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Without admitting it, we are already converted to
transhumanism

The world is changing very fast. During the Covid epidemic, money has been
concentrated in a few hands. The new oligarchs are transhumanists. Without realising
it, we have already accepted their ideology and are beginning to put it into practice.
Western doctors have given up trying to cure this disease and it seems obvious to us
to bet everything on messenger RNA. It does not matter that this strategy is fatal.

Henceforth, this is how we think.

d

On October 18, 2019, i.e. before the alert was issued against Covid-19, a few
personalities participated in a role-playing game simulating this epidemic. This
event was funded by the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation.

The containment, due to the political reaction to Covid-19, favoured a global redistribution

of wealth in favour of a few Internet players (Microsoft, Alphabet...). At the same time,
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investment funds (Vanguard, Blackrock, etc.), which were already managing astronomical
sums and could impose their interests on states, became the property of a few families.

There are now stratospheric wealth gaps between a few super-billionaires and the people.

The middle classes, which had been slowly eroding since the fall of the USSR and the
beginning of economic globalisation, are gradually disappearing. In practice, democratic

systems cannot withstand these sudden and gigantic wealth gaps.

As always in periods of change in political systems, the social class that aspires to power
imposes its point of view. In this case, transhumanism. The idea that scientific progress
will enable a transformation of human biology to the point of overcoming death. Almost
all of the world’s fifty largest fortunes seem to subscribe to this fantasy. For them,
technology will replace many people in the same way that science has replaced

superstition.

In order to impose their new Doxa, these very large fortunes are starting to control what
we think and to force us to act according to this new ideology. The most recent
phenomenon is precisely our reaction to the Covid-19 pandemic. Historically, in all
previous epidemics without exception, doctors sought to cure the sick. That was the old
world. In the new transhumanist world, no one is to be cured, all are to be protected with a
new technology, messenger RNA. Most developed states forbid their doctors to treat their
patients and their pharmacists to sell drugs that might help them (hydroxychloroquine,
ivermectin, etc.). A leading medical journal, The Lancet, even published an article
claiming that an old drug used by millions of people was killing Covid patients who took
it. The Internet giants censor accounts that promote it. Everything must be done to make
messenger RNA the one and only option.

I am not a doctor. I don’t know what these products are worth. I’'m just a man who
observes the way in which a debate is closed before it has begun. I am not interfering in

the scientific debate, but I am observing the closure of the debate.

The messenger RNA case against doctors is not over, however. President Joe Biden held
a virtual global summit on September 22, 2021 to distribute 500 million packets of
messenger RNA ’vaccine’. To everyone’s surprise, the states that were to be the recipients
of this gift boycotted the summit. They do not believe that messenger RNA is a solution
for them [1].
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To understand them, all you need is a calculator: the states that went all in on messenger
RNA had 20 to 25 times more deaths per million population than those that allowed care
by doctors.

Transhumanism already fascinates us because we don’t ask about the ban on Covid care.

It does not have the same influence outside the West.

In the past, vaccination consisted of inoculating a small portion of a disease so that
the body learns to defend itself against it. Since Covid-19, messenger RNA has
been equated with vaccination, yet it is not a vaccine in the classical sense.
PROPAGANDA

History has shown us that in order to impose a new regime, you must first get people to
act in accordance with a new ideology. Once the subjects have started to comply, it
becomes very difficult for them to back down. The game is up. This is called propaganda.
Propaganda is not about controlling discourse, but about using it to change behaviour [2].

As we have all given up on experimenting with Covid care, we have all signed up to
messenger RNA and now the health pass. We are ripe to enter this new regime. It is absurd
to call it a "dictatorship"; an old world concept. We do not yet know what this new regime

will be, yet we are already building it.

States are threatened by the very large fortunes mentioned above, which are generally
much more powerful than they are. States have mainly fixed costs and very little room for
manoeuvre. On the contrary, the new very large fortunes can withdraw their investments
here at any time and take them there. Very few Sovereign Wealth Funds can compete with

them and thus still be independent of them.
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The corporate media refuse to question the ban on care for Covid-19. They devote
all their energy to promoting messenger RNA.
THE CORPORATE MEDIA

The corporate media have been very active in this project. For a long time, but especially
since the end of the Cold War, journalism has defined itself as a search for "objectivity’,

even though it is known to be impossible.

In court, witnesses are not asked to be ’objective’. But they are required to "tell the
Truth, the whole Truth and nothing but the Truth". It is known that each person has only
perceived a part of the Truth according to his or her own condition. Thus, in an accident
involving a pedestrian and a car, most of the pedestrian witnesses agree with the
pedestrian, while most of the motorist witnesses say that the car was in the right. It is only

the sum of the evidence that tells us what happened.

The corporate media reacted to the influx of new actors into their profession (blogs and
social networks) first by trying to disqualify them: these people are touching, but they are
not trained enough to compare themselves to us. Professional journalists have made a
distinction between freedom of expression (for all) and freedom of the press (for them
alone). One thing leading to another, they have set themselves up as schoolmasters, the
only ones capable of giving good and bad marks to those who try to imitate them. To do
this, they imagined that they would check their assertions (fact check) as if their work

were comparable to a television game show.

Worried that politicians would side with their constituents rather than the very rich, the

corporate media have extended fact checking to their political guests. There are countless
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programmes where a leader is subjected to editorial fact-checking. Political discourse,
which should be an analysis of society’s problems and how to solve them, is reduced to a

series of figures that can be checked against statistical yearbooks.

The corporate media have asserted themselves first as a "Fourth Estate’ and then, after
absorbing the others, as the main Estate. This notion comes from the 18th century British
politician and philosopher, Edmund Burke. The ’Fourth Estate’ was constituted alongside
the Spiritual, the Temporal and the Commons (the simple people). Burke, in the name of
his liberal conservatism, did not dispute its legitimacy. Today everyone can see that it is

not based on a value, but on the money of its owners.

The choice of subjects covered by the corporate media is constantly shrinking. It is

slowly moving away from analysis and concentrating on verifiable data only.

Twenty years ago, for example, newspapers that challenged my work would present it
summarily and then immediately disqualify it as ’conspiratorial’. Today, they no longer
dare to summarise my theses, because they have no way of ’fact-checking’ them. So they
just classify me as ’unreliable’. Faced with younger, non-professional journalists, the
corporate media limit themselves to insults. As a result, there is a growing gap between

them.

This phenomenon is particularly evident with the ’yellow vests’, ordinary citizens who
were protesting against this sociological evolution of the world even before containment
allowed it to triumph. I remember a debate on a 24-hour news channel where a member of
parliament asked a yellow vest what allowance would satisfy the protesters, while the
yellow vest replied, "We don’t need allowances, we want a fairer system." The corporate
media quickly removed individuals who, like this lady, were thinking about the problems
of society and replaced them with others who were making concrete and immediate

demands. They did everything to censor their thinking.
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LIBROR

PROHIBITOR'
S D. N.

BENEDICTI

In the past, the Church published a list of books that were forbidden to the
faithful. Today, on the contrary, they try to publish a list of reliable sources, even
to determine a priori the Truth.

GOOD AND BAD GRADES

Another solution envisaged by the new ruling elite is to re-establish the /ndex librorum
prohibitorum. In the past, the Church - which was not only a community of believers but
also a political power - published a list of books that were censored for all but its clerics. It
wanted to protect the People from the errors and lies of the protesters. This only lasted for
a while. In the backlash, the believers deprived the Church of its political power.

Former Nato and Bush Administration officials set up a New York-based company,
NewsGuard, to compile a list of unreliable websites (including ours) [3]. Or NATO, the
European Union, Bill Gates and a few others have created CrossCheck, which finances,
among other things, Les Décodeurs du Monde [4]. It seems that the exponential
multiplication of information sources has ruined this project.

A more recent method consists in defining a priori, not who is reliable, but what the
Truth is.

The French president, Emmanuel Macron, has just set up a "Mission against
disinformation and conspiracy", its president, the sociologist Gérald Bronner, considers
that the State should set up a body to establish the Truth on the basis of "scientific
consensus". He considers it unacceptable that the word of "a university professor is

equivalent to that of a yellow vest" [5].
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This method is not new. In the 17th century, Galileo claimed that the Earth revolved
around the Sun and not the other way round. Gérald Bronner’s predecessors opposed him
with various passages from the Holy Scriptures, which were then considered a revealed
source of knowledge. Then the ’scientific consensus’ led to his condemnation by the

Church.

The history of science is full of examples of this type: almost all the great discoverers
were opposed by the ’scientific consensus’ of their time. Most of the time their ideas were
not able to triumph with demonstrations, but with the death of their opponents: the leaders

of the "scientific consensus'".

Translation
Roger Lagassé
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