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A Merck vaccine scientist was threatened with jail time for trying to expose the outright
scientific fraud and data falsification being used by the vaccine industry to make its faulty
products appear to work even when they don’t, according to a document filed with the
United States government.

Former Merck virologist Stephen A Krahling tried to go to the FDA with evidence of vaccine
research fraud taking place at Merck, but he was threatened with jail time by Merck’s own
people, according to a False Claims Act document he and another co-worker filed with the
federal government.

Merck senior management not only threatened jail time if the scientist exposed the fraud;
they also attempted to pay him off with promises of financial bonuses if he kept quiet, the
documents explain.

The following quotes are found in this document: United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Pennsylvania. Civil action No. 10-4374. “Complaint for Violations of the Federal
False Claims Act.”

Click here to read the full document yourself.

Here's the top part of the first page of the document:
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Threatened with jail time for trying to expose vaccine fraud

What follows is text from the False Claims Act document — text that has been completely
censored and blacked out by the vaccine-pimping mainstream media.

Read this and be amazed at what they aren’t telling you.

Below this text, you'll find more screen shots of the actual document...

This case is about Merck’s efforts for more than a decade to defraud the United
States with respect to the efficacy of Merck’s mumps vaccine.

The FDA insists on such a high efficacy rate (95%) because only then can the
disease ultimately be eradicated through what is commonly referred to as
“herd immunity.”

Without demonstrating that its mumps vaccine continued to be 95%
effective, Merck would lose its exclusive license to manufacture and sell its
MMRII vaccine.

Relators Krahling and Wlochowski participated on the team that conducted this
supposedly enhanced test. Each of them witnessed firsthand the falsification of
the test data in which Merck engaged to reach its 95% efficacy threshold. In
fact, each was significantly pressured by Krah and other senior Merck
personnel to participate in this fraud.”

Merck added rabbit antibodies for the singular purpose of altering the outcome
of the
test by increasing the virus neutralization count.
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Without applying a proper “control” to the process, there is no way to isolate
whether virus neutralization is caused by the human antibodies alone or in
combination with the rabbit’s antibodies, Merck did not apply this kind of
control.

And adding rabbit antibodies as a supplement to a vaccine was not an option
because it could result in serious complications to a human, even death.

Krah did not act alone in orchestrating the falsification of Merck’s mumps
vaccine test results. He acted with the authority and approval of Merck’s senior
management.

In July, Relator Krahling met with Alan Shaw, Merck’s Executive Director of
Vaccine Research and complained to him about the fraudulent vaccine testing.

Shaw talked about the significant bonuses that Emini had promised to pay
once the testing was complete.

Relator Krahling then met with Bob Suter, Krahling’s human resources
representative at Merck. Krahling told Suter about the falsification of testing
data and Shaw’s refusal to get involved. Krahling told Suter that he was going
to report the activity to the FDA. Suter told him he would go to jail if he
contacted the FDA and offered to set up a private meeting with Emini where
Krahling could discuss his concerns.

Emini agreed that Krah had misrepresented the data. Krahling also complained
about the use of rabbit antibodies to inflate the seroconversion rate. Emini
responded that the rabbit antibodies were necessary for Merck to achieve the
project’s objective.

The next morning, Krah arrived early to the lab and packaged up and
destroyed evidence of the ongoing Protocol 007 efficacy testing. This included
garbage bags full of the experimental plates that would have (and should
have) been maintained for review until the testing was complete and final.

Despite the threats he received from Suter and Emini, Krahling called the FDA
to report this activity and Merck’s ongoing fraud. On August 6, 2001, in
response to Krahling’s call, an FDA agent came to Merck to question Krah and
Shaw... And she did not address the actual destruction of evidence that Krah
had already facilitated.

What no one knew outside of Merck - - not the FDA, the CDC or any other
governmental agency - - was that this result was the product of Merck’s
improper use of rabbit antibodies and the wide-scale falsification of test data to
conceal the inflated seroconversion numbers these antibodies generated.

In 2005, the FDA granted Merck approval and an exclusive U.S. license for its
ProQuad vaccine. Merck obtained the license continuing to misrepresent the
efficacy of its mumps vaccine.

Around the same time, the EMA also approved Sanofi Pasteur MSD’s
application for sale of Merck’s ProQuad in Europe. As with MMRVaxPro, Merck’s
joint venture submitted the falsified results of Protocol 007 to the EMA as
supportive clinical information in its vaccine application.

In 2006, more than 6,500 cases of mumps were reported in the Mid-West. This
was the largest mumps outbreak in almost twenty years...

The CDC, FDA and Merck publicly worked together to determine the cause of
this 2006 outbreak. Of course, only Merck knew that the primary cause was the



insufficient efficacy of its vaccine.

18.  The reason for these continued ontbreaks is that Merck’s vaccine does not have &
95 percent efficacy rate, The vaccine may have been 95 percent effective when it wes originally
licensed in 1967, but the vaceine virus bas been wening s it is continually “pessaged” to create

20,  Without demenstrating thal ite mumps vaccine coatinued 1o be 95 percent

effective, Merck would lose its exclusive license to manufacture and sell its MMRII vacoing,

And HMH&MMEW&:MEMM&M&MhWPDAW
for its ProQuad vaccine. So, Merck set out to conduct testing of its mumps vaccine that would
guarantes an officacy rate of 95 percent or higber, Jtdid this throngh manipulating lts testing
procedures and falsifying the test results. Relators Krshling and Wlochowski participated on the
-mmmmmmmmmmuwﬁmﬂﬁnﬁdmmmm' '
engaged to reach its desired results, Merck internally refemred to the testing as Protocol 007.

| 25.  While Merck's PRN test wes modeled after the efficacy test generally acvepted in
the indostry, it diverged from this “gold stendard™ test in a significent way. It did not test the
vacgine for its ability to protect against a “wild-type” mumps virus. A wild-fype virus is n sirain
of the virus a it exists in nature and would confront a person in the real world, That is the type
of real-life virus sgainst which vaccines are generally tested. Instead, Merck tosted the
vhildren's blood for its capacity to neatralize the same Jeryl Lynn mumps struin with which the
children were vaccinated, The children’s vaccine response was not tested for its capacity to
mum!h:.vinﬂﬁ:t, disease-cansing wumps virus, The use of the Jeryl Lynn strain, as opposed to
avﬁduﬁwﬂ&ﬁpu#dmmhuﬁd;ﬁmﬂmmﬂm@uﬁha?ﬂﬁﬁwﬁohmm
measuro the vaccine’s ability to provide protection against a discase-cavsing naumps virus that a
child would actually face in real life, The end result of this deviation from the accepted PRN
gold standard test wis that Merck's test overstated the vacoine's effoctiveness.
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B. Merek's Improper Use of Rabbit Antibadies In Its “Enhanced” PRN Test

28.  The second test Merck employed under Prokocol (07 was formally called the
Anti-1gG Enhenced Mumps Plague Reduction Neutralization Assay. [t was commenced in 2000
and again led by Krah and his staff at Merck's Wost Point facility. Relators Krahling and
Wiochowski participated on the team that conducted this supposedly enhanced test. Each of
them witnessed firsthand the falsification of the test dats in which Merok oogaged to reach its 95
percent efficacy threshold. In fact, each was significantly pressured by Krah and other senior

Moarck personnel to participate in this freud.

- 3, But the use of the rabbit antibodies allowed Merck to achieve its high
seioconversion objectives. In fact, the exacl same paired blood samples that were found vader
Merck’s original PRN teat to lack sufficleat virus neutralizing astibodies were now considered
serocoaverted under the “enhanced™ test. Indoed, in one pane! of sixty paired blood samples that
had failed the original PRN test, Merck measured a secoconversion rate of 100 percent! In other
words, norvnoutralizing concentrations of untibodies that would never protect a child from
yunps in the real world were under Merck's “enhanced” test treated as vacoine succosaful solely
heowusa of the additional sievtrlization provided by (be rabbit antibodiss.

4l.  Specifically, Kreh and Yagodich and other members of Krah's staff falzsified the
test results to ensure 2 pre-positive neutralization rate of below 10 percent, They did this by
fubricating their plaque counts on the pre-vaccination blood samples, counting plaques that were
not i;an.mlly there. With these inflated plague counts, Merck was able to count n9 pre-negslive
thase blood samples that would have otherwise been counted as pre-positive because of the
increased neutralization caused by the rabbit antibodies.

d2.  Merck's falsification of the pre-vaccination playue counts was performed ina

broad-based and svstematio manner:

. Krgh stressed to his staff that that the high pumber of pre-positives they were
- finding was a problena that needed to be fixed.

. Krsh directed his staf¥ to re-check any sample found to be pre-pogitive to see if
‘more plagués covld be found o convert the sampls to & pre-negative.

. KﬂhaﬂYﬁgﬂdiuhﬁHﬂdphqmmﬁhmmwiﬁmmm
nw,wﬁm&oﬂmMﬁmﬁmmmMMn
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s Kmh appointed Yagodich end two others to “audit™ the testing that other staff
scientists had performed. These audits were [imited to finding sdditional plaques
on pre-positive samples thereby rendering them pre-negatives.

. Krah instituted several medsures to isolate the pre-positive samples, fecilitate their

“re-count” and consequent conversion (o pre-negatives, and minimize the chances
of detection. These included destroying test results, substituting odginal counting

sheets with “clean™ sheets, and eatering and changing test results directly onto
electronic (excel) spreadsheets that left no paper tradl. :

L * Merck cancelled a planned outsource of the efficacy testing to 8 lab in Ohio
because the cutside lab was unable to replicate the seroconversion results Kmh
was obtaining in his lab. Krah aod his staff conducted all the testing insiead,

‘ 43.  Unsurprisingly, none of the “recounting” and “retesting” that Merck performed as
part of its “eahanced” PRN testing was performed on any post-veccination ssmples or on any
pre-veccination samples that were pre-negative. This additional “rigor™ was only spplied to the
pre-positive samples, the very samples that wege keeping Merck from achioving the requisite 95

percent seroconversion threshold.

44, InJuly 2001, Relators Krahling and Wlochowskd conducted their own test to
. confinm statistically what they already knew o be trac. They reviewed approximately 20 porcent
of tho data that Morck had collecicd as part of the “eahanced” PRN test. In this sampling, they
fovnd that 45 perceat of the pro-positive data had been eltered to make it pre-negative. No pre-
nogatives were changed to pre-positives. No post-positives were changed {o post-negatives. No
post-negatives were changed to post-positives. All changes were in one direction — reducing the
. incidence of pre-positives. Tho statistical probability of 20 many inaocent changes cocurring i
just the pre-positive data and h:mathnnilllwunmthmnhillimtgq;m. And that is a
mnn&viﬁWH;mgimﬂnHkﬂﬂrmdthﬂmmgﬂumbuofmmdﬁmwﬁ%
chariged but remained undetected bevmise the changes were ot recorded in Marck's files,
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D. The Complicity of Merck's Senlor Management
45.  Krah did not act alone in orchesirating the falsification of Merck's murnps vaceing

test results, He scled with the authority and approval of Merck™s senjior management,

46.  In April 2001, for example, Emilio Emini, the Vice President of Marck's Vaceine
Resoasch Division, held & meeting with Krahi and his stuff where he directed them to follow
Kruli's orders to ensure the “enhanced” PRI testing would be successful. He also told the staff
that they had earned very large bonuses for their work so far on the project and that he was going

to double the banuses and pay them once the testing was complate,
47.  In July 2001, Reiator Krahling met with Alan Shaw, Merck's Exocutive Director

of Vaceine Resoarch, and complaied to him about the frandulent vaccine tosting, Krahling
presumed that Shaw already knew about the frand since he visited Krah's lab frequently and
almost certainly would have witnessed the changing of prs-positive dats that Kroh was opealy
directing. Nevertheless, Krahling wanted to put Shew on formal notice of the fraud and told bim
nflimﬁlﬁﬁu!im of the pre-positive data. He also complained about the improper use of the
rabbit antibodies to inflate the post-vaccins neutralization counts, Shnwmpumde;iﬂmtﬂmFDﬂ
penniited the use of rabbit antibodies and that that shonld be good enough for Krahling. Shaw
refused to discuss anything fusther about the matter. Instead, Shaw talked about the significant
bonuses that Emini had promised o pay once the testing was complets.

48.  Relntor Krahling then met with Bob Suter, Krahling's humsn resources

representative at Morck.  Krohling told Suter about the falsification of testing data and Shaw's

refusal fo get involved. Krahling told Suter that ho wes going to report the sctiviy to the FDA.

 Suter told him he would go to jail if he contacted the FDA and offered (o set up a private meeting
with Emiai where Krahling could discuss his concerns,
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49.  Shorly thersafter, Emini agread to meet with Krshling, Krahling broughi to the
meeting actosl testing samples end plague counting sheets te demonstrate to Emini the
fraudulent testing that Kreh was directing. Emini agreed thet Krah hod misrepresented the dato.
K.r]lhliug alsc complained about the use of rabbit antibodies to inflate the seroconversion rale.
Emini responded that the rabbit sntibodies were necessary for Merck to echieve the project’s
ﬁﬁiﬁuﬁm Krhling propesed a scientific solution to lower the pre-positive rate and end the peed
to falsify date — stop using rabbit antibodies. When Emini declined, Krabling asked him what
scientific tationale justified using the rabbit antibodies. Bmini explained that Merck's choice to
use these antibodies was 8 “business decision.”

- §1.  Thenext momiog, Kruh arrived catly (0 the Isb and packed up and destroyed
evidence of the ongoing Protoso] 007 efficacy testing. This inchuded garbage bags full of the
exparimental plates that woald have (and should have) been maintained for review until the
testing was complete and final. Despite the threats he received from Suter and Emini, Krahling
called the FDA to report this activity and Morck's ongoing fraud.

57.  The FDA issued a onc page deficiency report identifving a few relatively minor
shorteontings in Merck's testing process. muepmdpﬂ&mmdnﬂuwamMuck'srm
keoping aed in ity validstion/oxplenation of changrs to the test data.

58, The report did not address nor censure Merck for any issues relating to Merck’s
impropar use of rabbit antibedies or Merck's wide-scale falsification of pro-positive test data.
The FDA did not discover this fraudulent activity in the course of their perfunctory visit because
ufﬁuh’smdﬂmw’snimmﬁmtluthﬂmﬁ. '

. 59, mmwmwﬁmmu&ﬁdmmmmm-ﬂjmm
it testing prooedurs relsting to its bereiofore ad hoc procedure for oounting plaquss. Thenow,
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62, Merck completed its Project 007 testing in late summer or carly fall 2001.
Unsurprisingly, the results Merck reported fell within the 9§ percent seroconversion trrget
Merck had from the outset. This is the result Merck provided the FDA and the public at lasge.
What oo one knew outside of Merck - not the FDA, the CDC or any other govemnmental
agency — mMﬁﬂmﬂthpﬁmﬁHﬂ:WmﬁﬂﬁtuﬂmM
the wide-scale falsification of test date to conceal the inflated seroconversion numbers these
antibodies genccated, '
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