
Coronavirus: Institutions become more dangerous

Coronavirus is likely the most important event of this century so far. 

More  than a year  has passed since  the  first  cases were  detected in
countries on several continents and, according to official figures, it has
exceeded 1.5  million  deaths.  We  are  in  the  greatest  economic  crisis
known  by  current  generations.  In  addition,  the  first  vaccines  have
already appeared and massive vaccinations have begun.

According  to  Wikipedia,  throughout  history,  there  is  evidence  of  26
pandemics caused by a microorganism, starting in 1796 and with four
pandemics in this century (SARS in 2002, Influenza A in 2009, MERS in
2012 and COVID-19 in 2019).

For  decades  it  has  been  said  that  the  new  wars  will  be  biological,
although  the  use  of  such  weapons  was  prohibited  in  the  Geneva
Protocol of 1925. Subsequently, the 1972 Biological and Toxic Weapons
Convention prohibits  the  development,  production and stockpiling  of
microbes or their poisonous products except in quantities necessary for
protection  and  peaceful  exploration.  137  countries  had  signed  this
Convention  by  1996,  although  the  number  of  countries  capable  of
creating these weapons is believed to have increased.

The  World  Health  Organization  (WHO)  is  a  United  Nations  agency.
Since the 20th century, many scientists, physicians and organizations
of  both  groups  have  been  developing  a  critical  perspective  due  to
disagreement with the foundations, the approach and the proposals of
the  WHO  and  the  pharmaceutical  industry  that  participates,  in  a
minority, in the financing of the WHO.

On July 5, 2003, the WHO published that "we mark a milestone: the
global outbreak of SARS has been contained" and "The world is not yet
free of SARS". It also said that this was the first experience of global
coordination against a pandemic, considered successful.

WHO has published three response plans for influenza pandemics (a
respiratory  disease  caused by  various types  of  influenza viruses),  in
1999, 2005, and 2009.

Coronavirus 17/12/2020 1/5



Months  after  the  2005  plan  was  published,  WHO  revised  its
International Health Regulations (IHR), for which 193 countries pledged
to have "a national  public  health emergency response plan”.  Several
countries took years to fulfill this commitment to "public health".

In February 2018,  the  WHO published the  document  "10 threats  to
world health in 2018" which were the following:  pandemic influenza,
health  in  conflicts,  cholera,  diphtheria,  malaria,  natural  disasters,
meningitis, yellow fever, malnutrition and food poisoning.

Three months later,  in May 2018, WHO and the World Bank Group
founded  the  Global  Preparedness  Monitoring  Board.  In  September
2019, it published its first work: "A World at Risk: Annual Report on
Global  Preparedness for  Health Emergencies".  It  states:  "We face the
very real threat of a fulminating, extremely deadly pandemic caused by
a respiratory pathogen that could kill 50 to 80 million people and wipe
out nearly 5% of the world's economy. A global pandemic on that scale
would be a catastrophe, unleashing widespread chaos, instability and
insecurity. The world is not prepared”.

What happened between February and May 2018 that led WHO to move
from  not  considering  respiratory  pathogens,  such  as  the  SARS-2
coronavirus, a threat, to stating that it is a "very real threat," extremely
deadly and highly impoverishing?

Why did WHO state that "the world is not prepared," despite the IHR,
success against SARS, and pandemic influenza response plans?

There is no answer to these questions.

The current coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2),  appears as another economic
crisis  was  announced  by  many  economists  and  international
organizations, as a consequence of not having resolved the structural
problems that  created the  international  crisis  of  2008,  increased by
having higher levels of debt, including public debt, despite the years of
economic growth according to official figures, and by having increased
public spending.

But the biggest problem has been the situation of absolute discredit of
the  institutions,  according  to  the  official  surveys  themselves,  and of
Western decline, endorsed by numerous works and accredited in all the
countries of  the European Union,  by the  report  "PROJECT EUROPE
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2030. Challenges and opportunities" of the European Union itself.

With  the  coronavirus,  the  WHO has  used  contradictory  criteria  and
recommendations  over  time,  which  have  been  followed  by  most
governments. The growing totalitarianism of Western governments has
led them to hide information at all times and to take late and drastic
measures, even suspending human rights. In Spain, fundamental and
human rights have been suspended in an anti-legal way, according to
many  top-level  jurists.  In  spite  of  this,  the  WHO  has  constantly
congratulated  governments  and  endorsed  their  measures.  Not
surprisingly,  the  WHO  is  mainly  financed  with  public  money  from
member countries.

Civil  society  has  reacted to  this  concealment  and totalitarianism.  In
many  countries  there  have  been  demonstrations  against  the
government  and  in  local  networks,  the  official  version  and  political
actions  are  criticized,  despite  censorship.  In  Germany,  they  created
"Doctors  for  the  Truth"  that  questioned  the  official  version  and  an
international network has been created by copying the idea. They have
also created "Lawyers for the truth" and, in Spain, "Police for freedom"
and "Lawyers for freedom" against government excesses because some
of the measures taken, including sanctions, are considered anti-legal.

The  biggest  problem has  not  been  the  coronavirus,  but  the  lack  of
reliable information, which has combined with the lack of institutional
credibility,  causing  some to  ignore  the  warnings  and,  even less,  the
bans,  which  have  caused  rejection  among  certain  anti-systems  and
dissidents. On the other hand, many people need to work to live, they
cannot  afford  to  be  without  income,  and  politicians  have  not  been
responsible  for  this  situation.  This  is  how  the  pandemic  has  been
driven.

In all countries of the world, it is said that the counter-powers (media,
associations,  lawyers,  professional  associations,  etc.)  are
institutionalized,  that  is,  they  do  not  exercise  their  social  function
because  they  do  not  oppose  the  excesses  of  the  institutions.  This
situation  is  due  to  the  prevailing  totalitarianism  that  punishes  its
opponents  with  tax,  police,  and  judicial  reprisals,  etc.,  and  rewards
those who defend the institutions with subsidies and other means.

In other  publications I  have  described the  institutionalization of  the
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economy through financialization, zombification and the effects of the
macro-state, among them that the most lucrative business in the world
is corruption. In 2018, this business accounted for 5% of the world's
GDP, 4.8% in the European Union and almost 8% in Spain.

With  the  institutionalization  of  education,  the  level  of  egocentrism,
indoctrination,  radicalization,  dehumanization  and  idiotization  of  the
entire population has increased.

In 2019, the WHO published that 800,000 people in the world commit
suicide every year, 25% of them in rich countries. Some 3,700 in Spain
according to the National Institute of Statistics (INE). The WHO says
that "Mortality by suicide is higher than the total mortality caused by
war and homicides" and that "The objective in the Mental Health Action
Plan for 2013-2020 is to reduce by 10% the suicide rates",  in 2012
there were 804,000 deaths, so it can be said that this Plan has been a
complete failure. It is often said that the existence of suicides reflects
the "failure of a society".

The coronavirus crisis has shown us that science and healthcare are
also institutionalized, in the hands of politicians.

On November 12, 2020, several media outlets published that "China is
getting off to a better start with the pandemic than the democracies.

Few people would claim that Chinese neo-communism is better than
democracies,  but  the  decline  of  democracies  is  becoming  more
dangerous  every  day  and it  is  urgent  to  change  the  system,  as  the
majority wants, in order to enter a post-democratic era.

Versioning  the  famous  drawing  from
Anonymous: We live in a world where doctors
destroy  health,  lawyers  and  judges  destroy
justice,  universities  destroy  knowledge,  the
press destroys information, and institutional
metamaphia  destroys  the  economy,  freedom
and progress.

By now, the coronavirus should be a solved
problem, but the metamaphia has prolonged
the pandemic  and created great  uncertainty

for the future of health, the economy and our freedom. Social control,
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including social engineering, works to maintain a corrupt and decadent
system, but it does not or is not used to protect us.

The coronavirus is accelerating the strategy of all rulers to increase the
business  of  corruption  by  intensifying  totalitarianism  and  the
widespread impoverishment of the population.

More pandemics will come and will probably be managed in the same
way, is there any intentionality in this?

Javier Marzal
Chair of the International Association to Change the World

www.iachangetheworld.org
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