
RELIGIOUS, PERSONAL, AND LEGAL EXEMPTION TO THE COVID-19 
(SARS COV-2) VACCINATION AND MASK REQUIREMENTS. 
 
MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES (MDHHS), 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:  
I am a born-again Evangelical Christian. This letter is to formally notify your office that I will be 
exercising my right to a religious waiver from the Covid-19 (SARS Cov-2) vaccination because I 
find this treatment to be in extreme violation of my personal religious beliefs.  
______________________________________________________________________________ 
1. LEGAL PROTECTION OF RELIGIOUS LIBERTY AGAINST MANDATORY VACCINATION.  
 
Jurisprudence that elevates mandatory vaccination as some sort of self-sacrifice in service of 
the common good must be weighed against established rule of law as enshrined our 
Constitution – a constitution which guarantees certain fundamental human liberties shown in 
the Bill of Rights (i.e. “Congress shall make no law . . . prohibiting the free exercise” of religion).  
 
Some cite Jacobson v. Massachusetts as a broad-stroke argument for the governments legal 
standing to legally mandate vaccinations. The Jacobson decision carries with it conflicts in 
GENERAL APPLICABILITY and HYBRID RIGHTS; Conversely: Other laws (in-kind) which seemingly 
deny exemptions, have to undergo heightened scrutiny since Religious Freedom Restoration 
Act (RFRA), 42 U.S.C. § 2000bb–1 (2018) was passed.  
 
Since the passage of the Religious Freedom Restoration Act in 1993 up through recent 
landmark free exercise cases such as Burwell v. Hobby Lobby and Masterpiece Cakeshop, Ltd. v. 
Colorado Civil Rights Commission, both Congress and the Court have displayed a trend toward 
granting broad religious rights under the Free Exercise Clause. State mandatory vaccination 
laws imposed under the legal umbrella of Jacobson v. Massachusetts are, then, moot, where 
personal First Amendment religious liberties are at stake. Mandates from government, 
businesses, schools, or the like which deny religious exemption violate the First Amendment.  
 
This understanding is consistent with the inviolable nature of our First Amendment rights; and 
is in the spirit of Justice Kennedy’s command when he asserted in Lukumi that “categories of 
selection are of paramount concern when a law has the incidental effect of burdening religious 
practice.” The points shown hereafter are not just arbitrary “beliefs” – they’re documented in 
Scripture and greatly exceed the minimum standard necessary to protect my First 
Amendment rights, and spare any compulsion to a Law/Ordinance/Policy to receive a COVID-
19 (SARS Cov-2) Vaccination or wear a mask.  
______________________________________________________________________________ 
2. RELIGIOUS VIOLATIONS FROM ACCEPTING THE COVID-19 (SARS COV-2) VACCINATION 
 
The following are ways in which these violations manifest themselves in the vaccinations 
recommended by the Center for Disease Control and other institutions of higher learning: 
 



A. COVID-19 (SARS COV-2) VACCINATION UNDERMINES MY DUTY TO GOD TO KEEP 
MY BODY AS THE “TEMPLE OF GOD.” 
1 Corinthians 6:19-20 and 10:31 remind us that we are to regard our bodies as temples 
of God's Holy Spirit and that we are to honor God, our Creator and possessor of our very 
bodies by not defiling them. Notwithstanding, the presence of socially sacrificed 
human cells and debris in vaccinations, I firmly believe that the presence of 
neurotoxins, hazardous substances, attenuated viruses, animal cells, foreign DNA, 
albumin from human blood, carcinogens, and chemical wastes is in strict violation of 
our imperative to treat our bodies as holy temples of the very Spirit of God. Some (if 
not all) of these ingredients are found in the Pfizer/BioNTech, and Moderna Vaccines. 
  

1 Corinthians 6:19-20 “Do you not know that your body is the temple of the Holy 
Spirit who is in you… and you are not your own? For you were bought at a price; 
therefore glorify God in your body and in your spirit, which are God’s.” 

 
B. THIS COVID-19 VACCINATION INTERFERES WITH MY BLOOD COVENANT WITH GOD. 
Genesis 9:4, Leviticus 17:10-11, 17:14, Deuteronomy 12:23, Acts 15:20 and 29 informs 
us that blood represents the “life force” of human and animal species, and that human 
blood was to be kept pure under all circumstances and free from contaminants such as 
foreign substances, synthetic chemicals, animal cells, parts, and blood. My Biblical 
covenant with God concerns blood. 
 

Leviticus 17:11 “‘The life of the flesh is in the blood… I have given it to you upon 
the altar to make atonement… it is the blood that makes atonement for the 
soul.’” 

And, 
Acts 15:20;29 “We write to them that they abstain from things contaminated … 
from blood.”  
V29 “…if you keep yourselves free from such things, you will do well” 

 
C. COVID-19 (SARS COV-2) VACCINATION IS UNCONSCIONABLE FOR A CHRISTIAN TO 
ACCEPT BECAUSE THE CREATION AND COMPOSITION OF THE PRODUCT UTILIZE CELLS, 
OR CELLULAR DUPLICATED DEBRIS FROM WILLFULLY MURDERED FETUSES. 
 
The use of cells, cellular debris, protein, and DNA from WILLFULLY ABORTED HUMAN 
CHILDREN violate the very basic commands found in Exodus 20:13 and Deuteronomy 
5:15 which instructs us to not murder. These cells and debris are found in the 
JOHNSON AND JOHNSON and the JANSSEN vaccine. 
 

Exodus 20:13 “You shall not murder.” 
 
The following ingredients were derived from no fewer than 107 HUMAN SOULS who 
were SACRIFICED FOR SOCIAL CONVENIENCE and used in both past and ongoing 
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plus many other ingredients obtained from human children not required to be listed by 
 FDA guidelines.  

 
To the person who argues that accepting these compromises is not murder and is in 
favor of extending others’ lives: It is my experience that murderers tend to justify their 
actions. Supporting vaccinations and vaccine development is an endorsement of the 
sacrifice of these and the continuing sacrifice of other human souls. It is, then, 
unconscionable for the born-again Christian to participate in such vaccines.  
 
Genesis 4:1, 17 and Jeremiah 1:5 demonstrate that the deceased children, used in these 
aforementioned vaccinations, were recognized by God as human souls from the point of 
conception in the same way that we, as Godly parents, recognize our children as human 
from the moment we are aware of his/her presence in his/her mother’s womb. 
 

Jeremiah 1:5 “Before I formed you in the womb I knew you, and before you 
were born, I consecrated you; I have appointed you…” 

 
9, 127:3, -38, 113:7-11, 106: 35, 37-18, Psalm 22:10-28, 4:1, 2 Kings 17:17 -Genesis 1:27 

15 are just a few verses -4, and Matthew 19:13-16, Amos 1:13, Matthew 18:1-139:13
aforementioned children as blessings from God that are valued and that illustrate the 

is  murderand that their  ;loved by him, their Creator, in whose image they were created
condemned by God. 
 

2 Kings 17:17-18 shows sacrificing children for public benefit provokes the Lord 
“Then they made their sons and their daughters pass through the fire, and they 
practiced divination and interpreting omens, and gave themselves over to do evil 
in the sight of the Lord, provoking Him.” 

And, 
Psalm 106:35-40 “They got involved with the nations and learned their practices, 
and served their idols, which became a snare to them. They even sacrificed their 
sons and their daughters to the demons, and shed innocent blood, the blood of 
their sons and their daughters whom they sacrificed to the idols of Canaan; and 
the land was defiled with the blood.” 
 
V39-40 “So they became unclean in their practices, and were unfaithful in their 
deeds. Therefore the anger of the Lord was kindled.” 

 
 
Psalm 106:35-40 differentiates murder (innocent blood) from killing (war, government 
execution [capital punishment] of a transgressor). this passage also shows that that 
practice defiles countries. This passage also highlights blood covenant with God. This 
passage also warns that such behavior provokes the Lord's anger. 

And, 



Amos 1:13 shows justifiable homicide is different that deaths from war… 
“This is what the Lord says: ‘…I will not revoke… punishment, because they ripped 
open the pregnant women … In order to enlarge their borders.’” 

 
Exodus 20:13, Leviticus 18:21 & 20:2-5, Deuteronomy 5:13, 12:30-32, 18:10, 2 Kings 
16:3, and Psalm 106:38 illustrate that all child sacrifice is condemned – with NO 
EXCEPTION CLAUSES allowing for the, “GREATER GOOD” nor “PUBLIC HEALTH 
EXCEPTION” clauses found anywhere in the sacred Scriptures. 

And,  
Romans 12:1 “I beseech you therefore, brethren, by the mercies of God, that ye 
present your bodies a living sacrifice, holy, acceptable unto God, which is your 
reasonable service. And be not conformed to this world: but be ye transformed 
by the renewing of your mind, that ye may prove what is that good, and 
acceptable, and perfect, will of God.”  

 
I am commanded by my God to present my body as a living sacrifice to God. Even if the 
vaccine would work into my benefit, for me to receive this vaccine, it would be unconscionable.  
For me to receive this vaccine, it would be willing sinful disobedience to God.  
______________________________________________________________________________ 
3. MICHIGAN LAW MAKES PROVISION FOR A VACCINE MANDATE EXEMPTION FOR 
STUDENTS’ (OR THEIR PARENTS) RELIGIOUS CONVICTIONS; IT ALSO MAKES PROVISION FOR 
EXEMPTION FROM THE WEARING OF A MASK. 
 

A. MICHIGAN LAW MAKES PROVISION FOR VACCINE EXEMPTIONS.  
Michigan Compiled Laws Complete Through PA 64 of 2021 
PUBLIC HEALTH CODE (EXCERPT) Act 368 of 1978 

 
§ 333.9208 Certificate of immunization or statement of exemption; 
presentation to school officials; minimum doses of immunizing agent; updated 
certificate; annual report. 
 
§ 9208. 
  (1) A parent, guardian, or person in loco parentis applying to have a child 
registered for the first time in a school in this state and, beginning January 1, 
2014, a parent, guardian, or person in loco parentis of a child entering the 
seventh grade, shall present to school officials, at the time of registration or not 
later than the first day of school, a CERTIFICATE OF IMMUNIZATION or 
STATEMENT OF EXEMPTION under section 9215. 

And, 
B. MICHIGAN LAW SHOWS VACCINE EXEMPTIONS FOR RELIGIOUS CONVICTIONS.   
Michigan Compiled Laws Complete Through PA 64 of 2021 
PUBLIC HEALTH CODE (EXCERPT) ACT 368 OF 1978 
§333.9215 EXEMPTIONS. 

 



SECTION 9215. 
  (1) A child is exempt from the requirements of this part as to a specific 
immunization for any period of time as to which a physician certifies that a 
specific immunization is or may be detrimental to the child's health or is not 
appropriate. 
  (2) A CHILD IS EXEMPT from this part if a parent, guardian, or person in loco 
parentis of the child presents a written statement to the administrator of the 
child's school or operator of the group program to the effect that the 
requirements of this part cannot be met because of RELIGIOUS CONVICTIONS or 
OTHER OBJECTION to IMMUNIZATION. 

And, 
 
C. BEYOND RELIGIOUS REASONS, ANY RESTRAINT THAT NEGATIVELY IMPACTS 
BREATHING ARE ILLEGAL EVEN IN “EMERGENCY SITUATIONS.” ANY MASK MANDATE 
FOR STUDENTS IN SCHOOLS IS A DE FACTO ILLEGAL MANDATE.  
 
MICHIGAN REVISED SCHOOL CODE (EXCERPT) 
Act 451 of 1976 
 
§ 380.1307b Statement of prohibited practices. 
The state policy under section 1307a shall include a clear statement that all of the 
following PRACTICES ARE PROHIBITED for school personnel in the public schools of this 
state UNDER ALL CIRCUMSTANCES, INCLUDING EMERGENCY SITUATIONS: 

  (a) Corporal punishment, as defined in section 1312. 
  (b) The deprivation of basic needs. 
  (c) Child abuse. 
  (d) Seclusion, other than emergency seclusion. 
  (e) The intentional application of any noxious substance or stimulus that results  
        in physical pain or extreme discomfort. A noxious substance or stimulus is  
       prohibited whether it is generally acknowledged or is specific to the pupil. 
  (f) Mechanical restraint. 
  (g) Chemical restraint. 
  (h) ANY RESTRAINT THAT NEGATIVELY IMPACTS BREATHING. 
  (i) Prone restraint. 
  (j) Physical restraint, other than emergency physical restraint. 
  (k) Any other type of restraint. 

 
It is ILLEGAL to impede Michigan students breathing by mandating facemasks for either CLASS 
or SPORTS. Whether Act 451 of 1976 §380.1307b is seen as debatable in this instance, PUBLIC 
HEALTH CODE ACT 368 OF 1978 §333.9215 (2) makes clear provision for my religious 
convictions to exempt VACCINES and MASKS.  
 
And, 



D. BEYOND MERE RELIGIOUS REASONS, HEATH OFFICIALS ARE BARRED FROM ISSUING 
OR ENFORCING ORDERS FOR MASKS OR FACE COVERINGS.   
 
MICHIGAN SB-0082, 2021 §250  
(Page 486, Line 22-25), Signed by Governor Gretchen Whitmer in 2021 says:  
 
“The DIRECTOR OR A LOCAL HEALTH OFFICER shall not ISSUE OR ENFORCE any ORDERS 
or other DIRECTIVES that require an individual in this state who is UNDER THE AGE OF 
18 to wear a face MASK OR FACE COVERING.” 

    https://www.legislature.mi.gov/.../pdf/2021-SCB-0082.pdf 
 
E. THIS STATEMENT is notice of my (and/or my family’s/child’s) sincere religious objection 
against wearing face coverings. Student(s) listed in this letter are unequivocally exempt from 
the requirement to wear a face covering at school based on our faith. Students cannot be 
treated on a LESS THAN EQUAL BASIS because of their FAITH (see “Part 4”). 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
4. MY RELIGIOUS EXEMPTION COUPLED WITH THE BELOW LAWS GRANT ME RIGHT TO WORK, 
BE EDUCATED, SERVE, ENTER, SHOP, OR BE SERVED WITHOUT BEING TREATED ON LESS THAN 
EQUAL BASIS, SHOWING PROOF OF VACCINATION, OR WEARING A FACE COVERING.  
 

2 Corinthians 4:2 “We refuse to wear masks and play games. We don't maneuver and 
manipulate behind the scenes. And we don't twist God's Word to suit ourselves. Rather, 
we keep everything we do and say out in the open, the whole truth on display, so that 
those who want to can see and judge for themselves in the presence of God.” 

And, 
2 Corinthians 3:18 “We all, with unveiled face, beholding the glory of the Lord, are 
being transformed into the same image from one degree of glory to another. For this 
comes from the Lord…” 

And, 
Luke 12:3 Message "You can’t hide behind a religious mask forever; sooner or later the 
mask will slip and your true face will be known…” 
 

A. PRIVATE BUSINESSES, SCHOOLS, RESTAURANTS, AND THE LIKE HAVE A LEGAL 
CLASSIFICATION AS A "PUBLIC ACCOMMODATION" ACCORDING TO TITLE III REG 28 CFR 
§36.104. These corporations and institutions serve the public, and therefore must abide by all 
state and federal laws. Mere business policy cannot supersede law. Executive/Governor orders, 
health orders, emergencies, or pandemics cannot supersede Constitutionally protected rights.  
 
B. FEDERAL LAW 28 CFR §36.202 PROHIBITS "DENIAL OF PARTICIPATION" FROM THESE SUCH 
ESTABLISHMENTS. §36.202(c) states that unless I have been individually assessed as a "direct 
threat" you may not exclude me from the SAME and EQUAL services as others.  
 

 
 



1.) DIRECT THREAT: Legal Definition  
There is no evidence that I am a direct threat to the health and safety of your 
business/school. According to Title III of the U.S. Civil Rights Act, § 36.208, 
"In determining whether an individual poses a direct threat to the health and 
safety of others, a public accommodation must make an individualized 
assessment, based on reasonable judgement that relies on current medical 
knowledge or the best available objective evidence."  

 
2.) ASSUMPTION OF INNOCENCE  
Absent a COURT-ORDER of quarantine or isolation, there is no medical evidence that I 
am a threat to the health and safety of these aforementioned establishments.  
Articles 8 (1) and 8 (2) (right to a fair trial), in conjunction with Article 1 (1) highlight the 
"the presumption of innocence.” My right to EQUAL ACCESS to the goods, services, 
privileges, and facilities of this establishment is guaranteed by Titles II, III and VII of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964.   

 
C. DENYING SERVICE, REQUIRING ME TO BE SERVED OUTSIDE, OR REQUIRING REMOTE 
CONTACT WHILE OTHERS ARE NOT REQUIRED AS MUCH IS A VIOLATION OF TITLE II, III AND 
VII OF THE U.S. CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964 BECAUSE THIS IS A MATTER OF FAITH. 
 
D. TITLE III, SECTIONS §36.202(A)(B)(C) AND §36.203(A)(B)(C) STATES THAT I SHALL NOT BE 
DENIED THE SAME PARTICIPATION AND EQUAL ACCESS AS EVERYONE ELSE.  
The law prohibits public accommodations from serving SEPARATELY or DIFFERENTLY.  
 
E. GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE BUSINESSES ARE PROHIBITED FROM UNLAWFUL 
DISCRIMINATION BY DENYING THE ENTRY OF ANY MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC WHO IS NOT 
DISTURBING THE PEACE. To do so is a crime of “unlawful restraint” and interfering with 
commerce. Those out of compliance will be held personally liable for this crime.  
 
F. PREMISES OPEN TO THE PUBLIC MUST ABIDE BY THESE LAWS; THEREFORE, ANY CHARGE 
OF "TRESPASSING" IS, DEFACTO, FALSE ACCUSATION - SO LONG AS I COMPLY WITH ALL 
LAWFUL CONDITIONS ALLOWING ME TO REMAIN ON THESE PREMISES, AND/OR BE SERVED 
BY THIS BUSINESS WITHOUT DISCRIMINATION. Further, I do not need to disclose my personal 
condition to you. ADA compliance requires that businesses make “reasonable 
accommodations.” Businesses can be fined $75,000 for the first violation and $150,000 for each 
subsequent violation. Department of Justice ADA violation information line: 800-514-0301 or 800-514-0383 (TTY). 
 
G. (AFOREMENTIONED LAWS INCORPORATED): I AM EXEMPT, LEGALLY, FROM WEARING 
FACE COVERINGS OR BEING SUBJECTED TO TEMPERATURE TAKING, VIRAL TESTING, OR 
VACCINATION, AS PROTECTED BY U.S. FEDERAL LAW, TITLE II OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, U.S. 
CODE 42 §2000(A).  
 
I make no discernment about masks for unbelievers; yet, from my study of Scripture, I deem 
face masks, coverings, and the like wrong for my personal Christian walk with God: 



Romans 14:14-15 “I am convinced … that nothing is unclean in itself. But if anyone 
regards something as unclean, then for that person it is unclean…” 

 
Forcing a mask on The Christian (including myself or my dependents) to engage in our 
everyday lives is an egregious violation on the level of forcing the Muslim to forgo her Hijab, 
niqab, or burka; it is as reprehensible as refusing the Sikhs his Dastar, or the nun her habit.  
I cannot - and will not - cover my face in the ways being prescribed.  
 
H. THE (EEOC) EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION IS CLEAR: I CANNOT BE 
FORCED TO BE VACCINATED, NOR TREATED AS LESS THAN EQUAL FOR MY RELIGIOUS BELIEFS. 
https://www.eeoc.gov/federal-laws-protect-you-against-employment-discrimination-during-covid-19-pandemic 
 
I. GOVERNMENT NEUTRALITY ALSO REQUIRES RELIGIOUS ACCOMMODATION WHEN THE 
STATE OFFERS SECULAR EXEMPTIONS, WHICH IS THE CASE IN THIS STATE, AND MANY OTHER 
STATES, FOR MEDICAL AND NON-MEDICAL EXEMPTION AND EXEMPTIONS THROUGH THE 
AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT AND CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. 
One might argue the Christian just submit to the government in this scenario (Romans 13) in 
lieu of standing for their religious beliefs; however, it is of note that every major Bible character 
– including Jesus Christ – practiced CIVIL DISOBEDIENCE. In the case of Christ, it led to His 
execution. I must follow my Christian conviction.  

 
Acts 5:29 “Peter and the other apostles answered, ‘We must obey God, not men.’”  

 
J. BROAD LEGAL STATEMENT OF CHRISTIAN OPPOSITION TO MASK WEARING FOR CHRISTIAN 
STUDENTS, OR OTHER CHRISTIANS FOUNDED IN OUR CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT TO FREE 
ASSOCIATION, FREE EXERCISE OF RELIGION, AND FREEDOM OF SPEECH. 
 
The First Amendment, as applied to the states and their political subdivisions under the 
Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution and 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and the 
Michigan Constitution, Article I, § 4 (1963), expressly permit the FREE EXERCISE OF RELIGION. 
The Christian religion centers around Jesus Christ, who taught that the fruit of the Spirit is love, 
joy, peace, patience, kindness, goodness, faithfulness, gentleness, and self-control.  The 
Christian Bible teaches that love is sharing life with others, displaying empathy, encouraging 
when others are down, and smiling with them when they experience joy.   

 
Proverbs 15:13 “A joyful heart makes a cheerful face…” 

And, 
Psalm 34:5 “They looked to Him and were radiant, and their faces will never be 
ashamed…” 

 
So many of the emotional responses that allow us to connect on a deeper Spiritual level to 
carry out the purposes for which God created each of us, are directly denied by covering our 
faces and shielding our expressions with a mask.  Mask wearing is unacceptable from a 
Christian perspective.   



Matthew 14:14-21 “And when Jesus went out He saw a great multitude; and He was 
moved with compassion for them, and healed their sick.” 

And, 
Mark 6:34-42 “And Jesus, when He came out, saw a great multitude and was moved 
with compassion for them, because they were like sheep not having a shepherd.” 

 
We – as well as our children – learn, without expressed words to be afraid behind masks. The 
kindness of smiling at others who desperately need to experience visual joyful connection is 
robbed when half of their faces are covered with a cloth.  The Christian Bible teaches that 
goodness is living in step with God’s plan and God’s Spirit inside of us, but so many, including 
children, are growing frustrated and acting out because of the difficulty of spending entire days 
behind the dark cover of a mask.  It has been the catalyst for riots and suicides (among other 
dysfunctions in people and society) since the advent of this Coronavirus. The sociological 
impact of these futile compromises will be studied for decades to come.  
 

Matthew 9:36 “But when He saw the multitudes, He was moved…” 
And, 

Luke 7:13 “When the Lord saw her, He had compassion on her and said to her, ‘Do not 
weep.’" 

 
Our children are taught, through the actions of covering their faces, that faith is simply word 
– not an action of courage and strength.  This interrupts the Christian parents ability to raise 
their children fully in the Christian faith. The aggravation of masks is more and more effecting 
children to become aggressive even while the Christian Bible teaches us to walk in 
gentleness.  And while these children are in the early stages of learning self-discipline according 
to the Christian faith, rather than helping them, we place an UNDUE BURDEN on them of 
covering their faces throughout entire school days and make the lessons we teach increasingly 
more difficult for them to adhere to.  Face coverings abruptly disrupt the practice of the 
Christian faith, and extremely hinders the ability for children to grow in their faith, which is an 
express edict of Jesus Christ.    
 
The wearing of facial coverings is hostile to the sincerely held religious beliefs of the Christian 
faith, and directly rejects the Constitutional right to FREE EXERCISE OF RELIGION.  
The First and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution and 42 U.S.C. § 1983 
SECURE the right to FREE ASSOCIATION. 
  
The Christian faith relies upon the Biblical teaching that mankind was made in the image of 
God.  A significant and material aspect of our faith church community and witnessing to others 
by displaying the characteristics of God through our words, our actions, and of vital importance, 
our image.  The association of Christians is meant to stimulate Spiritual growth by experiencing 
one another’s thoughts, words, expressions, through visual and verbal interaction.  To reject a 
Christians ability to display God’s image to others is to reject their Constitutional right to free 
association. 
  



Furthermore, it is not for an overarching government body to determine or even opine on 
Scriptural interpretation.  “Particularly in this sensitive area, it is not within the judicial function 
and judicial competence to inquire whether the petitioner or his fellow worker more correctly 
perceived the commands of their common faith. Courts are not arbiters of scriptural 
interpretation.” Thomas v. Review Board of Indiana Employment Security Division, at 716, 450 
U.S. 707 (1981).  Forcing the population to wear a mask and cover faces denies our ability to 
freely associate with each other according to their religious beliefs and directly rejects the 
Christians Constitutional right to free association. 
  
The First Amendment as applied to the states and their political subdivisions under the 
Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution and 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and the 
Michigan Constitution, Article I, § 4 (1963), expressly permits FREEDOM OF SPEECH. 
  
The freedom of speech is not confined to verbal expression but includes conduct that is 
sufficiently imbued with elements of communication. That is, because the Constitution looks 
beyond written or spoken words as mediums of expression it recognizes that symbolism is an 
effective way of communicating ideas. Conduct, such as the wearing of a face mask during this 
politicized pandemic, is sufficiently communicative because it conveys a particularized message 
and the likelihood is great that the message will be understood by those who view it. Wearing a 
face mask during this current (and highly politicized pandemic) has become a form of 
expression. One cannot imagine the sociological implications on children being forced to be 
masked: Including to their future religious convictions.  The wearing of a face mask, when 
socially distanced, or when the situation and condition make doing so extreme or 
unreasonable, is for many, including our students, a symbol of fear. It is a sign that the wearer is 
willing to surrender his or her freedoms to coddle their fear and the fear of others.  Yet the 
Christian Bible teaches us to “be strong and courageous…” for the “Spirit of God lives in us…” 
and to spread that message and the good news of Jesus to the world.  
 
Christians oppose the message of fear, and thus, oppose the requirement to wear a face mask 
because it conveys this message.  Requiring the Christian to wear a face covering forces the 
Christian relay speech that they expressly disagree with on the basis of their religious beliefs, 
and thus, such a requirement directly rejects the Christians Constitutional right to FREE 
SPEECH as well as the Christians Constitutional right to FREE EXERCISE OF RELIGION. 
  
Justice Alito of the Supreme Court recognized and declared, “As more medical and scientific 
evidence becomes available, and as States have time to craft policies in light of that evidence, 
courts should expect policies that more carefully account for constitutional rights.”  
Calvary Chapel Dayton Valley v. Sisolak, 140 S. Ct. 2603, 2605 (2020). 
 
Additionally, requiring young children to wear masks throughout the entire school day, even 
while socially distanced from one another, interferes with religious practice and interaction 
certainly fails to account for Constitutional rights, especially as other measures, such as 
plexiglass dividers or air filtration systems that kill the COVID-19 virus mid-air, are rejected at 
the cost of a child’s religious exercise. 



______________________________________________________________________________ 
5. THE FOLLOWING ABOUT COVID-19 AND THE COVID-19 (SARS COV-2) VACCINATION 
HIGHLIGHT MY INFORMED DECISION TO REFUSE PERSONALLY; ADDITIONALLY, JUXTAPOSED 
AGAINST 1 JOHN 4, THESE FACTS UNDERSCORE MY CHRISTIAN DUTY TO REFUSE ON THE 
BASIS OF THE CONFUSION AND CONJECTURE AT PLAY.  
Information currently available has not drawn consensus in the medical, nor scientific fields. 
Often, evidence is ignored by one or both parties; all the while, other evidence is highlighted by 
one or the other party.). 
 

1 John 4:1 “Beloved, believe not every spirit, but try the spirits whether they are of 
God: because many false prophets are gone out into the world.” 
 
A. CONSIDER: THE LOW MORTALITY RATE OF THE DISEASE. The particularly low 
mortality rate of the disease, along with its slanted distribution by age, clearly denote 
that vaccination, whenever it becomes feasible, must be targeted. Percentages of 
severely positive cases of the virus seem to be (perhaps fictitiously [with intent]) over-
evaluated (~2.5%). Over-representation is required to match the stated death toll, which 
is also presented unique to other epidemics and diseases; that is, The Center for Disease 
Control (CDC) admits this, saying, OF THE DEATH RATE REPORTED, only 5% of those 
deaths documented involving COVID-19 had COVID as the EXCLUSIVE cause of death. In 
the other 95% of deaths contributing to the death rate, there were underlying 
conditions or diseases (not just this SARS respiratory syndrome).  
Recent studies which have estimated the number of deaths in relation to the actual 
number of people exposed to the virus – based on serological tests (antibody tests) in a 
specific geographical area – have determined that this percentage is of the order of 
magnitude of seasonal flu (certainly <1%). The fact of the matter is that COVID has a 
99.74% survivability rate, so says the CDC. 
 
B. CONSIDER: COVID MAINLY AFFECTS PEOPLE IN THE THIRD AND FOURTH AGE 
GROUPS. COVID mainly affects people in the third and fourth age groups, where the 
phenomenon of IMMUNE SENESCENCE occurs – that is, the reduction in size, quality, 
and duration of their immune response-protection. This can occur even after being 
vaccinated. In other words, the vaccine-induced active immunity may not be capable of 
protecting the elderly, who are the par excellence “target” of this corona virus; hence, 
the finding of an anti-viral THERAPY should be a priority – assuming that the protection 
of the elderly is in fact what is desired. The youth are affected very marginally, almost 
not at all.  
 
C. CONSIDER: ASYMPTOMATIC TRANSMISSIONS OF COVID ARE INSIGNIFICANT. 
Researchers at Nature Communications and the Journal of the American Medical 
Association both found that asymptomatic transmissions of Coronavirus are LESS THAN 
ONE PERCENT. In the case of JAMA, 0.7% of transmissions were among households, 
which would undoubtedly be lower in the general population, or, hypothetically, a short 
time in a workplace where we are already spread apart (perhaps even shorter time in 



close proximity due to the infrequency or nature of such gatherings). Incorporating the 
(aforementioned) deaths due to the virus: It is even less likely that I would spread it to 
another person, if I indeed had it, than the likelihood that I would die from it. This 
vaccine’s main purpose is to prevent the spread of the disease to others, but that is 
already incredibly unlikely. This is not only due to the natural herd immunity that has 
been realized, but also because, at this point in time, most people who have desired the 
vaccine have received it, making any mandate of it among those who do not want it 
frivolous.  
 
D. CONSIDER: AMONG THE SERIOUSLY ILL, THE VACCINE MAY ACTUALLY CAUSE MORE 
HARM THAN GOOD. With seriously ill patients, acute respiratory failure occurs through 
an immuno-pathological mechanism (a “storm” producing inflammatory cytokines and 
reducing CD4 and CD8 T-mediated immune response). There are serious concerns that 
vaccination will exacerbate this immune complication in the event of a subsequent viral 
infection and will consequently worsen the patient's clinical course. A similar effect was 
observed with the FeCoV coronavirus vaccine, which affects cats and causes peritonitis. 
 
E. CONSIDER: IN THE 12-29 AGE GROUP, THERE HAS BEEN A NOTABLE RISK OF HEART 
INFLAMMATION DUE TO THE COVID VACCINE. The CDC reports that there have been 
many accounts of myocarditis and pericarditis following the reception in mRNA vaccine 
recipients. These are inflammation of certain heart muscles, the myocardium and the 
pericardium respectively. The vaccine has caused multitudes of people who are not 
allergic to any product in them to suffer heart inflammation. Many have even died. 
Therefore, the COVID Vaccine is not only a spiritual threat, as indicated previously, but 
also a physical threat. It seems to me very impractical, inconsiderate, and even abusive 
to mandate a vaccine (legally, or otherwise) that has such a high rate of physical harm to 
a recipient.  
 
This Vaccine is contrary to my bona fide religious beliefs, as that these vaccines contain 
ABORTED FETAL CELL LINES and DIFFER FROM STANDARD VACCINES by allowance of 
the SYNTHETIC MRNA OR DNA CODE TO ENTER THE CELLS. This level of intrusion into 
my body’s cells is unacceptable as that my body is God’s Temple and defiling in this way 
jeopardizes my deeply held beliefs. I cannot, with good Christian conscience, alter nor 
interfere with (even the mRNA portion of) my DNA. Psalm 139 makes it clear… 
 

Psalm 139:14 “I praise you because I am fearfully and wonderfully made…” 
 

F. CONSIDER: IF THIS VACCINE IS TEMPORARY (AND MAY GO OBSOLETE): WILL THERE 
BE MANDATES OF FUTURE DEVELOPED VACCINES FOR LATER MUTATIONS OF COVID? 
The logic of eradicating an infectious disease through global vaccination (presupposes 
the existence of a very safe and very effective vaccine, and) makes the presupposition 
that there be no other hosts of the virus in the natural environment. A question science 
has not given a definitive answer for. That is, for this vaccination to work: man has to be 
the only species that can host the virus. This is true of the polio virus, but it is highly 



doubtful that it applies to this coronavirus. Current research suggests that the virus may 
have originated from bats. Unknown – and controversial – remains the intermediate link 
(or, host) which had transported it from the bats' caves of Wuhan city. In any case, the 
DISAPPEARANCE of THE VIRUS through GLOBAL VACCINATION COULD ONLY BE 
TEMPORARY. It would be a tragedy to violate religious beliefs, and to waste resources 
to mandate vaccination if, indeed, this virus can transfer from its natural refuge (the 
bats or intermediate host) to the human population again. Vaccination could actually 
exacerbate the problem by bypassing the existing (and microevolution) of herd 
immunity as mutations to the novel virus develop – this interruption could initiate a 
new pandemic. Man is not God. 
 
Coronaviruses, being RNA viruses, mutate rapidly, gaining genetic and therefore 
antigenic diversity. This diversity, especially for coronae, also increases through RNA 
recombination, due to the particularly inconsistent mode of transcription of viral RNAs. 
Two types have already been identified for SARS-Cov2, S and L. It is doubtful that a 
vaccine can provide both equal coverage for all strains of the virus that emerge, as well 
as permanent protection over time, hence underlining one more time the importance 
and priority of finding anti-viral drugs against coronavirus. It is quite likely with this 
flawed paradigm, that over time, global vaccination evolve into regular global 
vaccinations (the snake eating its tail). Whether this is the willful aim or not is not the 
point. The rush for this particular vaccine is problematic: Not only does not promise 
much from its proponents, but it has also been a major point of division and cause for 
concern in the scientific community.  
 
G. CONSIDER:  MULTIPLE, EMINENT HEALTH AUTHORITIES FROM ALL ACROSS THE 
WORLD HAVE WARNED AGAINST THE SAFETY AND EFFICACY OF CORONAVIRUS 
VACCINES. Dr. Peter Hotez, UK scientist Hilda Bastian, and former Vice President of 
vaccine-manufacturer, Pfizer, Dr. Michael Yeadon have all warned against the safety of 
the COVID Vaccines due to the nature of their creation. 
Vaccine development usually takes many years or decades, whereas the coronavirus 
vaccine has been manufactured in less than 12 months. I am not personally comfortable 
with receiving a "fast-tracked" product, as by definition, fast-tracking a product means 
there is no data on long-term safety. 
 

Psalm 39:6 “…All our busy rushing ends in nothing.”  
And, 

Proverbs 19:2 “A person in a hurry makes mistakes.”  
 
H. CONSIDER:  CURRENT PFIZER CEO UNABLE TO SAY IF VACCINE WILL MITIGATE 
COVID TRANSMISSION. Albert Bourla, CEO of Pfizer, was unable to confirm if any of 
effectiveness of the COVID Vaccine. It is evident from the above that the vaccine has a 
negligible effectiveness and a great chance of harm caused to a recipient of the Vaccine. 
The Vaccine certainly has greater risks than it does benefits. 
 



I. CONSIDER:  ADVERSE REACTIONS AND DEATH CAUSED BY THE VACCINES ARE 
UNDERREPORTED. According to a study done by Harvard, at the commission of the 
United States Government, less than 1% of all adverse reactions to vaccines are actually 
submitted to the National Vaccine Adverse Events Reports System (VAERS). The 
problems reported have not yet been fixed. It is UNPREDICTABLE what negative effects 
will be suffered from the reception of the vaccine; therefore, I personally find that it 
inappropriate to mandate this vaccine and, in fact, harmful. This is sufficient evidence to 
conclude that it would not be against the best interests, nor would it be a threat to the 
health and safety of the environment, workplace, or my compatriots for me to refuse 
this COVID Vaccine. 
 

Proverbs 21:5 “Careful planning puts you ahead in the long run; hurry and scurry 
puts you further behind.”  

Again, 
1 John 4:1 “Beloved, believe not every spirit, but try the spirits whether they are 
of God: because many false prophets are gone out into the world.” 

 
• Before 2020, a “fact” had to be a well-established truth; Now, so-called “facts” are 

continually changing; this displays a lack of grasp of the nature and gravity of the 
situation. True: “we believe the science…” (hard scientific facts do not change).  

• Abnormal incentive and pressure from government and media to receive this vaccine 
indicate the possibility of ULTERIOR MOTIVE – especially while other known public 
health threats eclipse the COVID-19 threat (drunk driving, diabetes, and the like).  

• Absent scientific, peer-reviewed papers showing this particular vaccination is safe and 
effective, there is a lack of hard-scientific affirmation (nor consensus).  

Christians are, then, left to “1 John 4:1” type spiritual discernment: Neither my child, nor 
myself can, in good conscience, take this particular vaccine. 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
6. FORCED/MANDATED VACCINATIONS FOR COVID-19 (SARS COV-2) ARE REPREHENSIBLE AS 
IT VIOLATES INTERNATIONAL LAW AS AN EXPERIMENTAL DRUG (ONLY SOME OF THESE 
VACCINES ARE FDA APPROVED).  As a born-again Christian, when government participates in 
chaos and asks citizens to violate established law, I must yield to conscience.   

A. COVID-19 (SARS COV-2) VACCINES VIOLATE THE GENEVA CONVENTION. 
The “experimental” vaccine itself violates Article 32 of the Geneva Convention.  
Under Article 32 of the 1949 Geneva Convention, “mutilation and medical or scientific 
experiments not required for the medical treatment of a protected person” are 
prohibited. According to Article 147, conducting biological experiments on protected 
persons is a serious breach of the Convention. 
 
B. COVID-19 (SARS COV-2) VACCINES VIOLATE ALL TENANTS OF THE NUREMBERG 
CODE. 
 

• Nuremberg Code # 1 shows: “Voluntary consent is important…” No person 
should be forced to take a medical experiment without informed consent.  



• Nuremberg Code # 2 shows: “Yields with fruitful results that cannot be 
produced by other means…” Gene therapy does not meet the criteria for a 
vaccine and does not offer immunity to the virus. There are other medical 
treatments that give fruitful results against Covid, such as Ivermectin, vitamin D, 
vitamin C, zinc, and strengthened immune system for flu and colds. 

 
• Nuremberg Code # 3 shows: “Basic experiments as a result of animal 

experiments and natural history disease…” This vaccine skipped animal 
experiments and went directly to human experiments.  
 

• Nuremberg Code # 4 shows: “Avoid all unnecessary suffering and injury…” 
Since the launch of the experiment (and as listed under the CDC VAERS reporting 
system) over 4,000 deaths and 50,000 vaccine injuries have been reported in the 
United States. In the EU, more than 7,000 deaths and 365,000 vaccine injuries 
have been reported. This is a grievous violation of this code. 

 
• Nuremberg Code # 5 shows: “No experiment should be performed if there is 

reason to believe that injury or death will occur…” Point 4 incorporated; based 
on fact-based medical data, this vaccine has caused death and injury. Previous 
research on mRNA also shows several risks that have been ignored for this 
current experimental gene experiment.  

 
• Nuremberg Code # 6 shows: “The risk should never exceed the benefit…” Covid-

19 has a recovery rate of 98-99%. Vaccine damage, death, and adverse side 
effects of mRNA gene therapies/ alteration/ interferences far outweigh the 
risk. The use of “leaky” vaccines was banned for agricultural use by the US and 
the EU due to the Marek Chicken study which shows “hot viruses,” and variants 
appear… make the disease even more deadly. Nevertheless, this has been 
ignored for human use by the CDC aware that the risk of new, more deadly 
variants arises from leaky vaccinations. The CDC is fully aware that the use of 
leaky vaccines facilitates the emergence of hotter (more deadly) strains. Recent 
data is clear: Mutations and variants are emerging from the VACCINATED 
POPULATION. Yet they have ignored this when it comes to humans. 

 
• Nuremberg Code # 7 shows: “Preparations must be made for even remote 

possibilities of injury, disability or death…” No preparations were made. This 
vaccine skipped animal experiments. These vaccines are NOT FDA approved. The 
pharmaceutical companies’ own clinical phase 3 studies will not end until 2022/ 
2023 

 
• Nuremberg Code # 8 shows: “Experiments must be carried out by scientifically 

qualified persons…” Politicians, the media, and actors who claim that this is a 
safe and effective vaccine are not qualified. Propaganda is not medical science.  



 
• Nuremberg Code # 9 shows: “Everyone must have the freedom to end the 

experiment at any time…” Despite the call from over 85,000 doctors, nurses, 
virologists, and epidemiologists – the experiment does not end. In fact, there are 
currently many attempts to change laws to enforce vaccine compliance.  

 
• Nuremberg Code # 10 shows: “The researcher must terminate the experiment 

at any time if there is a probable cause for injury or death…” It is clear from 
statistical reporting data that this experiment leads to death and injury.  

______________________________________________________________________________ 
7. I INVOKE MY RIGHT TO PERSONAL EXEMPTIONS IN-KIND WITH MY RELIGIOUS 
CONVICTIONS.  
 
A. PHILOSOPHICAL BELIEFS: 
In this instance, and in other similar instances, I value that which is “natural,” as opposed to 
other synthetic pharmaceutical product. Natural immunity acquired through contracting and 
then fighting off illness is better than acquiring that immunity through vaccination. Hard-
Science shows contracting certain illnesses (like COVID-19 (SARS COV-2)) helps build the 
immune system. With or without illness immunity, and in this case, I would rather cultivate 
immunity through prayer, a healthy diet and lifestyle, rather than by putting experimental (or 
questionable) chemicals into my body. In this situation, would rather seek shelter Biblical 
wisdom on health, and in “JEHOVAH RAPHA” as my Healer, as it is my right to do so.   
 
B. I HAVE A CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT TO REFUSE “TREATMENT” 

1.) UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY V. BOTSFORD, § 141 U.S. 250 (1891) 
“No right is held more sacred, or is more carefully guarded by the common law, than the 
right of every individual to the possession and control of his own person, free from all 
restraint or interference of others, unless by clear and unquestionable authority of law.” 
 
2.) SCHLOENDORFF V. SOCIETY OF NEW YORK HOSPITAL, § 105 N.E. 92 (N.Y. 1914) 
“Every human being of adult years and sound mind has a right to determine what shall 
be done with his own body; and a surgeon who performs an operation without his 
patient's consent commits an assault for which he is liable in damages. This is true 
except in cases of emergency where the patient is unconscious and where it is necessary 
to operate before consent can be obtained.” 
 
3.) WASHINGTON et al. v. GLUCKSBERG et al. (1997) UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT  

“The constitutionally protected right to refuse … was not simply deduced from 
abstract concepts of personal autonomy, but was instead grounded in the 
Nation's history and traditions, given the common law rule that forced 
medication was a battery, and the long legal tradition protecting the decision to 
refuse unwanted medical treatment.”  

And, 



"The Court has often deemed state incursions into the body repugnant to the 
interests protected by the Due Process Clause" 
 

3.) Vaccination is not a universal obligation - and a person must obey his or her own 
conscience. Although I am an Evangelical Christian, I stand with my Catholic brothers 
who have affirmed in their Catechism clearly: “Man has the right to act in conscience 
and in freedom so as personally to make moral decisions. ‘He must not be forced to act 
contrary to his conscience. Nor must he be prevented from acting according to his 
conscience, especially in religious matters.’” 

 
D.) THE RIGHT TO PRIVACY (WHETHER OR NOT I AM VACCINATED) IS SHOWN IN A BROAD 
LEGAL PENUMBRA CAST BY THE FIRST, THIRD, FOURTH, FIFTH, AND NINTH AMENDMENTS, 
WITH COMMON LAW.  
______________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Acts 24:16 NASB “In view of this, I also do my best to MAINTAIN always a BLAMELESS 
CONSCIENCE both before God and before men.” 

And, 
1 Timothy 1:17-19 NLT  “Cling to your faith in Christ, and KEEP YOUR CONSCIENCE 
CLEAR. For some people have deliberately violated their consciences; as a result, their 
faith has been shipwrecked.” 

 
As a born-again believer, it would be willful sin for me to accept the COVID Vaccines offered, 
or wear a mask. I would be violating my body, my beliefs, and my conscience. I thank you for 
respectfully receiving this letter and adhering to my first amendment rights guaranteed as a 
citizen of the United States of America by our great Constitution and reinforced on a state level 
by the Fourteenth Amendment without prejudice.  
 
My child _____________________________________________________________ will not be 
getting the aforementioned immunizations due to religious reasons. 
 
> SIGNED: 
 
X 
 
Employers, Schools, Organizations, and the like who might attempt to defer legal counsel (authoritative decisions/ 
or representation) to County, State, Federal – or other – counsel in lieu of direct representation for themselves or 
their organization in attempt to block this religious exemption fully expose themselves:  
See attached document from The Liberty Counsel, a litigation, education, and public policy organization.  
  ATTACHMENT: Memo on COVID Vaccination Mandates from the LIBERTY COUNSEL 
  READ: Religious Freedom Restoration Act (RFRA), 42 U.S.C. § 2000bb–1 (2018)  



 



 



 



 
 


