
12. This is a principle common with the Roman Catholic Inquisition. The only guideline the Holy Inquisition had to follow was anything was permitted “in
the interest of the Faith”, anti-communism follows a similar rule but “in the interest of national security”. [ ]
13. In fact, most people react negatively to Trump because they are already subconsciously trained to accept fascist bureaucrats as legitimate managers.
They also have “herd immunity” to democracy in any form. This is regardless of whether one agrees with Trump’s actions or not. His personal
behaviour in office is actually trivial. [ ]
14. James Bacque, Other Losses (1989). [ ]
15. In Michael McClear, Spooks and Cowboys, Gooks and Grunts (1975). [ ]
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Health Organization (WHO).
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