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ABSTRACT 

Between July 2021 and August 2022, evidence of  undisclosed ingredients in the COVID-19 
òvaccinesó was published by at least 26 researchers/research teams in 16 different countries across 
five continents using spectroscopic and microscopic analysis. Despite operating largely independently 
of  one another, their findings are remarkably similar and highlight the clear and present danger that 
the worldõs population has been lied to regarding the contents of  the COVID-19 òvaccinesó. This 
raises grave questions about the true purpose of  the dangerous experimental injections that have so 
far been shot into 5.33 billion people (over two thirds of  the human race), including children, 
apparently without their informed consent regarding the contents. Surprise findings include sharp-
edged geometric structures, fibrous or tube-like structures, crystalline formations, òmicrobubblesó, 
and possible self-assembling nanotechnology. The blood of  people who have received one or more 
COVID-19 òvaccinesó appears, in case after case, to contain foreign bodies and to be seriously 
degraded, with red blood cells typically in Rouleaux formation. Taken together, these 26 studies make 
a powerful case for the full force of  scientific investigation to be brought to bear on the COVID-19 
òvaccineó contents. If  the findings of  these 26 studies are confirmed, then the political implications 
are nothing short of  revolutionary: a global crime against humanity has been committed, in which 
every government, every regulator, every establishment media organization, and all the professions 
have been complicit.  

Keywords: COVID-19 vaccines, electron microscopy, foreign biological entities, nanotechnology, Nuremberg 
violations, self-assembling components, undisclosed metallic components, violations of informed consent 

Introduction 

Within the space of  13 months (July 2021ðAugust 2022), material evidence of  undisclosed 
ingredients in the COVID-19 òvaccinesó was made public by independent researchers in Spain 
(Pablo Campra, reports here and here; La Quinta Columna, reports here, here, here, and here), the 
United States (Carrie Madej, Robert O. Young, his report here, òAndy Vieó, and an anonymous 
researcher), South Africa (Zandre Botha), Poland (Franc Zalewski), Austria (here), Australia 
(anonymous scientists, doctors, and researchers), Israel (Shimon Yanowitz), New Zealand (Robin 
Wakeling, follow-up study here, and anonymous group Life of  the Blood), Germany (Bärbel 
Ghitalla, Andreas Noack, Holger Reissner, and the Vaccines Education Working Group), Argentina 
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(Martin Monteverde and colleagues), Chile (report here), the UK (Philippe van Welbergen, Richard 
D. Hall, and Robert Verkerk), Canada (Daniel Nagase), France, South Korea (here and here), and 
Italy.  

This is more than enough evidence, from at least 26 separate researchers/research teams in 16 
different countries across five continents, to highlight the clear and present danger that the worldõs 
population has been lied to regarding the contents of  the COVID-19 òvaccinesó. What is the true 
purpose of  the dangerous experimental injections that have so far been shot into 5.33 billion people 
(70 percent of  the human race), including children and infants? Examined under powerful 
magnification, the contents of  the vials appear to contain a variety of  unusual objects and structures 
for which the declared òvaccineó ingredients do not account. These include sharp-edged geometric 
structures, fibrous or tube-like structures, crystalline formations, and òmicrobubblesó.  The blood of  
people who have received one or more COVID-19 òvaccinesó appears, in case after case (94 percent 
of  cases according to Giovannini et al. 2022), to contain foreign bodies and to be seriously 
degraded, with red blood cells typically in Rouleaux formation. The effects on blood are so 
pronounced that one study finds that artificial intelligence can be trained to detect the difference 
between òvaccinatedó and òunvaccinatedó blood with an accuracy rate of  over 98 percent.  
Some researchers claim that the undisclosed artefacts contained in the COVID-19 òvaccinesó self-
assemble into nanotechnology. Although this sounds preposterous at first, consider some of  the 
highest magnification imagery we are about see: 

  
Source: Life of  the Blood (4,000x magnification) 

  
Source: La Quinta Columna (1,200x magnification) 
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It is unclear what we are looking at here, but prima facie it does look like some kind of  circuitry. Such 
imagery demands explanation. 

The findings presented in this paper shift the debate about COVID-19 òvaccinesó into new territory. 
The dangers of  the injections lie not only in the declared ingredients ñ the toxic PEG of  lipid 
nanoparticles, mRNA that programmes the human body to produce harmful spike proteins, etc. (cf. 
Seneff  & Nigh, 2021) ñ but also, and perhaps to a far greater extent, in the undisclosed ingredients. 
In what follows, over 100 pages of  microscopic imagery will demonstrate beyond reasonable doubt 
that the COVID-19 òvaccinesó are not what we were told they are, i.e. safe and effective means of  
preventing disease. On the contrary, they appear to be heavily loaded with foreign bodies, as well as 
instructions for human cells to manufacture foreign bodies, that prove profoundly harmful to 
human health.  

Those foreign bodies are present in all the major brands: BioNTech-Pfizer, Moderna, AstraZeneca, 
Johnson & Johnson, and others. It therefore appears, from what we know so far, that all the 
manufacturers, all regulators, and all governments, with the support of  establishment media, are 
complicit in, and must actively have conspired to commit, what would amount to the gravest crime 
against humanity of  all time, i.e. the attempted injection of  the entire human race (apart from the 
perpetrators) with undisclosed toxic substances/technologies without anyoneõs informed consent. 
There can be no more urgent investigation in our time than of  the COVID-19 òvaccinesó.  

IMPEDIMENTS TO INVESTIGATION 

Who will undertake such an investigation, however? Certainly the regulators cannot be trusted to do 
so, since they all appear to have deliberately ignored evidence that can, in some cases, be detected by 
even an optical microscope. Universities would be the obvious candidates, yet many, particularly in 
North America, have mandated COVID-19 òvaccinesó, so cannot be expected to meet their 
obligation to society by investigating what is actually in those shots which they have coerced staff  
and students to take. Other universities, especially in Europe, are too dependent on government 
funding to jeopardize their relations with the state by doing the right thing. As a result, there is a 
dearth of  peer-reviewed research in this field: universities are compromised. It seems unlikely that 
the medical profession will step up, as it has been at the forefront of  administering the injections; it 
also removes the licences to practice of  any member who speaks out against them. Meanwhile, 
military-grade propaganda, rampant censorship, nastiness and aggression from those deceived by the 
official narrative, and a political climate of  fear and intimidation intentionally stoked to dissuade 
dissidents all act as powerful disincentives for anyone to ask the questions that matter most. Indeed, 
several of  the researchers and research teams below have chosen to remain anonymous for precisely 
such reasons.  

Yet, beyond the technocratic totalitarianism that is now seeking to eclipse liberal democracy, beyond 
the incessant fear propagation and the rampant corruption, the question of  what is really in the 
COVID-19 òvaccinesó is ultimately an empirical one. It can be solved by scientists of  integrity who 
possess the right equipment and who are willing to adhere rigorously to the correct methods. In 
principle, any self-respecting laboratory with the right equipment, expertise, and motivation should 
be able to contribute to solving the problem. There is no need for idle speculation or 
unsubstantiated claims and rumours. The problem is solvable if  people are brave, honest, and 
truthful enough to address it, like the researchers presented in this paper.  

In the other corner, the perpetrators of  this apparent global crime against humanity have gone to 
great lengths to conceal their tracks. If  undisclosed nanotechnology is indeed present in the 
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COVID-19 òvaccinesó, then it is invisible to the naked eye and will not show up under conventional 
toxicology tests. Who would even think to look for it in the first place given the relentless 
propaganda about a virus and spike proteins? The very idea of  undisclosed self-assembling 
nanotechnologies in the òvaccinesó seems, on the face of  it, so far-fetched that most people will 
refuse to entertain it in the first place. Even critical bodies, such as Doctors 4 COVID Ethics, refuse 
to address that possibility, instead preferring to stick to their relevant areas of  medical expertise. The 
Vaccines Education Working Group does address, rigorously, the issue of  undisclosed ingredients in 
the COVID-19 òvaccinesó, yet even it does not entertain the possibility of  the presence of  
nanotechnology. It would seem that if  the lie is big enough, it becomes incomprehensible to all but 
the very worst people in society, as Hitler realized a century ago (Hughes, 2022b). 

Even for those who are willing to conduct a proper investigation of  the COVID-19 òvaccineó 
contents, further major obstacles present themselves. For a start, because we may be dealing with 
nanotechnology here, specialist high-power microscopes are needed. Life of  the Blood was able to 
procure a dark field microscope with 4,000x magnification to produce the incredible images above, 
yet no other researcher or research team discussed in this paper was able to achieve anywhere close 
to the same level of  magnification. Most images shown are between 400x and 1,000x magnification. 
The required equipment may be prohibitively expensive for individuals. For example, a new scanning 
electron microscope can cost $70,000 to $1,000,000. Given that different types of  microscopic and 
spectroscopic equipment are needed, this is work that really needs to be done at an institutional 
level, returning us to problems of  reputational risk, loss of  funding, being forced to close, having 
careers and reputations trashed, or worse.  

Even where adequate equipment and procedures are in place, the next problem is how to obtain a 
vial for analysis, demonstrating a secure chain of  custody, and keeping it maintained at the required 
temperatures until it is opened. The vials themselves are strictly guarded. According to a 
pharmacologist working for the NHS,  

Iõve been working with the NHS on [mass vaccination] since January 2021 in a lot of  roles. [...] Every mass 
vaccine centre in the UK and other sites e.g. Boots [the retail pharmacy equivalent of  Walgreens in the US] has 
a National Vaccine protocol to destroy every vial with two different senior staff  at the end of  each day. The 
systems are also in place for counting in and out every single vial that arrives and leaves every site. All vials are 
disposed daily into a locked coded clinical incinerator waste system or stored again coded locks for an NHS 
contractor to pick up daily the clinical waste! [...] If  you want to get hold of  vials your best bet is to seek out 
independent pharmacies doing COVID jabs. 

It is hard to see how it is possible to obtain a COVID-19 òvaccineó vial legally given the stateõs tight 
control over them. It was never possible to buy a COVID-19 òvaccineó privately in the UK, for 
instance: òvaccinationsó were only available through the NHS. Thus, it becomes very difficult to 
establish a secure chain of  custody without exposing illicit means of  acquisition. Researchers who 
claim to have obtained unopened vials never seem to indicate where they got them from; at best, 
they were òsentó or ògivenó them. Alternatively, some researchers claim to have obtained used vials; 
after all, only a small droplet is required for analysis. However, this then introduces problems of  
potential contamination and samples no longer being at the required storage temperatures. So, we 
are left in a catch-22, whereby a full and transparent investigation requires vials being made freely 
available by the manufacturers or the state for that purpose, yet the terms of  the investigation imply 
that those very entities cannot be trusted.  

There are also high personal risks involved in doing this kind of  work in a climate of  mounting 
authoritarianism. State propagandists (including networks of  academics and journalists), intelligence 
agencies, òfact checkersó (flak machines), and other organizations such as the Cabinet Office Rapid 
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Response Unit and 77th Brigade in the UK, will move to close down any such investigation, 
resorting to thought-terminating clichés such as òmisinformationó, òdisinformationó, and 
òconspiracy theoryó, as well as censorship, hit pieces in the establishment media, ad hominem attacks, 
allegations of  anti-semitism, calls for the investigators to be fired, etc. This has all been seen before, 
and it testifies to the desperation of  a power structure so premised on lies that it cannot defend 
itself  honestly and truthfully. It may not be long until dissent itself  is criminalized, with so-called 
òanti-vaxxersó (a propaganda term used to demonize political opponents) already being branded as 
terrorists in readiness for new legislation apparently intended to turn liberal democracies into 
dictatorships (Davis, 2022).  

Investigators may even be murdered. Andreas Noack in November 2021 died within days of  
claiming that graphene hydroxide in the òvaccinesó acts like tiny, non-biodegradable razor blades 
that cut up blood vessels; the circumstances of  his death are disputed. In September 2021, Carrie 
Madej went public with her findings regarding COVID-19 òvaccineó contents; in June 2022 she was 
involved in a suspicious plane crash that nearly killed her. Perhaps there is no connection, but the 
pharmaceutical industry has a known history of  persecuting and allegedly murdering whistleblowers, 
as cases such as Andrew Wakefield, Judy Mikovits, and the late Brandy Vaughan show. òWith this 
type of  research,ó Daniel Nagase warns, òit has to be kind of  clandestine, because thereõs a lot of  
money behind not letting anyone know whatõs in these injections.ó Thus, fear, intimidation, and a 
range of  dirty tactics are used to cow researchers into silence. 

The Establishmentõs attack dogs, as well as certain victims of  the propaganda, will almost certainly 
resort to the usual smears to dismiss the evidence presented in this paper without doing the work 
needed to engage with the research seriously. There will doubtless be disingenuous claims that the 
images shown below could mean anything, that we have no way of  verifying their authenticity, that 
they may have been photoshopped for sensationalist or fraudulent purposes, that the samples were 
not properly prepared, allowing for contamination (a sleight on the professionalism of  the 
researchers, some of  whom have decades of  experience), etc. Such intellectually lightweight claims 
founder on the fact that at least 26 different investigations of  the òvaccineó contents (almost entirely 
unrelated to one another) from 16 different countries on five continents converge on remarkably 
similar findings. The investigations are mutually reinforcing, mitigating against possible fraud or 
human error. Researcher after researcher claims to have never seen anything like this before in their 
career.  

Given that 5.33 billion people have received the injection, and given the apparent evidence of  foul 
play involved, no amount of  bullying, coercion, and threats of  violence seems likely to stop the 
investigation that must now take place. As we are already seeing, scientists from across the world are 
doing the necessary work anyway, and once the scale of  their effort is understood, more and more 
research teams will be spurred into action, networking with one another rather than producing 
isolated, yet strikingly similar, findings of  the type shown below. It is no exaggeration to claim that 
the fate of  humanity is on the line now that more than two thirds of  it has taken one or more of  
these shots. Because the stakes are sky high, the truth will come out sooner rather than later. If  
suspicions regarding undisclosed ingredients in the òvaccinesó are confirmed, especially those 
regarding nanotechnology and degraded blood, there will be hell to pay for everyone involved in the 
COVID-19 òvaccinationó programme. It is the authorities who should fear the people, not the other 
way around.   
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SPECTROSCOPIC ANALYSIS OF COVID-19 òVACCINESó 

I have seen claims that we are looking at nothing more than salt crystals (which can appear 
spectacular beneath the microscope), calcium pyrophosphate (which causes pseudogout), rod-
shaped bacilli, ammonium biurate crystals (found in acidic urine), etc. in the COVID-19 òvaccinesó 
ñ in other words, that there is nothing special or unusual about these images. There is partial truth 
to such claims: the Vaccines Education Working Group, for instance, finds that certain crystals 
formed from a dried out sample of  Moderna are likely sodium chloride based on spectroscopic 
analysis. However, alternative spectroscopic analysis suggests that something very strange is going 
on. Daniel Nagase, an Alberta ER doctor disgracefully put on involuntary leave for treating 
òCOVID-19ó patients with Ivermectin, discovered the following structures in the Moderna and 
Pfizer òvaccinesó: 

   
Moderna 

   
Pfizer 

The reason that these structures are significant, according to Nagaseõs spectroscopy, is that they 
contain neither nitrogen nor phosphorus, two of  the six òbuilding blocks of  lifeó along with carbon, 
oxygen, hydrogen, and sulphur. Nitrogen is a component of  all proteins. The absence of  nitrogen 
and phosphorus, in Nagaseõs view, means that these structures cannot be biological. This leaves open 
the possibility that they are synthetic biology, i.e. non-living structures designed to imitate natural 
biology. If  so, what are they doing in the COVID-19 òvaccinesó?  

Nagase claims that the above artefacts are predominantly made of  carbon and oxygen; and x-ray 
photoelectron spectroscopy cannot test for hydrogen, which could therefore also be present. The 
molecular structure of  graphene oxide consists of  carbon, oxygen, and hydrogen. Nagase 
acknowledges the possibility that these artefacts could be graphene oxide, but claims that this lies 
outside his field of  expertise. He does make the interesting suggestion, however, that because there 
is plenty of  carbon and oxygen in the human body, perhaps this is being used to aid self-assembly of  
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structures post-injection. This is only a hypothesis, but in light of  the evidence we are about to see, 
scientists need to address it.   

Robert Young, in contrast, does find traces of  nitrogen in the Pfizer òvaccineó when analysing 
suspected particles of  reduced graphene oxide/hydroxide using energy-dispersive X-ray 
spectroscopy, but he does not find phosphorous or sulphur (see his Figures 7 and 7a). One sample 
reveals high levels of  carbon, oxygen, sodium, and chloride, while another sample lacks the sodium 
but includes carbon, oxygen, magnesium, aluminium, silicon, chloride and calcium. A further sample 
(his Figure 15), reveals the presence (in order of  quantity) of  bismuth, carbon, oxygen, aluminium, 
sodium, copper and nitrogen. Another sample (his Figure 18) shows òan organic (Carbon-Oxygen-
Nitrogen) aggregate with embedded nanoparticles of  bismuth, titanium, vanadium, iron, copper, 
silicon, aluminumó. Young infers that graphene oxide/hydroxide is present because of  the high 
carbon and oxygen levels in these samples, but the unexpected presence of  a range of  metallic 
elements also requires explanation.  

The reason why graphene oxide is so important is that this revolutionary new material is being used 
in nanotechnology, e.g. in neural interfaces. Proof  of  graphene oxide in the COVID-19 òvaccinesó 
would be the smoking gun that confirms the presence of  nanotechnology. At present, this matter is 
contested. The Vaccines Education Working Group, in a single sentence of  an 81-page report, 
denies the presence of  graphene or graphene oxide in the òvaccinesó, allegedly based on infrared 
and Raman spectroscopy, though no details are provided. In contrast, in perhaps the most thorough 
spectroscopic analysis of  the COVID-19 òvaccinesó (Pfizer, Moderna, AstraZeneca, Janssen) 
published to date, Pablo Campra claims that for eight of  110 objects suspected of  being graphene 
oxide based on visual inspection, their spectral correspondence to reduced graphene oxide is 
òunambiguousó, òunequivocaló, and òconclusiveó. For a further 20 objects, the presence of  
graphene oxide can be asserted òwith a high level of  confidenceó because of  òsignals compatible 
with the presence of  graphitic or graphene structuresó. For òtranslucent sheets with a graphene 
appearanceó, it was not possible to obtain well-defined Raman signals owing to òfluorescence 
noiseó; in those objects, òthe presence of  graphene structures can neither be affirmed nor ruled 
outó. Robert Verkerk, using Raman spectroscopy, claims: òIt is pretty clear that graphite composite 
forms as undeclared ingredients are very common in the vialsó (Pfizer, Moderna, and AstraZeneca). 
José Luis Sevillano claims that spectroscopy signals coming from certain objects in the òvaccinesó 
are ò99 percentó compatible with graphene.  

Conducting further spectroscopic analysis of  the COVID-19 òvaccinesó should be a top priority for 
scientists. The above studies are the only ones I know of  where this has been done ñ a sample too 
small to draw any firm conclusions from, yet presenting sufficient evidence to warrant urgent 
investigation.   

MICROSCOPIC ANALYSIS OF COVID-19 òVACCINESó: A WORD ON METHOD 

The rest of  this paper compiles evidence from microscopic analyses of  COVID-19 òvaccinesó from 
as many studies as I have been able to find. In the era of  COVID censorship, the sample will 
probably be incomplete, for the simple reason that it is difficult to track down such information.1 

 
1 Indeed, just before this article went to press, I found another such study from the UK, which was submitted to police 
in early 2022 as charges of  corporate manslaughter and gross criminal manslaughter were laid against AstraZeneca, 
Pfizer, Moderna, the NHS, the JCVI, the MHRA, and Her Majestyõs Government. Two vials of  Moderna, one of  
AstraZeneca, and one of  Pfizer were found to contain undeclared inclusions, òwith a focus on graphene and carbon 
related nano structures in form of  carbon or graphene composites, graphene in association with polyethylene glycol, 



 

International Journal of  Vaccine Theory, Practice, and Research 2(2), September 3, 2022  Page 462 

Nevertheless, the list is far more extensive than I imagined it would be when I began this project. It 
came as a great surprise to me ñ as I am sure it will to many readers, including those aware of  some 
of  these studies ñ to discover just how many independent investigations of  the COVID-19 
òvaccinesó have already taken place. Nowhere is all this information centrally compiled (an obvious 
job for someone to do online, in a format as censorship-proof  as possible). Therefore, one original 
contribution of  this article is simply to bring it all together for the first time. Seen as a whole, the 
picture is compelling.   

When I say òstudiesó, I do not mean peer-reviewed academic journal articles. As far as I am aware, 
only three peer-reviewed journal articles involving microscopic analysis of  the COVID-19 òvaccineó 
contents exist, two of  them published in this journal (Jeon, 2022; Lee et al. 2022; Giovannini et al. 
2022). This is despite abundant evidence of  serious injury and death caused by those òvaccinesó 
(Seneff  & Nigh, 2021; Broudy, 2021, p. 102; Blaylock, 2022; Oller & Santiago 2022; Fraiman et al. 
2022; Exposé, 2022a). One source, from February 2022, compiles over 1,000 peer-reviewed articles 
on the harms arising from the òvaccinesó. Data leaked from the US Defense Medical Epidemiology 
Database reveal shockingly high figures regarding the surge in a range of  illnesses post-injection. 
The more òvaccinesó taken, the higher the chance of  death (Expos®, 2022b). Particularly troubling 
are the risks to otherwise fit and healthy young people, including athletes and children (Hughes, 
2022a). Despite all this, for some indefensible reason, academia has shown very little interest in what 
is actually in the injections based on independent analysis of  their contents. The current paper seeks 
to address that situation and promote more research in this area.   

Even when academics such as Campra do produce research in this area, they and their universities 
are quick to distance themselves from one another, and the research remains non-peer-reviewed, 
presumably because it is more important to the researchers to get their findings out to the public 
than to wait for a corrupt scientific journal community to refuse to publish it on non-scientific 
grounds. How corrupt is that community? Even its own editors have long admitted that òjournals 
have devolved into information laundering operations for the pharmaceutical industryó (Horton, 
2004); that òmedical journals are an extension of  the marketing arm of  pharmaceutical companiesó 
(Smith, 2005); that òit is simply no longer possible to believe much of  the clinical research that is 
published, or to rely on the judgment of  trusted physicians or authoritative medical guidelinesó 
(Angell, 2009); and òthe case against science is straightforward: much of  the scientific literature, 
perhaps half, may simply be untrueó (Horton, 2015). Indeed, one of  the most widely read scientific 
papers of  all time is titled, òWhy Most Published Research Findings Are Falseó (Ioannidis, 2005). 
According to Mikovits (2020): òThe journals are part of  the plague of  corruption. In fact, they drive 
it. It is propaganda masquerading as science.ó Once the òpandemicó hit, the journalsõ information-
laundering role became stunningly obvious. òUntil this pandemic event,ó notes Blaylock (2022), òI 
have never seen so many journal papers being retracted ñ the vast majority promoting alternatives 
to official dogma, especially if  the papers question vaccine safety.ó  

Because academia has failed to perform basic due diligence regarding COVID-19 òvaccineó 
contents, the quality of  research that does exist on those contents varies. At one end of  the 
spectrum, Campra and the Vaccines Education Working Group produce carefully documented, 
methodological research that one suspects probably would pass peer-review in an honest system, 
albeit with a few tweaks. At the other end of  the spectrum, important findings by, for instance, 
Bärbel Ghitalla are packaged in a quasi-documentary short video format that provides no scientific 

 

graphene oxide, iron oxide compounds, and calciteó. These appeared as òribbon forms,ó òsheet forms,ó òtubular forms,ó 
ònano dots,ó and ònano scrollsó (p. 42). 
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detail at all regarding level of  magnification, size of  objects detected, length of  time after opening 
the vial, etc. Indeed, many of  the researchers who have conducted this type of  research appear to be 
so shocked by what they have seen that they feel an urgency to publicize their findings without 
always providing the level of  detail that would be helpful to make the most sense of  it.  

Some researchers provide just a few images; others provide many dozens. I have therefore had to be 
selective in which images to show. In addition, I have cropped numerous images to focus on what I 
deem to be their most important features and to save space. These elements of  subjective judgment 
mean that the reader should refer to the original sources for a fuller picture. In addition, I have 
resized certain images (without altering their proportions) to make them fit the page better. The 
scale of  these images was not always evident in the original research, so it is not always clear how big 
certain artefacts are. It is possible that some artefacts placed side by side that appear to be roughly 
the same size are in fact different sizes. This is precisely why more rigorous lab research is needed ñ 
to eliminate possible sources of  confusion and help clear up what it is that we are looking at.  

A further methodological problem is the technical quality of  the imagery. The large majority of  this 
imagery originates from online videos from which I have taken screen grabs using the snipping tool 
on Windows. Really, repositories of  high quality imagery taken directly from the microscope need to 
be made available online, but I have done my best with what is currently available. I think it is more 
than enough to merit further investigations of  the COVID-19 òvaccinesó.    

For the novice reader, there will be problems with knowing how to interpret different types of  
microscopy. For example, there are different branches of  microscopy: optical, electron, scanning 
probe, and X-ray. Within optical microscopy alone, there are different techniques for improving the 
quality and usefulness of  the image: bright-field, dark-field, phase contrast, and cross-polarized light 
illumination. Each works in a different way and produces different kinds of  imagery, meaning that it 
is possible for the same object to appear differently depending on the technique used (each has its 
own advantages and drawbacks). Different approaches also generate different color imagery, 
sometimes to generate better contrasts. The colors of  the images shown in this article should 
therefore be ignored, as they do not represent the true colors of  the objects seen. For example, the 
La Quinta Columna imagery above does not really show objects òlighting upó dark green 
surroundings; rather, the light/dark contrasts are generated to enhance the sharpness of  the image 
in key places. The imagery presented in this article is a hodgepodge of  different microscopy types 
and techniques. Better scientific analysis would be systematic and thorough in its application of  
different microscopic types and techniques, labelling each one clearly.  

Because the primary purpose of  this article is to present evidence for specialists in such fields as 
biochemistry and nanotechnology to analyze and build upon, I have elected to present that evidence 
in the chronological order in which it appeared, rather than structurally imposing my own 
interpretation. This will also, hopefully, help the reader to understand the way in which findings have 
developed over time and to establish a counter-narrative of  genuine scientific discovery, juxtaposed 
to the anti-scientific cult mentality embodied in The Science.Ê The running order is, therefore, as 
follows: van Welbergen (July 2021), Ghitalla (August 2021), anonymous US researcher (August 
2021), Madej (September 2021), Austrian researchers (September 2021), Botha (October 2021), 
Campra 1 (October 2021), òAndy Vieó (October 2021), Young (ongoing), Noack (November 2021), 
Campra 2 (November 2021), Reissner (December 2021), Jeon (January 2022), Life of  the Blood 
(January 2022), Monteverde et al. (Feburary 2022); Hall (February 2022), La Quinta Columna 
(December 2021ðMarch 2022), Lee et al. (March 2022), Australian scientists (April 2022), Yanowitz 
(April 2022), Wakeling (May 2022), the Vaccines Education Working Group (July 2022), and 
Giovannini et al. (August 2022).     
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Working study by study helps to address copyright issues. All the researchers cited in this paper want 
their work to be shared and spread widely in the public domain in order to raise awareness. At the 
same time, there should be correct attribution of  images to give credit where credit is due. Rather 
than labelling every single image with the name of  the researcher or research team that took it (a 
laborious exercise for the hundreds of  images shown, and one which distracts from the imagery 
itself), I have made explicit where each image comes from by grouping images according to their 
source and providing one or more hyperlinks to the original work. I trust that this will satisfy the 
original content creators, as it is intended in the spirit of  transparency and fairness. However, I 
would remind readers who wish to republish any of  these images that they, too, should give credit to 
the creators of  those images and provide links to the original work.  

Most of  what follows consists of  visual imagery. I think that readers will agree that imagery speaks 
far more powerfully than words in the case of  what they are about to see.  

COVID-19 òVACCINESó CONTENTS: A REVIEW OF THE EVIDENCE 

The main body of  this article works through the microscopic evidence that has come to light since 
July 2021 regarding the contents of  the COVID-19 òvaccinesó. It moves chronologically, trying to 
portray the findings of  the researchers as faithfully as possible.  

1. VAN WELBERGEN 

Harley Street doctor Philippe van Welbergen in July 2021 sounded the alarm based on blood 
samples he had taken from unconnected patients in the preceding two weeks, which resembled 
nothing like he had ever seen before. He provides over 80 images as evidence. In contrast with 
healthy red blood cells (RBCs) showing good motility (below left), the blood of  òvaccinatedó 
patients displayed massive foreign structures, which van Welbergen interprets as graphene oxide, 
alongside RBCs in unhealthy Rouleaux (stacked) formation:  

  
Healthy blood vs. òvaccinatedó blood 

Never before in his career had van Welbergen seen such images, then all of  a sudden, from July 2021 
on, he encountered them regularly. òThese people are quite sickó, he remarks, òand itõs quite 
serious.ó 

The alleged graphene oxide structures appear to exert polarity, attracting RBCs at certain points and 
repelling them at others:  
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Given that RBC membranes are normally negatively charged, causing the RBCs to repel one 
another, it seems possible that the foreign bodies above introduce a positive charge that creates the 
Rouleaux effect. According former Pfizer analyst Karen Kingston, òGraphene can be a conductor 
of  electricity. If  it has a positive charge, it annihilates anything it comes into contact with.ó 

On three separate occasions, van Welbergen presents images of  alleged GO fibres that are so huge 
that they span three separate microscope slides. For example, consider what he describes as 
òSpaghetti Junctionó: 
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Here, huge swathes of  RBCs appear to be in trouble. Van Welbergen urges again and again: òLook 
at the size of  this thing.ó  

Seemingly everywhere the unnatural structures are present, red blood cells appear to be stacking, 
lacking motility, and even bursting. For example:   

  

 
Where the RBCs become deformed, they amass to form a potential thrombus (blood clot). Yet, van 
Welbergen claims that D-dimer tests (used to detect blood clots) did not produce any significant 
results in his patients ñ a finding contrary to that of  Canadian doctor Charles Hoffe.  

The longer tentacle-like structures, sometimes associated with graphene nanoribbons, appear to seek 
out their GO-based cousins and to wrap themselves around them:  
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Most of  the RBCs in these images are not functional, or òpure garbageó in van Welbergenõs words. 

Meanwhile, the alleged GO structures continue to self-assemble, for example in this image which 
van Welbergen claims shows smaller graphene structures being sucked into larger ones in all three 
places of  indentation:  

 
In this manner, van Welbergen claims, the GO structures grow ever larger. Here is another image of  
those structures allegedly merging: 

 
While the neighbouring RBC become defunct, self-assembly appears to take place within the alleged 
GO structures, which organize disparate òcomponentsó into coherent lines:  
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Perhaps this linear self-assemblage accounts for the striated aspect of  certain structures later on:  

 
The alleged GO structures are highly selective for what they allow inside. Smaller structures 
consolidate within or on top of  the main one while RBCs are repelled:  

  
Uniquely among the studies presented here, van Welbergen draws attention to the bloodwork of  
òunvaccinatedó children as young as three years old, claiming that shedding from the òvaccinatedó 
has caused significant deterioration. For example, these images allegedly from the blood of  an 
òunvaccinatedó 3-year-old appears to show GO artefacts surrounded by damaged RBCs:  
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Here is another image said to be from the blood of  an òunvaccinatedó patient: 

 
If  van Welbergen is correct that these images are from òunvaccinatedó patients, this implies that 
there may be no escape from GO contamination, even for the vaccine-free. However, this is the only 
evidence of  contamination of  òunvaccinatedó blood presented in this article; other researchers find 
healthy looking blood in òunvaccinatedó patients. So, one wonders if  van Welbergen is mistaken. 

The following image shows what van Welbergen calls òwall to wall damageó in the RBCs. Although 
there are certain known medical conditions that could cause this, the patient in question had none 
of  them: 

 
The worrying thing here is that the patient displayed no symptoms of  any condition that might 
cause such RBC damage. This begs the question of  how many outwardly healthy people are going 
about their lives unaware of  the damage to their blood.  

The RBC damage is not always òwall to walló, however. In the image below, van Welbergen claims 
that RBCs further away from the large open spaces (which he interprets as thin layers of  graphene 
oxide) remain healthy, while those closer are damaged: 
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Presumably, however, it is only a matter of  time before the healthy RBCs come into contact with the 
foreign bodies. Even if  the human body continues to produce healthy RBCs, the defunct ones will, 
in van Welbergenõs view, increase the risk of  thrombosis.  

In two further striking images, we see an alleged GO structure exerting a òforcefieldó effect to repel 
RBCs, plus further evidence of  the enormous size of  the translucent folded ribbon structures 
relative to RBCs: 

  
According to van Welbergen, low quality RBCs of  the kind shown above means that not enough 
healthy, oxygenated blood is getting to the organs, which can result in a wide range of  illnesses. This 
is to say nothing of  the damage to the immune system caused by the COVID-19 òvaccinesó, which 
in his view can lead to vaccine acquired immune deficiency syndrome (VAIDS).  

2. GHITALLA 

German doctor Bärbel Ghitalla examined a Johnson & Johnson vial as well as the blood of  
òvaccinatedó patients. In a group discussion from August 2021, she shares her findings with Axel 
Bolland MD plus two lawyers, Holger Fischer and Elmar Becker. Having previously conducted 10ð
20 blood tests a week in her career, Ghitalla claims to have never seen anything like what appeared in 
the blood of  patients recently given the Johnson & Johnson òvaccineó. For example: 
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Again we see distressed RBCs in the background, but also a terrifying-looking creature/structure in 
the foreground (nanotechnology?). As in Welbergen, Ghitallaõs images include massive translucent 
fibres present among RBCs in Rouleaux formation, in this case appearing to attach to an 
unidentified crystalline formation: 

  

Other notable, unexplained images obtained from the bloodwork include: 
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Images obtained from the Johnson & Johnson vial reveal a geometric object of  some kind (the 
group admits an electron microscope is needed for better quality images):  

  
Left to dry out, J&J reveals an irregular web-like structure, which, like the particles behind/within it, 
remains a mystery for the time being: 

  
Crystalline fractals were also present in J&J: 
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3. ANONYMOUS US RESEARCHER 

In August 2021, an anonymous researcher in the United States ñ possibly Carrie Madej based on 
her September testimony below ñ observed the contents of  a freshly opened Moderna vial at room 
temperature for two hours. The researcher found fibre-like objects: 

   

The following objects were also present in the sample:  
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According to the researcher, specks of  possible graphene Oxide appeared to self-assemble into 
shapes. Worm-like structures and specks seemed to be moving in concert towards the edges of  the 
glass.  

4. MADEJ 

In September 2021, the American doctor, Carrie Madej, reported the results of  her observation of  
the contents of  Moderna and Johnson & Johnson vaccine vials under 400x magnification. The 
Moderna serum was translucent at first, but after two hours at room temperature, luminescent 
materials began to appear that responded to light with the expression of  brilliant blue, purple, green, 
and yellow. Nanotech engineers whom Madej later consulted claimed that luminous responses are 
typical of  òsuperconducting materials [...] an operating system being injected into peopleó. Those 
materials then made their way to the edge of  the slide, where, in Madejõs words, òself-assembling was 
going on, things were growingó. In particular, Madej identified an òobject or organismó with 
òtentaclesó coming from it that was òable to lift itself  up off  the glass slideó and òappeared to be 
self-awareó and able to ògrow and move in spaceó. It looked like this: 
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Examining a different batch of  Moderna, Madej found to her despair another such entity as well as 
moving òmorgellon-like fibresó: 

  
Again, it is unclear what these structures are. The òHydra Vulgarisó was initially proposed for the 
tentacled entity, an òapparently immortal organism coveted in transhumanist circles and currently 
the subject of  study in human genomicsó (Broudy and Kyrie, 2021, p. 163). However, it could 
equally be the product of  some form of  synthetic biology. In the Johnson & Johnson vials, Madej 
found fatty substances resembling hydrogel (implying, in her view, that J&J is lying about its 
òvaccineó not containing nano-lipid particles), as well as synthetic structures shaped like spherical 
rings:    

  
Madej concluded that the COVID-19 òvaccinesó mark òthe beginning of  transhumanism, of  
surveillance capabilities being put inside peopleó. She also claimed that other labs had examined the 
contents of  the vials, only to be shut down shortly afterwards. In June 2022, she survived a 
suspicious plane crash.  
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5. AUSTRIAN RESEARCHERS 

An Austrian research group presented findings at a press conference in Reutlingen, Germany, in 
September 2021, held by Professors Arne Burkhart, Walter Lang, Werner Bergholz, and Peter 
Schirmacher. Their video evidence is worth watching, because it captures better than most sources 
the movement of  certain structures. For example, the òsubmarineó below found in the BioNTech-
Pfizer òvaccineó moves all the way from the left of  the screen to the right. It is unclear what is 
causing this movement on a stationary slide while other particles remain in the same place.  

 
Another foreign body found in BioNTech-Pfizer is the following, which measures ca. 40 microns in 
length. The Austrian researchers claim to have found other structures measuring up to 500 microns 
(0.5 mm) in length.  

 
Left to dry out, the above object allegedly looked like this:  
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Below we see a geometric structure in BioNTech-Pfizer, apparently from Ghitallaõs findings, that 
became òvery activeó when warmed: 

 

  
Are surrounding particles being drawn to the structure and possibly integrating with it? It is hard to 
tell. The Austrian researchers claim that the kind of  movement witnessed in BioNTech-Pfizer was 
not seen in AstraZeneca.  

In terms of  the Johnson & Johnson òvaccineó, sharp-edged particles such as the following were 
commonly found, raising concerns about such structuresõ effects on capillaries: 
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òArrow-ó or òplaneó-like structures like the one at the top of  the next image were frequently 
observed and were motile: 

 
Blood samples from òvaccinatedó patients show the by-now familiar very long fibrous structure with 
RBCs in Rouleaux formation: 

 
The next images, on the other hand, show an object at different magnifications in blood that has not 
gone into Rouleaux formation, suggesting either that Rouleaux is not a universal effect or that it 
takes time to manifest (it is not known how soon after injection the image was taken):  
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Axel Bolland, who participated in the Reutlingen press conference, referenced the bloodwork from 
Ghitalla, showing how RBC condition deteriorates over the course of  a week: 

 
The image below, taken six months after the patient received a COVID-19 òvaccineó, is said to show 
a granulocyte trying to deal with a foreign body in the blood but failing. Burr cells also appear to be 
present, indicating heavily distressed blood: 

 
Here is blood from a patient who took the BioNTech-Pfizer injection, providing a possible 
indication of  the extent of  the contamination of  the blood: 
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Maria Hubmer-Mogg MD captures all manner of  unexplained objects in the BioNTech-Pfizer 
injection:  
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In AstraZeneca, Hubmer-Mogg finds the following:  

 
If  the above image shows the diameter of  a drop from a vial on a microscope slide, how large must 
the object in the centre be? Also found in AstraZeneca, first at 40x magnification, then at 1000x 
magnification: 
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Hubmer-Mogg describes these as òimpressive, tidy, chain-like structuresó that are ònicely arrangedó. 
They appear to show particles self-assembling into linear structures.  

The following object, with the characteristic twist and òfrayingó at one end, could be a carbon 
nanotube, possibly crossing with another:  

 
This complex structure was also found, not entirely dissimilar to the òcreatureó discovered by 
Ghitalla: 
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In a section titled òvideosó, Hubmer-Mogg shows footage of  what she calls a òsnow stormó, i.e. 
pronounced movement of  multiple particles at once (she fails to specify the manufacturer): 

 
Note the arrow-like structure again 

òAgain and again and againó, Hubmer-Mogg claims, we find sharp-edged structures, including ones 
resembling òsim cardsó: 

  
These images are of  the same object after it flipped round. It did not respond to a magnet. 

6. BOTHA 

From South Africa in October 2021, Zandre Botha reported the results of  her study of  blood 
samples taken from patients who had recently received a COVID-19 òvaccineó. Patients whose 
blood samples were normal and healthy in February 2021 had red blood cells in stacked Rouleaux 
formation by September 2021: 
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February 2021 

 
September 2021 

Rouleaux formation makes it hard for red blood cells to carry oxygen to tissue through capillaries ñ 
something Botha would otherwise only expect to see in patients with stage 4 cancer or HIV. Botha 
also found unnatural-looking objects in the Janssen sample: 

  
When she looked at the sample without using a cover slip, this is what she observed: 

 



 

International Journal of  Vaccine Theory, Practice, and Research 2(2), September 3, 2022  Page 485 

 
Botha describes these structures as non-natural, mechanical, and self-assembling: they were moving 
around on the slide. Do these structures have anything in common with the spherical/ring-like 
structures captured by Madej? 

As the fluid on the slide dried, the circular structures disappeared in front of  Bothaõs eyes and 
turned into this: 

 
This image appears to resemble the irregular web-like formation seen in Ghitallaõs images of  
Johnson & Johnson above (and Campraõs images from Johnson & Johnson below).  

7. ZALEWSKI 

Polish scientist Frank Zalewski in October 2021 presented microscopic evidence of  what he called 
òthe thingó in the Pfizer òvaccineó, apparently a three-tentacled object emerging from a single 
òheadó:   
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Spectroscopic analysis of  the òheadó revealed aluminium to be the third most prominent element 
after carbon and oxygen ñ not one of  the òsix building blocks of  lifeó. Zalewski claims that the 
òlegsó grew to 2.5mm from a 20 micron òheadó, the equivalent of  25m from a 2mm head, when 
tested on a graphite tape. He speculates that it is a kind of  dormant òlife formó waiting to be 
activated by an external signal, though his presentation is rather sensationalist.  

8. CAMPRA (1) 

Pablo Campra was the first researcher to propose the presence of  graphene oxide in the COVID-19 
òvaccinesó in a report on Pfizerõs Comirnaty dated 28 June 2021, which was based on electron 
microscopy at 1,200x magnification. In October 2021, Campra sent further images to Spanish 
independent media outlet La Quinta Columna for publication. For Pfizer they include possible carbon 
nanotubes with flayed ends:  

  

 
They also show possible carbon nanotubes attached to òheadsó at one or both ends, almost like 
synthetic spermatozoa capable of  moving independently and seeking out a target: 
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For Moderna, Campra provides evidence of  possible carbon nanotubes:  

  
For AstraZeneca, Campra provides evidence of  possible carbon nanotubes apparently merging with 
larger crystalline structures:  

  
For both Pfizer (left) and AstraZeneca (right), Campra draws attention to apparent microbubbles 
seemingly pregnant with new structures. This would accord with Yanowitzõs thesis below regarding 
òpodsó hatching new òpodsó. It would be a synthetic òeggó equivalent of  the synthetic òspermó 
above, though neither is intended to promote human life: 
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For Janssen (Johnson & Johnson), Campra provides imagery of  crystallization forming close to the 
edge of  the droplet similar to that shown by Ghitalla and Botha above: 

  

9. òANDY VIEó 

In October 2021, an anonymous scientist revealed magnified footage of  blood from three people 
who had received COVID-19 òvaccinesó three, four, and five months previously. In all three 
samples, unnatural artefacts are present, which the scientist believes are graphene oxide. Meanwhile, 
as in Bothaõs findings, the red blood cells are stressed and stacked together in Rouleaux formation: 

  
Like Madej and Botha, the anonymous scientist claims to have never seen such samples in a decade 
of  looking at blood, but takes consolation from the fact that the lymphocytes are still moving well, 
indicating immune system potential despite the obvious blood damage. The unnatural artefacts are 
very long compared to the red blood cells, perhaps 50-100 times as long. RBCs measure 7.5ð8.7 Ǫm 
(micrometres) in diameter. Therefore, the unnatural artefacts could be as long as 0.7ð0.9 millimetres.   

10. YOUNG 

Dr. Robert O. Young has periodically updated a study begun in February 2021. His hypothesis is as 
follows:  

The Pfizer, Moderna, Astrazeneca and Janssen drugs are NOT òvaccinesó but complexed 
Reduced Graphene Oxide or Graphene Hydoxide nano particulate aggregates of  varying 
nano elements attached to genetically modified nucleic acids of  mRNA from animal or vero 
cells and aborted human fetal cells.  
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In order to verify the morphologies and contents of  these products, Young examined them (and 
blood samples from people who had used them) using optical microscopy, bright field microscopy, 
phase contrast microscopy, dark field microscopy, UV absorbance and fluorescence spectroscopy, 
scanning electron microscopy, transmission electron microscopy, energy dispersive spectroscopy, X-
ray diffractometer, and nuclear magnetic resonance instruments. 

Like van Welbergen, Ghitalla, Botha, and òAndy Vieó, Young finds evidence of  foreign bodies in the 
blood and red blood cells in Rouleaux formation: 

  
In the Pfizer òvaccineó, Young identifies ògraphene bubblesó very similar to those found by Botha 
in Janssen: 

  
Similar structures appear in the blood of  a 56-year-old male injected with Pfizer:  
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Young finds ògraphene oxide ribbonsó in Pfizer: 

  
He claims that òTrypanosoma cruzi parasitesó are present in Pfizer, òof  which several variants are 
lethal and is one of  many causes of  acquired immune deficiency syndrome or AIDSó. This is based 
on the alleged similarity of  the microscopic images of  the Pfizer òvaccineó below (top) to imagery 
of  such parasites in the blood (bottom):  

  . 
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An alternative explanation, put forward by David Fergusson [35m], is that synthetic biology in the 
òvaccinesó is partly modelled on the Trypanosoma cruzi parasite, because the latter òhas the ideal 
characteristics to be used, a swimmer, [altering] its shape dependent on temperature [and] viscosity 
of  the fluid it is in to have the ideal morphology for moving through that substanceó. 

In the Moderna òvaccineó, Young finds the following foreign bodies: 

   
Young concludes that òthe ingredients in these so-called vaccines are highly magneticotoxic, 
cytotoxic and genotoxic to plant, insect, bird, animal and human cell membranes and their geneticsó. 

11. òDR. JOHN Bó 

The pseudonymous òDr. John B.ó ran a Twitter account. He claimed in the bio, that as òScientist, 
lecturer & father. Whistleblower. Iõve published over 100 peer-reviewed papers (e.g. NEJM, The 
Lancet, PNAS)ó. The account was suspended after he posted microscopic analysis of  the Pfizer and 
Moderna òvaccinesó in October 2021, but those two pieces of  analysis can still be found here and 
here. Both analyses, B claims, were òperformed in bright field and phase contrast microscopy and 
applying rigorous scientific and hygiene standardsó, with the cold chain being maintained. In both 
cases, òparticles and structures of  different size and light refraction properties are visible in the 
vaccine when focusing on the border of  the dropó. In the case of  Pfizer, the smallest of  those 
particles measures 500 nanometres (nm) in diameter, vs. 300 nm for Moderna. Considering that the 
mRNA lipid nanoparticles used in the òvaccinesó are supposed to be 60ð100 nm in diameter, the 
particles detected by B are far too large to be explicable in terms of  the disclosed ingredients. The 
largest structure he discovers appears to be over 500 microns (half  a millimetre) in length (see 
below). His work is the most thorough in terms of  providing a scale for the images shown.  

Beginning with Pfizer-BioNTech, B notes that certain unexplained particle aggregations are 
immediately evident in the sample:  
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Width of  the fragment: ca. 40 µm 

He also identifies certain òfibre-like structuresó, ca. 20-60 microns (20,000ð60,000 nm) long, some 
with òbranchesó:  

   

  
He also finds slightly smaller òfibre-like structuresó: 
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The first of  these images is particularly interesting, since it forms a nearly perfect circle and appears 
to involve two possible microbubbles.  

A further class of  particles found by B in Pfizer comes in different shapes, is òcomparatively largeó 
and displays òunique light refraction propertiesó:  
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B presents more òunusually shaped objectsó in the Pfizer òvaccineó:  
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After 15 minutes, according to B, parts of  the liquid in the Pfizer òvaccineó crystalized, forming an 
array of  crystallized objects in encapsulated areas:  

 
òSometimesó, B observes, òthese encapsulated crystallized areas (white arrow) contained objects 
with different light refraction properties to the particles surrounding them (yellow arrow)ó:  

 
In the next image, is the structure on the left trying to merge with the larger structure? 
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Diameter: 64.9 µm (64,900 nm). 

Below, linear structures appear to have formed within the encapsulated area: 

 
Diameter: 31.2 µm (31,200 nm).  

B refers to the òcomplex internal substructuresó of  the encapsulated crystallized structures in Pfizer, 
involving òcompartmentalization and particles of  different sizesó:  
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B presents a òfiber-like objectó in Pfizer with a diameter of  about 10 microns. The width of  the 
image, however, is around 350 microns, and if  one imagines the fibre straightened out, it is probably 
around 550 microns (half  a millimetre) long. Note how other objects appear to be attracted to it: 

 
B concludes regarding the Pfizer-BioNTech òvaccineó that òthe nature (chemical properties, 
elemental composition) of  these particles and objects is unknownó, and that òcareful interpretation 
of  these images is required. The objects could simply be the ingredients of  the vaccine ð or 
contaminantsó. There is, therefore, an òurgent needó for further investigation.  

Bõs Moderna analysis reveals òa wide spectrum of  structuresó, but B focuses in particular on òrod-
shaped structuresó. Straighter versions include: 
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Note the bead-like structure in the middle image with a larger òheadó. This is consistent with the 
findings of  other researchers.  

òCurved structures with a length of  about 5-10 Õmó were present in Moderna (but not Pfizer), often 
with òa thickening at one end or both endsó:  

  

  
Again, B concludes that further investigations regarding the ingredients and purity of  the COVID-
19 òvaccinesó are required.  

12. NOACK 

Shortly before his untimely death in November 2021, German graphene specialist, Andreas Noack, 
published video evidence of  his examination of  the contents of  the Pfizer òvaccineó under 400x 
magnification. Many structures similar to the following, he observes, are visible:  
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But look what happens when Noack applies a magnet to his sample. The structure lights up 
brilliantly, along with thousands of  background specks:  

 
It appears to emit bursts of  energy that cause the specks to flicker and shimmer: 

  
Within this flickering and shimmering, Noack identifies òanomalies of  unknown originó, which look 
like the (graphene?) òcrystalsó already witnessed: 
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Then, something unexpected happens. The structure lights up and suddenly grows an extremely 
long (2D?) òtailó along which energy appears to travel:  
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Is magnetism what causes òthe thingó in Zalewskiõs research to develop its long òtentaclesó? As the 
end of  the òtail/tentacleó is formed, it fluidly changes shape:  

   
Shown under UV lighting, the original ring-like structure appears to emit bursts of  energy in a 360 
degree cycle:  

  
The resultant background flickering, under 1,250x magnification, reveals regular geometric objects 
òeverywhereó, as well as unexplained larger objects:  
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òDo the doctors know what they are giving people?ó Noack asks. òDo the people know what they 
are getting?ó 

13. CAMPRA (2) 

On 29 November 2021, Campra published an electron microscopy report on both Pfizer and 
Janssen (Johnson & Johnson) òvaccinesó, which contains imagery that might be regarded as seminal 
for subsequent research on possible nanotechnologies in the injections. It uses 100xð600x bright and 
dark field microscopy on Pfizer samples that have been allowed to dry, leaving behind what Campra 
interprets as a hydrogel substrate with various straight-edged structures on or within it:  
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Details of  some of  the smaller, apparently embedded, structures (all separate): 
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Fractal patterns are evident:  

 

 
Microbubbles, far too large to be nanoparticles, appear to be present, sometimes merging:  
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The above images by Campra are all of  Pfizer. But there are also some surprising, unexplained 
images of  Johnson & Johnson as the serum crystallizes:  

  

 
This image of  from near the edge of  the dried out J&J sample resembles the ones from Ghitalla and 
Botha above. 

14. REISSNER 

German industrial engineer Holger Reissner �F�R�Q�G�X�F�W�H�G���D���O�L�Y�H���H�[�D�P�L�Q�D�W�L�R�Q���R�I ���W�K�H���´�Y�D�F�F�L�Q�H�µ���F�R�Q�W�H�Q�W�V��
on the Wa(h)re Gesundheit show in December 2021, instantly revealing particles measuring 3.5 
microns (3,500 nm) �³  some 35�²60 times larger than the 60-100 nm lipid nanoparticles disclosed in 
�W�K�H���´�Y�D�F�F�L�Q�H�µ���L�Q�J�U�H�G�L�H�Q�W�V�� 


