Notice of Liability
COVID-19 Testing

Attn: _________________________________________________
Re: Any COVID-19 testing forcibly required, mandated or administered to Canadian citizens, including children, by the
government, appointed officials, employers, educators, and the like.
This is an official and personal Notice of Liability.
You are not my physician or a medical professional and, therefore, you are unlawfully practicing medicine by
prescribing, recommending, and/or using coercion to insist I submit to testing for COVID-19, such as but not limited
to, PCR testing which includes rapid tests, blood tests, or any medical intervention to determine any communicable
disease known through proof of a genome report.
To begin with, the emergency measures are based on the claim that we are experiencing a “public health emergency.” There
is no evidence to substantiate this claim. In fact, the evidence indicates that we are experiencing a rate of infection consistent
with a normal influenza season1.
The purported increase in “cases” is a direct consequence of increased testing through the inappropriate use of the PCR
instrument to diagnose alleged COVID-19. It has been well established that the PCR test was never designed or intended as
a diagnostic tool and is not an acceptable instrument to measure this alleged pandemic. Its inventor, Kary Mullis, has clearly
indicated that the PCR testing device was never created to test for coronavirus 2. Mullis warns that, “the PCR Test can be
used to find almost anything, in anybody. If you can amplify one single molecule, then you can find it because that
molecule is nearly in every single person.”
In light of this warning, the current PCR test utilization, set at higher amplifications (+35), is producing up to 97% false
positives3. Therefore, any imposed emergency measures that are based on PCR testing are unwarranted, unscientific, and
quite possibly fraudulent. An international consortium of life science scientists has detected 10 major scientific flaws at the
molecular and methodological level in a 3-peer review of the RTPCR test to detect SARS-CoV-2 4.
In November 2020, a Portuguese court ruled that PCR tests are unreliable 5.
On November 20, 2020 a study from Wuhan, of nearly 10 million residents, revealed that the detection of asymptomatic
positive cases was very low and there was no evidence of transmission from asymptomatic people. A nucleic acid test was
used rather than the unreliable PCR testing6.
On December 14, 2020, the WHO admitted the PCR Test has a ‘problem’ at high amplifications as it detects dead cells from
old viruses, giving a false positive7.
Feb 16, 2021, BC Health Officer, Bonnie Henry, admitted PCR tests are unreliable 8.
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On April 8, 2021, the Austrian court ruled the PCR was unsuited for COVID testing 9.
On April 8, 2021, a German Court ruled against PCR testing stating, “the test cannot provide any information on whether
a person is infected with an active pathogen or not, because the test cannot distinguish between “dead” matter and living
matter.” 10
On May 8, 2021, the Swedish Public Health Agency stopped PCR Testing for the same reason 11.
On May 10th, 2021, Manitoba’s Chief Microbiologist and Laboratory Specialist, Dr. Jared Bullard testified under cross
examination in a trial before the court of Queen's Bench in Manitoba, that PCR test results do not verify infectiousness and
were never intended to be used to diagnose respiratory illnesses. 12
On July 21, 2021 - Innova Medical Group Recalled Unauthorized SARS-CoV-2 Antigen Rapid Qualitative Test with
Risk of False Test Results. The FDA has identified this as a Class I recall, the most serious type of recall. Use of these
devices may cause serious injuries or death 13.
On July 21, 2021 the CDC sent out a “Lab Alert revoking the emergency use authorization to RT-PCR for COVDI-19 testing
and encourages laboratories to adopt a multiplexed method that can facilitate detection and differentiation of SARS-CoV-2
and influenza viruses” 14.
The Nuremberg Code15, to which Canada is a signatory, states that it is essential before performing a medical procedure on
human beings, that there is voluntary informed consent. It also confirms, a person involved should have legal capacity to
give consent, without the intervention of any element of force, fraud, deceit, duress, overreaching, or other ulterior form of
constraint or coercion; and should have sufficient knowledge and comprehension of the elements of the subject matter
involved as to enable him/her to make an understanding and enlightened decision.
Nuremberg Code: Article 6, section 1:
Any preventive, diagnostic and therapeutic medical intervention is only to be carried out with the prior, free and
informed consent of the person concerned, based on adequate information. The consent should, where appropriate,
be expressed and may be withdrawn by the person concerned at any time and for any reason WITHOUT
DISADVANTAGE or prejudice.
Nuremberg Code: Article 6, section 3:
In no case should a collective community agreement or the consent of a community leader or other authority
substitute for an individual’s informed consent.
Under the Crimes Against Humanity and War Crimes Act of Canada 16, a crime against humanity means, among other things,
murder, any other inhumane act or omission that is committed against any civilian population or any identifiable group and
that, at the time and in the place of its commission, constitutes a crime against humanity according to customary
international law, conventional international law, or by virtue of its being criminal according to the general principles of law
are recognized by the community of nations, whether or not it constitutes a contravention of the law in force at the time and
in the place of its commission. The Act also confirms that every person who conspires or attempts to commit, is an
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accessory after the fact, in relation to, or councils in relation to, a crime against humanity, is guilty of an offence and liable
to imprisonment for life.
Under sections 265 and 266 of the Criminal Code of Canada17, a person commits an assault when, without the consent of
another person, he applies force intentionally to that other person, directly or indirectly. Everyone who commits an
assault is guilty of an indictable offence and liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding five years, or an offence
punishable on summary conviction.
According to Section 14(1) of the Quarantine Act, screening cannot “involve the entry into the traveler’s body of any
instrument or other foreign body” 18.
There is no legislation that allows an employer, business owner, educator, government entity, or any individual in any other
capacity, to discriminate against, force, coerce, prescribe, recommend or mandate that any person, including children, submit
to a medical procedure, especially with the threat of loss of guaranteed rights such as, but not limited to, employment,
education, goods and services, travel, or respect for bodily autonomy.
Anyone involved in pressuring, influencing, or coercing others to submit to a COVID-19 test, and that individual suffers any
adverse consequences, including but not limited to emotional duress as a result of the test, will be opening themselves up to
personal civil liability, and potential personal criminal liability, according to the Canadian Criminal Code, the Privacy Act,
the Nuremberg Code, and the Crimes Against Humanity and War Crimes Act of Canada.
Administration of a COVID-19 test is defined as a “medical procedure”. In what other medical context could non-doctors
and non-pharmacists prescribe or promote medical testing? This is unauthorized practice of medicine.
Bodily integrity is the inviolability of the physical body and emphasizes the importance of personal autonomy, selfownership, and self-determination of human beings over their own bodies. In the field of human rights, violation of the
bodily integrity of another is regarded as an unethical infringement, intrusive, and possibly criminal.
Therefore, I hereby notify you that I will hold you personally liable for any harm I may suffer, financial injury and/or loss of
my personal income and my ability to provide food and shelter for myself or my family if you use coercion, force or
discriminate against me based on my decision not to participate in COVID-19 testing of any kind, not limited to rapid
testing, internal swabbing or blood tests.

Name: ______________________________________

Signature: _____________________________________

Date: ______________________________________

Source: Action4Canada.com
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