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Texas Attorney General Ken Paxton on Wednesday !led a motion in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 5th
Circuit, arguing that Texas consumer laws are not preempted by the federal liability shield granted to COVID-
19 vaccine makers under the federal PREP Act.
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A lawsuit !led by Texas state o"cials against P!zer alleging the vaccine maker violated the state’s
consumer protection laws by misleading the public about its COVID-19 vaccine should be allowed to
proceed, Texas Attorney General Ken Paxton told a Texas appeals court this week.

In an appellant brief !led Wednesday in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 5th Circuit, the state argued
that Texas consumer laws are not preempted by the federal liability shield granted to COVID-19 vaccine
makers under the federal Public Readiness and Emergency Preparedness Act (PREP Act).

Texas sued P!zer in state court in November 2023, alleging the company’s “false” and “deceptive”
marketing of its COVID-19 vaccine violated the Texas Deceptive Trade Practices Act (DTPA).

In January 2024, P!zer successfully shifted the case to federal court. The U.S. District Court for the
Northern District of Texas, Lubbock Division, dismissed the suit in December 2024. Texas appealed in
January.

Texas claims P!zer capitalized “on Americans’ fear of the unknown” by touting its vaccine “as a miracle
cure.” P!zer’s claims “led Texas consumers to make choices they would not have otherwise made,”
while “P!zer enriched itself based on these misleading statements to the tune of billions of dollars.”

The state also alleges that P!zer’s misleading statements about its COVID-19 vaccine were coupled with
the company’s “censorship of scientists that set the record straight.”

Texas seeks over $10 million in civil penalties and an injunction barring P!zer from making similar
claims about vaccine e"cacy in the future.

P!zer has denied the allegations, telling Reuters in 2023 the case had no merit, and defending its
claims about its COVID-19 vaccine as “accurate and science-based.”

P!zer sought dismissal of the case, arguing that it is immune from liability under the PREP Act, which
shields COVID-19 vaccine makers from liability for injuries caused by the vaccines.

Ray Flores, senior outside counsel for Children’s Health Defense (CHD), disputed P!zer’s claims.

“No COVID-19 vaccine manufacturer blatantly misled the public more than P!zer,” Flores said today.
“Exaggerations of durability, e"cacy and safety are expertly spelled out in Paxton’s brief.”

According to Flores, the Texas lawsuit against P!zer is one of several cases challenging the PREP Act’s
liability shield. Under that act, vaccines such as P!zer’s COVID-19 vaccine, released under emergency
use authorization during a public health emergency, are considered “covered countermeasures.”

Other cases include a similar lawsuit !led in Kansas by that state’s attorney general, lawsuits !led by
the mother of a child vaccinated at his school without consent in North Carolina and by a vaccine-
injured clinical trial participant in Utah.

Flores says these cases have a reasonable chance of success, even though previous legal challenges
against the PREP Act have failed.

“The all-consuming reach of the PREP Act’s tentacles is being challenged once again,” Flores said. “I say it
over and over again: PREP is public enemy No. 1.”

State consumer protection law supersedes PREP Act, Texas says

In his December 2024 dismissal of Texas’ lawsuit, Senior U.S. District Judge Sam R. Cummings accepted
P!zer’s claim of immunity under the PREP Act and rejected Texas’ argument that P!zer’s marketing
statements about its COVID-19 vaccine were connected to “trade or commerce” or any “consumer
transaction.”

But in its brief, Texas argued the PREP Act’s liability shield “only extends to claims ‘for loss’” and does
not shield against consumer protection cases !led by the state instead of individual consumers.

According to the brief, in cases brought under the Texas DTPA, the state can sue in cases of alleged
“false, misleading, or deceptive conduct in trade or commerce,” when such an action “would be in the
public interest.”

The brief also argues that the PREP Act’s liability shield blocks only those claims involving the
“administration” of a covered product to “an individual” and does not extend to “sovereign consumer
protection suits.”

Texas also argued that the immunity shield “cannot plausibly be read to cover governmental suits for
misrepresentations.”

Flores criticized the lower court’s dismissal and said Texas has presented a “strong” case that a federal
appeals court must consider.

“The Texas District Court’s one-page dismissal is a prime example of the outmoded knee-jerk reaction
that anything goes under PREP,” Flores said. “Whether the state attorney general has the authority —
which he obviously does — to protect its citizens must now be considered and ruled upon by the 5th
Circuit.”

Flores agreed with Texas’ argument that state consumer protection law falls outside the scope of the
PREP Act.

“Unlike a claim for loss due to the administration of a covered vaccine, the attorney general’s allegations
of violations of the Texas Deceptive Trade Practices Act fall outside of the purview of the PREP Act,”
Flores said.

Kansas lawsuit alleges P!zer violated previous agreements with the state

A similar lawsuit !led by Kansas Attorney General Kris Kobach also challenges P!zer’s claims about the
safety and e"cacy of its COVID-19 vaccine. According to Flores, the Kansas case is one of several
“important PREP challenges” nationwide and is “stronger” than Texas’ case.

Kobach !led the lawsuit in state court in June 2024, alleging P!zer made misleading claims about the
safety and e#ectiveness of its vaccine and used “denial and delay” tactics, con!dentiality agreements
and an “extended study timeline” to conceal “signi!cant safety concerns” and “critical data” about the
vaccine.

“P!zer must be held accountable for falsely representing the bene!ts of its COVID-19 vaccine while
concealing and suppressing the truth about its vaccine’s safety risks, waning e#ectiveness, and inability
to prevent transmission,” the lawsuit states.

According to the lawsuit, P!zer’s misrepresentations also run afoul of three consent judgments —
agreements between P!zer and the state of Kansas in 2008, 2012 and 2014 stemming from previous
cases in which the company agreed not to make misleading claims about its products in the future.

For example, as part of the 2008 consent judgment, P!zer agreed it would “not make any written or oral
claim that is false, misleading or deceptive regarding any FDA-approved P!zer product” through any
medium. P!zer made similar promises in the 2012 and 2014 judgments.

According to Flores, the previous consent judgments form the centerpiece of Kansas’ case against
P!zer. He rejected P!zer’s claims that the PREP Act supersedes those agreements.

“Kansas v. P!zer has an extra added bene!t of three consent judgments, where P!zer promised not to
mislead the citizens of Kansas,” Flores said. “Astonishingly, P!zer claims these three consent judgments
entered more than a decade ago are unrelated settlements that did not involve a vaccine subject to the
PREP Act. I don’t buy it.”

As it did with the Texas lawsuit, P!zer successfully removed the Kansas lawsuit to federal court in July
2024. According to Flores, P!zer has sought to a"rm immunity under the PREP Act and subsequent
dismissal of these cases in federal court.

In a September 2024 motion, Kansas asked for the case to be remanded to state court. P!zer !led an
opposing motion in October 2024. A ruling is pending.

According to Flores, if the Kansas lawsuit is remanded to state court and is ultimately successful, it
might still have national rami!cations.

“A remand to state court is still a ruling by the federal District Court,” Flores said. “That would embolden
other states that have expressed interest to also sue P!zer under their respective state consumer
protection laws.”

Similar lawsuits in Utah, North Carolina challenge PREP Act liability shield

Flores said the Kansas lawsuit is similar to a lawsuit challenging AstraZeneca for breach of contract after
the company reneged on a promise to provide medical treatment to a clinical trial participant who
sustained serious injuries after receiving the company’s vaccine.

Brianne Dressen sued AstraZeneca in May 2024, alleging she was disabled by the company’s
COVID-19 vaccine in 2020. According to the complaint, AstraZeneca’s consent form for trial
participants promised medical treatment for illness or injury su#ered during the study, but the
company reneged on this promise.

AstraZeneca argued it was immune under the provisions of the PREP Act. But in November 2024, a
federal court ruled that the act’s liability shield does not extend to breach-of-contract claims.
According to the ruling, Dressen’s claim is based on “a broken promise, not a countermeasure.”

“There is a breach of contract element reminiscent of (the so-far successful) Dressen v. AstraZeneca,”
Flores said, adding that AstraZeneca faces an “uphill battle” in that case.

According to Flores, another case that might successfully overcome the PREP Act’s liability shield is a
North Carolina lawsuit !led in state court in 2022 by the mother of a 14-year-old boy who was
administered a COVID-19 vaccine at his school without his — or his family’s — consent.

Last month, the Supreme Court of North Carolina overturned the decisions of two lower courts, ruling
the case can proceed because the PREP Act does not preempt state law requiring parental consent for
vaccination. The court also ruled that the PREP Act does preempt injury claims !led under tort law.

That case will now return to the North Carolina Court of Appeals to address questions relating to state
law and the state Constitution. In July 2024, CHD !led an amicus brief urging the Supreme Court of
North Carolina to overturn the lower courts’ dismissal of the case.
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I believe the PREP act doesn’t protect pharmaceuticals against deception, falsiCcation and fraudulent
actions, all of which PCzer is guilty of. They hid the promotor change (to the SV40 virus)from the FDA, they
lied about the 1,223 deaths in the Crst 3 months of the study, and they didn’t study transmission. Their
studies were Intentionally misleading. Also ivermectin and other remedies were bashed just so they could
get EUA approval. Lots of lies for proCt. So many guilty parties. Also after studying the ingredients of both
the PCzer Biotech and Moderna Covid gene therapy jabs, I found an ingredient in them by Cayman
Chemicals that was not for human or veterinary use, and it hadn’t been studied. One of their many lies. As
far as I’m concerned PCzer should be closed.
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Indeed. None of these atrocious outcomes should have taken place, because the injections were
released under Emergency Use Authorization (EUA), which is only supposed to be for pharma
products for conditions for which there are no other treatments available. There were a number of
treatments available for the Covid-19 'thing' (read: bioweapon), including HCQ, IVM, budesonide,
zinc, etc. etc. etc. Just because Big Pharma and their acolytes in the allopathic medical
profession "bashed" those treatments didn't and doesn't change the facts; more independent
doctors have long testiCed to their e`cacy.

The truth of the matter should have come out sooner. We have a ways to go yet to prove that we
are an intelligent species.
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Agree. What I don’t understand is people are still clueless. It amazed me that so many
ran to get poison from fear and lies. People didn’t see the deceptions. I ran the other
way.
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Plus if they are SAFE, Jabs, you don't need Immunity, or the Prep Act.

It is simply a molecular biology experiment with the planet's entire human
population as lab mice.
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ALC-0315 is the adjuvant in PLzer's Covid-19 vaccine Comirnaty.

Trade name: ALC-0315

Synonym: 2-hexyl-decanoic acid, 1,1'-[[(4-hydroxybutyl)imino]di-6,1-hexanediyl] ester

This product is for research use - Not for human or veterinary diagnostic or therapeutic use.

⛺
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Vaccines are actually misbranded and adulterated drugs.

Chemical and Biological weapons are disguised as vaccines to circumvent International Treaties
and laws. The "vaccine" label result in these weapons obtaining the "liability protection" of
"vaccines".

ALC-0315 has warnings of heart and liver damage, CNS depression, fertility problems and harm to
the unborn child. As these harms are known, the injection of such a toxic substance, is crime
against humanity.

The safety data sheets have limited warnings, as these products are not intended for human use,
and as such less testing is done.

You will also note that known harms have been removed from certain versions of the same Safety
Data Sheet (same substance).
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Wow. The allegations against PCzer can be applied to every p-harma product, not just during covid.
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Simply, my liability protection was to not take the Covid shot or even Paxlovid. I just couldn't trust either
product as being safe. It is particularly appalling that AstraZeneca reneged on a written promise to pay for
treatment for anyone injured during testing.
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"BREAKING"
Fauci, Birx, Walensky, and Other Top COVID O\cials Face Criminal Referral Requests in Seven States for
Alleged Murder and Medical Terrorism.
https://www.thegatewaypundit.com/2025/04/fauci-birx-walensky-other-top-covid-o`cials-face/
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"SHARING IS CARING" #6:45 MIN MARK FORWARD!
Dr. Martin Gives Us The Truth On Covid & Jabs, "Great Video"

David E. Martin talk in the 3rd International Covid Summit | European Union May 2023.
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Who Will Answer? Held Accountable?
Does Congress, DOJ, RFK.Jr, Have the Intestinal Fortitude?
The Dead/Injured Cry Out For Justice!
"China, Fauci, Collins, Ralph S. Baric, Peter Daszak" to Start With!
Plus Fort Detrick , Chapel Hill U.North Carolina

Members of France’s Academy of Medicine Conclude With Near Unanimity That Covid-19 Emerged After
a ‘Laboratory Error’

Although the academy does not offer a deCnitive explanation for the origin of Covid-19, its report adds to
the mounting evidence that the highly contagious disease did not originate naturally.
https://www.nysun.com/article/members-of-frances-academy-of-medicine-conclude-with-near-unanimity-
that-covid-19-emerged-after-a-laboratory-error

REVEALED: CDC, NIH O\cials Were EcoHealth ‘Partners’ During Controversial Wuhan Gain Of Function
Collaborations.

EcoHealth Alliance – the research group using funds from Anthony Fauci’s National Institutes of Health
agency to work with the Wuhan Institute of Virology – counted several high-ranking American government
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Let's take a look at the 1954 paper virologists point to for the existence of measles, and see what the
paper's authors admit In the Discussion section:

"Although we have thus already obtained
considerable indirect evidence supporting the
etiologic role of this group of agents in measles,
2 experiments essential in the establishment of
this relationship remain to be carried out.
These will consist in the production of measles
in the monkey and in man with tissue culture
materials after a number of passages in vitro
su`cient to eliminate any virus introduced
in the original inoculum. The recovery of the
virus from the experimental disease in these
hosts should then be accomplished."

https://archive.org/details/EndersPeebles1954

"Indirect evidence" is the paper's Cndings, and that standard of 'science' continues today,*
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RFK Jr.: Not one mandated vaccine have been safety tested
https://rumble.com/v6xpfyk-rfk-jr.-no-vaccine-safety-tested.html
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This document of ICAN show that not a single vaccine was placebo tested over the long term before
licensing. Was fraud involved to "register" these products at the FDA? These products are "Bioweapons",
not vaccines.
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Covid-19 vaccines are actually adulterated and misbranded drugs.

Bioweapons have been labelled as "vaccines", making it possible to manufacture, distribute, transport and
administer these Bioweapons.

It's actually a Military (DARPA) project, and PCzer / Moderna was just used as a front to deceive and make
it appear these products are legitimate healthcare products for peaceful medical purposes.

Vaccine mandates, clearly show an intent to harm, as exemptions are denied - whilst Covid-19 "vaccines"
has over 1200 side effects listed on the label. These "side effects" are the intended harm from these
Bioweapons.
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Services Australia: Payment for Covid-19 vaccine recipient funerals

" Deceased COVID-19 vaccine recipient payments and funeral costs. In cases involving death you may be
eligible for payment and support for funeral costs. We'll make this payment to the deceased's estate. "

https://www.servicesaustralia.gov.au/deceased-covid-19-vaccine-recipient-payments-and-funeral-costs-
you-can-claim-through-covid-19?context=55953
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Covid-19 "vaccines" are NOT safe.

⛺
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https://www.servicesaustralia.gov.au/deceased-covid-19-vaccine-recipient-payments-and-funeral-
costs-you-can-claim-through-covid-19?context=55953
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Biological and Chemical weapons are not suitable for human use.

PCzer's Covid-19 vaccine contained an adjuvant (ALC-0315) not suitable for human use.
It's clear that harm is intended.

The Safety Data Sheet of ALC-0315 have warnings of heart damage. Can this explain the myocarditis of
vaccine recipients? It's evil to inject the public with substances known to result in heart damage, and then
to make claims such products are "safe", and to coerce (mandate) the injection of such harmful
substances. The intent to iniict harm, make this substance a chemical weapon.

Vaccines are NOT legitimate healthcare products. It's adulterated and misbranded drugs, chemical
weapons / bioweapons misbranded as "vaccines".

⛺
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Vaccine manufacturers claim vaccines are "safe" when they can make money out of it, but unavoidably
unsafe when vaccine manufacturers requested liability protections. They want it both ways. The public is
being poisoned and all liability protections must immediately be removed.
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DFA "approvals" are not credible.
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Why does PCzer need liability protection for a product that's exceptionally "safe" with only 1 in 1000 000
adverse reactions and a 95% e`cacy rate? Such a wonderful product with such an excellent safety proCle
doesn't need any liability protection. Apparently none of the 1223 deaths in the 90 day trial period was
caused by the vaccine (apparently it can't be proven), indicating that PCzer lied when it claimed vaccines
are unavoidably unsafe, incapable of being made safe - when they asked liability protection from President
Reagan. It's also amazing that this miracle product is "safe", even when it has 1291 side effects listed on 32
pages.
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Jan 8, 2025 Paxton continues lawsuit against PCzer regarding vaccine e`ciency

Texas Attorney General Ken Paxton Cled a notice of appeal on Wednesday to continue his lawsuit against
PCzer Inc., for its alleged “unlawful misrepresentations concerning the COVID-19 vaccine.”
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