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Re NOTICE OF PRE-SUIT MEDIATON REQUEST

Greetings,

The Higley County School District (school) is requiring certain medical interventions as
a condition of access to the public school system, specifically, wearing masks, keeping a six-
foot distance between students, partitions, collecting vital statistics such as body temperature
and tissue samples for testing.  The school claims, or is participating in the claim, that there is
a “public health emergency” and the people funding the school, its beneficiaries, claim the
school is fraudulently and negligently using  public funds.

The Higley County School District has no funding for these activities, or is fraudulently
using emergency funds  for these purposes.

The  parents  and  students  are  giving  this  final  notice  before  seeking  an  injunction
against the school.  Higley County School  District has 21 days from  the date of this notice to
respond to the following questions.  Failure to respond will constitute default and a waiver of
any immunity from being sued.

1)  The school has failed to identify any medical necessary for the interventions.  What
scientific evidence does Higley have that would demonstrate any medical necessity for the
medical interventions?

2)  The school has failed to identify any medical efficacy for the interventions, especially
when  the  manufacturers  of  these  masks  include  a  disclaimer  on  the  packaging  material
stating that the masks are not intended to prevent the spread of disease.  What is the efficacy
for testing when there is no test that is intended to test for any specific pathogen and there is
no  test  that  has  been  subjected  to  clinical  trials  or  approved  by  the  Food  &  Drug
Administration?  What scientific evidence is the school relying upon that has demonstrated
any medical necessity for these medical interventions?

3)  Where is the scientific evidence proving that any virus is a contagious pathogen
in  the first place?



4)  The school has failed to identify any legal authority for its policy changes or actions.
Executive orders are not legally binding on people.  Under what legal authority, legislative
enactment or approval is the school claim to act?

5)  The school  lacks approved funds and resources to engage in activities other than
the  schooling  of  our  children.   By  what  authority  is  the  school  using  public  money  and
resources  to  engage  in  medical  interventions  or  acting  in  the  capacity  of  protecting  the
students or public from a health risk when these actions are not part of its charter?

6)   The  school  has  no  ability  to  indemnify  anyone who  acts  upon  its  medical
intervention against the risks it is  claiming to prevent.  The school is not insurable and  has no
insurance that  would indemnify  students  or  parents who would suffer  any of  the adverse
health consequences that the school is claiming will  be prevented by following its medical
interventions.  When has the school published any insurance binder for the required coverage
of using public school resources to engage in medical interventions affecting the public?

7)  The school has failed to identify any legal authority under which it seeks to impose
these medical interventions as a condition for the use of the public accommodation. The
school  has no legal  or  moral  duty to  protect  the health  of  its  students beyond traditional
hygiene and cleaning practices.

8)  What is the nature of the emergency under which the school purports to act and by
what criteria is there any kind of emergency?  And, if there is such an emergency,  why are
children permitted to return to school at  all?

9)  What legal authority contravenes long-standing property rights regarding informed
consent that would otherwise allow the school to legally ignore the rights to informed consent?
Isn’t the purpose of  “informed  consent” intended to protect  the public health and why is it
now being violated?

10)  When did the school  obtain  the capacity to protect its students from an  epidemic
or  pandemic or  other  public   emergency?  What  resources,  funding,  training,  equipment,
supplies and insurance does the school now have that it did not before possess, and who
funded this and  under what legislative authority?

11)  What laws has the school been exempted from, including but not limited to for
example,  practicing  medicine  without  a  license,  imposing  medical  interventions  without
training or insurance, violating long-standing OSHA safety regulations, violating civil  rights,
etc.?

12)  The school has failed to disclose the amount  of funding it has received under the
guise of any public emergency and has failed to disclose how such money has been allocated
and who approved this funding and  allocation.

13)  No emergency of any kind has been proven to exist; instead, there have been
several  emergency  declarations  by  office  holders  in  the  executive  branch  and  billions  of
dollars have been disbursed because of these declarations, and yet, no emergency has been
proven.

14)   The  school  has  failed  to  confirm  whether  or  not  it  is  participating  in  any
epidemiological experiment and if such experiments have been approved by the Food & Drug
Administration.


