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OPEN LETTER – JUNE 2021 
 

Is being cautious about a single vaccine, which is still under medical trials, 

really justifying being labelled as ‘anti-vax’? Is our ‘new norm’ another way of 

saying ‘no questioning’? We hope not! 

With reference to a recent article branding Future Z and our members as an anti-vaccination movement, we 

thought this would be a good opportunity to present the true nature of our cause, both to dispel anti-vaccination 

sentiment, as well as present some information facts which we sincerely hope any media outlet would have the 

integrity to inform their readership of.  After all, isn’t this the fundamental premise of unbiased press?  We hope 

so! 

To provide some back story… 

 

In a little over three months, our movement has grown from 3 to 1000+ members across the country, and we are 

just one movement amongst dozens in the UK, with many more globally. 

We are a movement which has spread organically and consists of people from all backgrounds and from across the 

political spectrum - parents, teachers, doctors, health professionals, concerned citizens – all of whom are asking 

simple questions about the information provided by our Government and mainstream media, and the reality we 

see around us. 

It is a fact, the vast majority of people within all these movements are not anti-vax. The vast majority have had 

routine childhood, flu and travel vaccinations throughout their lives. Their own children have had them.  

What we are doing is raising awareness for everyone to ask some very serious questions, and raise some very 

serious concerns, about the current and unprecedented Covid-19 vaccination push, given the very real dangers 

being reported by the Government and health authorities.  We are ‘pro-choice’ and ‘pro-proper informed consent’.  

More importantly, we are asking that our children are not coerced into any form of medication without explicit 

consent of their parents. This is especially concerning, given the Covid-19 vaccinations are still officially in trial 

status until 2023 [1], and the Government’s own Yellow Card Adverse Events Reporting System [2] has already 

published over a million adverse events in the UK, alongside similarly high reports of adverse events in the VAERS 

(Vaccine Adverse Event Reaction System) for the US and Europe [3]. 
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The latest available Yellow Card Adverse Reactions data for the UK has been extensively reviewed on 9 June 2021 

by Dr Tess Lawrie, Director of the Evidence-based Medicine Consultancy Ltd and EbMC Squared CiC and presented 

back in an Open Letter to the Medecines and Healthcare Regulatory Agency (MHRA) [4]. Dr Lawrie has summarised 

that 

 Between the 4th January 2021 and the 26th May 2021, in total there has been 1,253 deaths and 888,196 

Adverse drug Reactions (ADRs). 256,224 individual reports were reported to Yellow Card during this period. 

 Bleeding, Clotting and Ischaemic Adverse Drug Reactions - 13,766 reports (856 fatal) 

 Immune System Adverse Drug Reactions (Infection, Inflammation, Autoimmune, Allergic – 54,870 reports 

(171 Fatalities) 

 ‘Pain’ Adverse Drug Reactions – 157,579 reports  

 Neurological Adverse Drug Reactions – 185,474 reports (186 fatalities) 

 Adverse Drug Reactions involving loss of sight, hearing, speech or smell – 10,006 reports 

 

What we are asking for is our basic human rights! [4] Our bodies. Our choice. 

Along with others, our movement is united in finding and sharing information based on research and facts using 

data from the WHO, world governments, UK government, NHS, Yellow Card Adverse Events Reporting System [2], 

VAERS [3] and peer reviewed studies in the British Medical Journal [5] and many other recognised and accredited 

institutions. 

Our ‘Safer To Wait’ leaflet does not advise against having a vaccine. Rather, it encourages people to do their own 

independent research into the Covid-19 vaccines so they can weigh up the risks versus benefits and make a truly 

informed decision. Is asking questions now considered ‘wrong’?  

 

We have witnessed global concern surrounding the mainstream media’s rush to discredit any person (including 

world renowned scientists and medical professionals), or movements that use real facts to present an evidence-

based viewpoint at odds with the narrative of governments, pharmaceutical corporations and mainstream media. 

Facebook, Twitter, Youtube and other dominant social media giants have shut down accounts [6] of any individual 

or group challenging the accepted narrative, or worse, sharing their own stories of relatives developing serious side 

effects or dying after taking the Covid-19 vaccines. These numbers are growing exponentially month by month. 

If media outlets are approaching this global event without conducting and more importantly, publishing 

independent research, then at best this is irresponsible journalism, and at worst criminally liable. The mainstream 

media has an enormous influence on the thoughts and behaviours of society. With this, comes responsibility and 
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accountability.  If media outlets cannot fulfil this obligation, then where do we stand as a global community 

promoting honesty, integrity and freedom of speech? 

Our concerns… 

 

All medical interventions require ‘informed consent’ as stated in the UNESCO Universal Declaration on Bioethics 

and Human Rights [7], 2005, article 6: 

Article 6 – Consent 

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 express and may be withdrawn by the person concerned at any time and for any reason 

without disadvantage or prejudice. 

2.   Scientific research should only be carried out with the prior, free, express and informed consent of the person 

concerned. The information should be adequate, provided in a comprehensible form and should include 

modalities for withdrawal of consent. Consent may be withdrawn by the person concerned at any time and 

for any reason without any disadvantage or prejudice. Exceptions to this principle should be made only in 

accordance with ethical and legal standards adopted by States, consistent with the principles and provisions 

set out in this Declaration, in particular in Article 27, and international human rights law. 

3.  In appropriate cases of research carried out on a group of persons or a community, additional agreement of 

the legal representatives of the group or community concerned may be sought. 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. 

In the UK, the NHS website states that “all information about what the treatment involves, including the benefits 

and risks, whether there are reasonable alternative treatments, and what will happen if treatment does not go 

ahead” [8].  

 

From our observations at vaccination centres, and reports of individual’s experiences getting the vaccine at their GP 

surgery, we ask, ‘Are people getting access to all the information they need to make informed consent?’  We can 

categorically say that answer is NO! 
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Questions we ask: 

Are vaccination centers and immunisation teams following their own code of practice and fulfilling “informed 

consent” in their pre-treatment discussions and is treatment information paperwork accurate, complete and 

presented to patients for consideration in advance of jabs? 

Are NHS campaigns like the recent “grab a jab” making risks clear and encouraging people to do their research in 

order to make an informed decision? [9]   

 

Does the media give balanced coverage to adverse reactions from the covid vaccinations vis a vis cases and/or 

infection levels?  

 

Are schools providing a safe, un-biased environment on this issue?  

BBC Newsround is watched daily by most pupils in Primary and Secondary schools across the country. In June, Devi 

Sridhar gave an interview where she claimed the jab was 100% safe [10]. This is grossly inaccurate given the 

reported adverse reactions on the Yellow Card System, the cases of myocarditis and other adverse reactions 

children are experiencing after having the jabs in the US [11] and Israel [12]. It also needs to be acknowledged that 

NO medical intervention is 100% safe.  However, the fact she is supposedly a knowledgeable and respected ‘doctor’ 

(in fact she is only a medical researcher) and the fact she was on BBC Newsround, has given her and the BBC a 

platform to provide misleading information that could influence a child’s decision and potentially seriously damage 

their health. Why has this not been questioned by other media outlets?  

 

Alongside BBC Newsround, the Stephen Hawking Institute has produced a slide-deck for schools that is also biased 

in its content. There is also a Year 6 leavers Musical “A Shot in the Arm” [13].  Should schools be this involved in 

influencing a child’s decision concerning a medical intervention, when the facts defined are not based on 

established and published scientific fact? 

 

Given the above,  how can it then be wrong for a leaflet to be distributed which states the facts and shows people 

where to look to find official data on how this vaccine works, the risks to people young and old, and encourages 

people to make their own - informed - decision!  Are we not free to choose our own bodily autonomy? 
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We iterate, FutureZ are NOT anti-vaccine. We are concerned parents, grandparents, teachers, doctors, health 

professionals, concerned citizens, who are:    

1) pro a safe educational environment for our children 

2) pro medication safety 

3) pro choice of bodily autonomy and fully informed consent - children up to 18 yrs old should not be misled 

and/or coerced in any way into taking a trial medication without fully informed parental consent. This 

should be a fundamental concern and right for every parent regardless of their personal point of view on 

vaccines and medications. 

As an independent, non-governmental media outlet, we would therefore ask all media outlets to provide the 

unbiased and informed journalism they purport to, and research all of the above information so readers can be 

informed in a way they would expect. We urge media outlets to do the right thing and publish these facts. We 

believe the people deserve it, and indeed will respect you for your integrity. 

 

We would additionally ask that any media outlet who has published any inaccurate reports or articles claiming that 

we are anti-vax immediately publish a correction to the article dutifully and respectfully publishing an apology for 

the misinterpretation of our movement, and help us to inform the public what they rightfully should be informed 

of. 

All we ask for… is the safety of our citizens. The safety of our children is paramount! 

Thank you. 

Future Z 

Visit us at: www.futurez.world  
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