
Questions and points of law to assist your local Police Force in the decision to 
close down local vaccination centers and school vaccination programs.

You do not have to be a direct victim or relative of  a victim when reporting the criminal activities of a school or vaccination 
center to the police, although they are not duty bound to give you follow up information unless you are related to the crime. 
That being said, if you were to report a burglary in your street or the activity of a local drug den, as well as information 
regarding the investigation being of broader public concern, you are also indirectly a victim by being subject to criminal 
activity occurring in your neighbourhood making it an unsafe place to live. Children have been witnessed collapsing and 
even dying on their way to or from school, most likely due to the vaccination. This would be extremely distressing for the 
average person to witness, and you should not have to be be at risk of witnessing this any more than children should be 
put at significant risk of dying from a vaccination administered by their school.

There are very reasonable and tangible grounds to suspect crime is being committed by these activities. There is clear 
evidence of the substance administered being toxic and noxious and very reasonable grounds to infer that fraud has been 
committed. Had most people been made fully aware of the risks of harm from vaccination, of the safe and effective 
alternative treatments and the real risk of harm from the alleged (and yet still unisolated or identified) Covid 19 virus, it is 
fair to assume that the majority of victims would not have consented to being injected with the experimental and 
unapproved drug. Consent gained by deception therefore is null and void and is an act of fraud (even when only 
attempted unsuccessfully). Lack of consent implies, at least, common assault (a vicitim does not have to be aware or 
cognisant of having been assaulted for an offense to have occurred, as might be the case with certain incidents of child 
abuse, date rape or intrusive crimes such as ‘upskirting’) and potentially actual or grevious bodily harm (see below).

THE FRAUD ACT (2006)

Sections 2&3:  False representation and failure to disclose information.

Child welfare, and therefore due diligence in regards to the welfare of children, is a prerequisite of working in education. 
As an administrator of experimental medicines which are, by definition, life changing (for better or worse) due diligence, 
must also be a prerequisite of anybody administering vaccines in GP surgeries, vaccine centers or other locations. 

Lack of due diligence is no defence.There is very little doubt then, that fraud has been committed in gaining consent from 
a large number of those who have willingly, but unwittingly, received the alleged Covid 19 vaccination; fraud by failing to 
disclose information;  fraud by false representation and fraud by abuse of position either as a teacher and role model in a 
position of trust or in the case of the latter as person authorised to advise on and administer the vaccine.

It needs to be established what information has been given to children in each school (and the wider public in vaccination 
centers) and whether or not that information was untrue or misleading ; Did it include the JCVI recommendations for the 
vaccination of children?; Did it contain information on the number of fatalities and serious injuries reported through the 
Yellow Card system (and the fact that those are acknowledged with the data itself as only accounting for an estimated 
1-10% of actual fatalities and injuries)? Did it contain accurate information or data on the likelihood of passing on Covid to 
vulnerable family members through asymptomatic transmission? Did it highlight the number of safe, tested and effective 
alternatives to vaccination?

IMPORTANT POINTS: 
○ The fraud does not have to be carried out successfully, ie a failure to gain consent by fraud is still an 

act of fraud.
○ The fraud does not have to carry intent to permanently deprive.
○ It’s enough to know that the representation given might be untrue or misleading
○ Whilst there is only the necessity to cause the risk of a loss to the victim, the gains or incentives that 

schools have stood to make needs investigation.
○ Loss does not have to be tangible. Loss of health, fitness, cognitive ability or the ability to function as 

prior to the offense being committed are forms of loss.
○ It is self evident that schools have failed in their duty to disclose information and with the dishonest 

intention of gaining an increase in vaccine take up.
○ It is also the case that a number of schools have been sending letters home stating explicitly that 

vaccinations will not take place without parental consent before telling the children that parental consent is 
not required, thus misleading parents away from giving guidance to their own children and abusing the 
rules for Gillick competence.

Section 6&7: Possessing, making or supplying articles for use in fraud.

Vaccination equipment itself consists, of course, of articles used in the carrying out of the fraud.

Apart from this we have seen numerous examples of unbalanced and misleading propaganda material either in the 
possession of or made by the schools themselves. We have seen examples in PSHE classes and English guided reading 
texts that require children to take a very one sided view on the arguments for and against the alleged Covid 19 vaccination 
including highly emotive language potentially in breach of both Section 29 of the Public Order Act (1998) and The  
Racial and Religious Hatred Act (2006), also involving malicious communication and encouraging the use of  
‘Fighting Words’ * in the school environment. 
 



As such, work and material being produced in and for the classroom throughout the alleged Covid 19 pandemic 
must be thoroughly investigated.

The term ‘Anti Vaxxer’ , in particular, for people who hold a belief in their personal freedom of choice or in an 
express desire to keep their own bodies free of chemical, technological and/or DNA level intervention, is a 
particularly inaccurate,  inflammatory and hate-inciting term that is being abused by the Prime Minister, Mass Media 
and School Teachers alike, in contravention of respect for people's religious and philosophical beliefs as defined by 
Section 10 of The Equalities Act (2010).

* Fighting words; n. words intentionally directed toward another person which are so nasty and full of malice as to cause the 
hearer to suffer emotional distress or incite him/her to immediately retaliate physically (hit, stab, shoot, etc.) While such words 
are not an excuse or defense for a retaliatory assault and battery, if they are threatening they can form the basis for a lawsuit 
for assault. (can be used in mitigation but not defense, according to Black’s Law).

THE OFFENCES AGAINST THE PERSON ACT (1861)

In order to prove injury under SECTION  20 it would be necessary to provide evidence of a victim who has been injured 
(however minor) or killed by a particular School, GP or vaccination center.

Assault under SECTIONs 42,43 & 47, however, are evident in the actions of vaccine administrators. Common assault 
relies on lack of consent, which is surely applicable if the consent itself is gained by fraud. It also relies upon the 
reckless application of unlawful force, but whilst the force used has not been physical, force has been coercive in 
schools (and even blackmail used in places of employment), with a great deal of psychological pressure having been 
inflicted by; sustaining fear level through the use of covid restrictions in school, even whilst they have been lifted in the 
outside world; implications made or even explicit advice given (with no evidence) that a negative vaccine status will 
jeopardise future life prospects; the imposition of guilt and responsibility for the health of their peers and of other members of 
society.

Time and evidence have proven that these methods and protocols have been purely arbitrary for the purpose of anything 
other than to apply unlawful psychological force. Due diligence by those responsible would have made them aware of this.

See the highlighted sections for details relating to ABH & GBH charges. 

SECTION 23, Administering poison or noxious thing as to endanger life or inflict GBH. A poison or noxious thing can 
be defined as anything from a cup of urine, to a corrosive chemical, as such the alleged Covid 19 Vaccines have more than 
proven their worth as toxic and noxious.

IMPORTANT POINTS:
● GBH requires only that the the defendant foresaw that it might cause some harm to their victim.
● Whilst the wound inflicted by a needle is a very minor break in the continuity of the surface of the skin, the 

severity of the wound results from the toxins which have been administered through the skin 
membrane.

It might be the case that the police argue that without a victim of the assault, there is no crime to investigate. The injection 
needle, however, when used to administer the alleged Covid 19 vaccines has proven unequivocally to be a deadly and 
harmful weapon. 

If a person were to walk your local high street, brandishing a baseball bat as a weapon, would the police wait until there was 
an actual victim of the man with the bat before apprehending and arresting him and seizing the weapon? - Probably not.

SECTION 38, Assault with intent to commit felony, or on peace officers echoes other legislation that if anybody should 
use force against a person for the sake of preventing the arrest of a person committing a crime, they could be guilty of 
assault. This also applies to any police officer that were to use force to prevent us from apprehending a person 
committing a crime, as per our civic duty under SECTION 2 of The Criminal Justice Act (1998). Whereby misconduct in 
public office, misfeasance in public office and perverting or obstructing the course of justice could be amongst the other 
offences that such an officer would be committing. 

The most important question for our local police forces is how do they intend to deal with this issue, should we be 
compelled to act due to their own failure to do so? Will they stand in contravention of these laws? Or will they carry 
out their lawful duty?


















