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Recent years, the words “mind control abuse and toure” and “target individual” appears frequently on line.
Thousands of people in groups or individually criesattention to the abuses and tortures with electromgnetic
mind control technologies through internet and allother channels. The scale of the ongoing crimeslerge, and
hidden. People are asking for the worldwide attentin and an international investigation of enormous himan
rights violations that are silently taking place waldwide at this moment.

Abstract:

One of the twenty-first century’s greatest violasoof human rights is the proliferationof mind
control technologies and their accompanying abus# tarture. Thousands of innocent victims
across the globe have become activists for theadom.

Electromagnetic mind control technologies are weapahich use electromagnetic waves to
hijacka person’s brain and nervous system and stmendividual’s sense of control over their own
thinking, behavior, emotions or decision makingisTérticle is a brief introduction to mind control
technologies, the grave situation of hidden mindtad abuses and tortures, and victims,
includingSoleilmavis Liu, whose work is to exposéndhcontrol technologies and their torturous
abuses, and to urge governments worldwide to imgast and halt these egregious violations of
human rights.
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Introduction

Thousands of people in groups or individually cragention to the abuses and tortures with
electromagnetic mind control technologies througflernet and all other channels. The scale of the
ongoing crimes is large, and hidden. People arengsfor the worldwide attention and an
international investigation of enormous human gghiolations that are silently taking place
worldwide at this moment.

This article will briefly introduce mind control ¢anologies, current data of mind control
victims, Soleilmavis’ case summary, and their wookexpose mind control abuse and torture.
Soleilmavis’ case summary and her work will hoplgfldring more public awareness to the secret
crimes of mind control abuses and tortures.

Brief introduction of mind control technologies

Mind control technologies are weapons which usecteaic microchip implants,
nanotechnologies, microwaves and/or electromagmnetices to subvert an individual's sense of
control over their own thinking, behavior, emotiamsdecision making by attacking the brain and
nervous system. The development of these methatiteahnologies has a long history.

1.Nazi Wonder Drug



Nazi researchers used concentration camp inmatest@ cocaine-based “wonder drug” they
hoped would enhance the performance of German drobfamburg-based criminologist Wolf
Kemper believed that D-I1X pills were Hitler’s lasecret development. The so-called Experiment
D-IX started in November of the year 1944 in Saohseisen concentration camp. The results of all
those tests inspired their initiators to supply>Odrug to the entire Nazi Army. However, they fdile
to launch the mass production of the substance.dllies’ victories at both fronts in winter and
spring of in 1945 resulted in the collapse of treziN‘egime. The absurd dream of the wonder drug
was crushed. [1]

According to the “Want to Know” information siteAfter the end of World War 1l, German
scientists were held in a variety of detainment gaurby the allies. In 1946, President Truman
authorized Project Paperclip to exploit Germanrg@ées for American research, and to deny these
intellectual resources to the Soviet Union.” Somygorts bluntly pointed out that they were “ardent
Nazis.” They were considered so vital to the “Caldr” effort that they would be brought into the
US and Canada. Some of these experts had parédipamurderous medical experiments on human
subjects at concentration camps. A 1999 repotiecSenate and the House said “between 1945 and
1955; 765 scientists, engineers, and techniciame Ww@ught to the US under Paperclip and similar
programs.” Bluebird Repork

2. Mk-ultra, America’s Central Intelligence Agency mind control project.

The Central Intelligence Agency's Fact Batétes the NSC (National Security Council) and the
CIA were established under the provisions of thédwal Security Act of 1947. In December 1947,
the NSC held its first meeting. James Forresta, Secretary of Defense, pushed for the CIA to
begin a “secret war” against the Soviets. Forrissiaitiative led to the execution of psychological
warfare operations (psy-ops) in Europe. CIA pergsbvere not opposed to working with Nazi
doctors who had proven to be proficient in breakihg mind and rebuilding it. In some cases,
military bases were used to hide these covertitiesv It was decided that the communist threat was
an issue that took priority over constitutionahiig

One of the areas to be investigated by the CIA Masl Control. The CIA's human behavior
control program was chiefly motivated by percei8aliet, Chinese, and North Korean use of mind
control techniques. Under the protection of “nagilorsecurity,” many other branches of the
government also took part in the study of this afdee CIA originated its first program in 1950
under the name BLUEBIRD, which in 1951, after Canachd Britain had been included, was
changed to ARTICHOKE. MKULTRA officially began in9%3. Technically it was closed in 1964,
but some of its programs remained active under MKSEH well into the seventies. In 1973, tipped
off about forthcoming investigations, CIA Direct®ichard Helms ordered the destruction of any
MKULTRA records. MC 10, 17

There is an overwhelming body of evidence that iconsf the existence of Mk-ultra. More than
250 people who claim they were the victims of “bhvaashing” by America’s Central Intelligence
Agency were set to win a multimillion dollar ledadttle for compensation. Nine already had each
received $67,000 (£33,500) compensation from tlyeaggncy, which had admitted to settingup an
operation codenamed MK-Ultra during the Cold Walike Parker,CIA’s Bourne Identity Plot
(Mkultra), Express.co.uk, July 8, 2007] [2]



3. Implantable electronic chip mind control

Many researchers, using nanotechnologies had deelamplantable electronic chips that
established new nerve connections in parts of the ldhat controlled movement or even altered
emotion and thought. Researchers at the UniveasityWashington (UW) had been working on an
implantable electronic chip that might help essiblnew nerve connections in the part of the brain
that controlled movement. Their study, to be puiddsin the November 2, 2006, edition of Nature,
showed such a device could induce brain change®irkeys lasting more than a week (Leila Gray,
Tiny Electronic Chip, Interacting with the Brain,ddifies Pathways for Controlling Movement
University of Washington News, October 24, 2008). |

On March 18, 2008, the Central Intelligence Agenesponded in writing to a Larson Media
Freedom of Information Act request. The documerstldsed that the CIAs use of biomedical
intellectual property developed at the Alfred MaRoundation, Second Sight LLC, Advanced
Bionics, and under Naval Space Warfare (SPAWAR Yreah #N6600106C8005, was “currently and
properly classified pursuant to an executive ordehe interest of national security,” and applied
the CIA Director’s “statutory obligation to proteftom disclosure, intelligence sources and methiods.
The technology, developed under the DARPA program3ony Tether, Col. Geoffrey Ling and
N.I.H programs of William Heetderks, had been prtad as a Defense “Special Access Programl”
(SAP), which was the official terminology for a duak project.” The research had resulted in
implantable devices that were millimeter and subimeter in size, could be surreptitiously
implanted (and had been fabricated in a mannetthieadevices could not be detected or localized by
clinical medical or radiology techniques), and pded a shocking amount of surveillance capability
regarding a subject’s activities, which might ird#uwisual and auditory biofeedback data.

Additionally, the devices were capable of delivgriastosterone or any other biological agent.

4. Voice to Skull Technologies

Artificial microwave voice-to-skull transmission wauccessfully demonstrated by researcher
Dr. Joseph Sharp in 1973, announced at a semindwedt/niversity of Utah in 1974, and in the
journal “American Psychologistn the March 1975 issue, the article was titlddicrowaves and
Behaviof by Dr. Don Justesen (1975). [4]

In 2002, the US Air Force Research Laboratory gatéprecisely such a device: “a nonlethal
weapon which includes (1) a neuro-electromagneticog, which broadcast sound into the skull of
persons or animals by way of pulse-modulated miaex@wadiation; and (2) a silent sound device,
which can transmit ultrasound (above human heairirig)the skull of mammals.” NOTE: The sound
modulation might be voice or audio subliminal mgesa One application of voice-to-skull uses was
an electronic scarecrow to frighten birds in thanity of airports. [5]

5. Mind reading technologies
A team of world-leading neuroscientists has devetioa powerful technique that allowed them
to look deep inside a person’s brain, and to raad tntentions before they act.

The research broke controversial new ground innsists’ ability to probe people’s minds and
eavesdrop on their thoughts, ethically to be conmdhin its technology and applications.



“Using the scanner, we could look around the bfairthis information and read out something
that from the outside, there is no way you possdayld tell is in there. It is like shining a torch
around, looking for writing on a wall,” said JohrylBn Haynes at the Max Planck Institute for
Human Cognitive and Brain Sciences in Germany i@72@vho led the study with colleagues at
University College London and Oxford University.

In 2011, neuroscientists at the University of Gahia Berkeley put electrodes inside the skulls
of brain surgery patients to monitor informatioarfr their temporal lobe, which was involved in the
processing of speech and images. As the patieahéd to someone speaking, a computer program
analysed how the brain processed and reproducesdius they had heard.

The scientists believed the technique could alsauded to read and report what they were
thinking of saying next.

In the journalPlos Biology they wrote that it took attempts at mind readiodga whole new
level.”

Harvard’'s Buckner won the Alzheimer’s award fordieg our minds in 2011. Researchers had
shown a capability to read a subject’s mind by retyomeasuring their brain activity. This
technique could even extract information from indibals, who were unaware of themselves. [6]

Those mind reading technologies use EEC with degpadf neurological signals remotely with
or without an implant through satellite or througk Mobile transmission towers. The following
data was from NASAs Jet Propulsion Lab, “The sewigy of our deep-space tracking antennas
located around the world is truly amazing. The anés must capture Voyager information from a
signal so weak that the power striking the anteisnanly 10 exponent -16 watts (1 part in 10
guadrillion). A modern-day electronic digital watoperates at a power level 20 billion times greater
than this feeble level.”

Scientists believed the weak radio emission oflaaccentimeter of brain matter was within the
detectable limits of the satellite. It was techtlic@ossible for a satellite to detect your thougght
emotions and perceptions, and pass that informédi@ncomputer for interpretation. [7]

6.Patents of Mind Control Technologies
Many patents had indicated the existence of mimdrobtechnologies, such as:

USP # 6,729,337 (May 4, 2004), Sony owned a pd&t8ahy Brain Waves Manipulation By
Ultrasound” for an “ultrasound array” that supposedly stimedhtyour brain waves to simulate
sensory experiences causing its users to expermneds, tastes and even touch without external
stimuli.

USP # 6,488,617 (December 3, 200Rervous System Manipulation by EM Fields from
Monitors.

7. More evidence to prove the existence of mind ctal technologies.
There is sufficient evidence to prove the existesfomind control technologies. | will only give
a few as example.



Microwave Irradiation of the U.S. Embassy in Moscosview of its history and studies to
determine whether or not related health defectsevexperienced by employees assigned in the
period, 1953-1977,prepared at the request of Howatd Cannon, chairman, Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, United St&enate, published in 1979 by U.S.
Government Printing Office in Washington, discldsat since 1952, the Soviet government began
directing microwave beams at the U.S. embassy iaddw.

A study funded by th®efense Advanced Research Projects Agemay perfected the art of
using electrical signals to manipulate the coloraosquid’s iridescent skin over the entire color
spectrum.The Marine Biological Laboratoryn Massachusetts carried out the research.[8)d¥ t
could manipulate animals, they could manipulate d&msrtoo.

A former KGB officer has divulged secrets of speerand control techniques that security
services in developed nations used during and tifée€old War, a Russian government daily said in
December 2006.

General Boris Ratnikov, who served in the KGB dapant for Moscow and the Moscow
Region, told RossiiskayaGazeta that people in powad resorted to various methods of
manipulating individuals’ thoughts since anciemds and that it was hardly surprising that secret
services adopted the practice when it acquiredeatiic foundation in the twentieth century.

In the mid-eighties, about fifty research institit@ the Soviet Union studied remote mind
control techniques backed by substantial governnamding, but all such research efforts were
halted with the demise of the Soviet empire indghdy nineties.

Ratnikov, who subsequently served as deputy heddtlan senior consultant at the Federal
Guard Service from 1991 to 1997, said his departwas in charge of safeguarding top officials in
post-Soviet Russia against any external influemctheir sub-conscious.

The general stated emphatically that he and hisaglies had never manipulated the minds of
the then president, Boris Yeltsin, or of economatormer YegorGaidar, but claimed to have used
mind-reading to save Russia’s first president dedcountry from a war with China.

Yeltsin had planned to visit Japan in 1992, butniRat/'s department detected attempts to
“program” the president’s mind, to make him give #uril Islands back to Japan. The move would
have led to demands from China that it regaindigputed territories from Russia as well, a conflic
that could have sparked a war between the two heigh Yeltsin, therefore, was forced to cancel the
trip.

Another of the general’'s revelations is that sewifficials in Western Europe and the United
States unwittingly provided information to his dap@ent, which was able to read their minds thanks
to Soviet-era scientific achievements.

In the early nineties, Ratnikov and his colleagtsesinned” the mind of new U.S. Ambassador
Robert Strauss to see that the embassy buildingiosa equipment to exert psychotronic influence
on Moscow residents but, according to the gengrahd been deactivated. [9]
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Research into electromagnetic spectrums weaponddwd secretly carried out in the US and
Russia since the fifties. Plans to introduce theesuweapons were announced quietly in March 2012
by Russian Defense Minister Anatoly Serdyukov,illinf a little-noticed election campaign pledge
by president-elect Putin. Mr. Serdyukov said, “Tdex¥elopment of weaponry based on new physics
principles - Direct Energy weapons, Geophysicalpoes, Wave-energy weapons, Genetic weapons,
Psychotronic weapons, and so on - is part of tleesharms procurement programme for
2011-2020."110]

There was no doubt that, notwithstanding that gawents still covered-up the development
and research of mind control technologies, the gowent owned advanced technologies, which
could read mankind thoughts remotely and subvelindividual's sense of control over their own
thinking, behavior, emotions or decision making ditacking the brain and nervous system with
electromagnetic frequencies.

As early as 1998, scientists had warned that thér@oand manipulation of a human brain was
a terrifying possibility. Lieutenant Colonel Timgti.. Thomas, US Army (ret), published an article
in the military journalParametersvhich likened the mind to a new battlefield. Heotpd a Russian
army major in relation to weapons that affectedrtiied, “It is completely clear that the state, whic
is first to create such weapons, will achieve inpamable superiority.” Thomas expressed concern
about “information dominance,” though he stoppearsbf the moral implicationsTi{mothy L. Thomas,
The Mind Has No FirewalParametersSpring 1998, pp. 84-9411]

Mr. Peter Phillips, Lew Brown and Bridget Thorntaaised high concerns of human rights
violations implemented with electromagnetic spaasuveapons in the articl&JS Electromagnetic
Weapons and Human RigHitéPeter Phillips, Lew Brown and Bridget Thorntai Electromagnetic Weapons and
Human RightsDecember 2006[12]

Carole Smith, a British psychoanalyst, in recerdrgenas been openly critical of government
use of intrusive technology on non-consenting erig in the articleDiagnosis Psychosis in Light
of Mind Invasive Technology - On the Need for Neiteffa of Diagnosis of Psychosis in the Light
of Mind Invasive Technolody

The European ParliameA#-0005/199%aragraph 27 called for a worldwide ban on weapons
that might enable “any form” of the “manipulatiohfrmiman beings.” [13]

USA Representative Dennis Kucinich introduced HiR. 2977(2001), which was referred to
the Committee on Science, and in addition to then@dtees on Armed Services, and International
Relations, for a period to be subsequently detezthiny the speaker, in each case for consideration
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdictiohthe committee concerned.

H.R. 2977(2001) preserved the cooperative, peaceful usespate for the benefit of all
humankind by permanently prohibiting the basingnafapons in space by the United States, and
required the President to take action to adoptiemdement a world treaty banning space-based
weapons.



In this bill, the terms “weapon” and “weapons systeincluded a device capable of the
following: “directing a source of energy, includimgolecular or atomic energy, subatomic particle
beams, electromagnetic radiation, plasma, or exetow frequency (ELF) or ultralow frequency
(ULF) energy radiation, against that object,” “thghh the use of land-based, sea-based, or
space-based systems using radiation, electromagmestychotronic, sonic, laser, or other energies
directed at individual persons or targeted popoitetifor the purpose of information war, mood
management, or mind control of such persons or lptipus.”

The United Nations Institute for Disarmament ReslegitUNIDIR) formally listed a special
category of psychotronic (psycho = “mind” &tronic%electronic”’) mind control and other
electromagnetic resonance weapons in their 2004daM@dide to Disarmament. [14]

Reported stories about people who claimed that thewere mind control victims

There are many reported stories about people whkie biimed that they were tortured and
harassed by remote voice-to-skull and electromagnehd control technologies. Most of the public
including media labeled them as conspiracy thexrigt mentally ill persons. Their stories were
regarded as conspiracy work.

In the days and weeks before authorities say hetshae people at the Florida State University
library and was then gunned down by TallahasseegdMyron May posted a video about mind
control to Facebook, and earlier an image of a Godbgsiness card with the words “Targeted
individual.” He also posted a video of former pssg®nal wrestler and Minnesota Governor Jesse
Ventura interviewing a man who claims to have @datechnology that allows the federal
government to control people’s minds.

Jimmy Shao of Sacramento, California, was arrefdectalling 911 more than one hundred
times in one month in May 2013. Shao said he waoldstop until Congress investigates the shadow
government who use satellites to control his mimdi laody.

Jared Loughner, 23, who accused of shooting a Wi§reeaswoman in Arizona and killing six
others on January 8, 2011, claimed that he wasgbeimd-controlled. Fayette woman Angela
Modispaw claimed she heard voices telling her lichier mother in 2009.

Another suspected victim, Honduras’ fallen leadeld tThe Miami Herald he was being
subjected to mind-altering gas and radiation - #mak “Israeli mercenaries” are planning to
assassinate him.

Ronald Morgan, 18, a teenage high school dropouwt teld investigators he was acting on
God's orders confessed to beating his father téhdedh a baseball bat on May 27, 2001. Morgan
said God had told him in a dream to kill his paseMichael Robert Lawrence, accused of murdering
a vacuum cleaner salesman in Waialua, said he was“mission” to kill people and chop up their
bodies after voices commanded him to do so, a syt testified on April 3, 2001. T.J.

Richard Scott Baumhammers, 34, was arrested Frifayl 28, 2000, following a shooting
rampage that left five dead and one seriously @guin the Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania area.
Baumhammers told a psychiatrist that he could peaple talking about him, and it interfered with
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his work.

Solomon, 15, allegedly opened fire on other stuglemtHeritage High School on August 10,
1999. He heard voices telling him to do strangeg$j but they were robotic voices, not human
voices.

Tami Stainfield is a woman with evidence that pggbe and others are victims of predictive
analytics robotics and human logistics. She claithed “we are tortured, hostages, and slaves to a
network of technology void from identification armfotection.”She had filed as a “no party”
candidate in 2012 for the Presidency of the UnB&tes.

On February 28, 2011, many mind control victims vided statements to Presidential
Commission for the Study of Bioethical Issues aneeting in Washington, DC.

These were only a very few reported stories fromymactims all over the world. The majority
of victims’ stories had been ignored by the medid e public.

Current data about mind control victims

Since 2006, many people who claimed to be mindrobntctims started connecting through
the Internet, working together to write countlesttdrs to government departments, social
communities, human rights organizations, the madathe general public. Some victims organized
some demonstrations in their countries and filemdrtlawsuits. Some victims organized meetings to
meet together to discuss how to fight well. Sonatiwis placed advertisements in major newspapers.
Victims also launched worldwide conference calls.

Mind Control abuse and torture is becoming a larggure worldwide. So far, USA, Europe, and
China are the most impacted areas. At least mae $H000 victims in each of these areas have
complained about being attacked by voice-to-sknll alectromagnetic mind control technologies.
There are also many victims in other countrieslugiog over 200 in Russia, over 100 in India, and
over 100 in Japan.

According to an anonymous survey (result on Decerh®e2009) for 296 mind control victims
all over the world, including 130 females and 16&les, 71.29% of all victims had completed a
college degree, with 13.86% of all victims attagmanMaster or a Doctor degree. [15]

Their Ages weran-20: 13 (4.39%); 21-30: 64 (21.62%); 31-40: 89.88%); 41-50: 70 (23.65%); 51-60: 42
(14.19%); 61-70: 15 (5.07%); above 70: 5 (1.69%).

Year Torture Began1970-1980: 29 (9.80%); 1981-1990: 40 (13.51%); 18995: 34 (11.49%); 1996: 18
(6.08%); 1997: 5 (1.69%); 1998: 11 (3.72%); 19992M3%); 2000: 16 (5.41%); 2001: 17 (5.74%); 200R:(5.07%);
2003: 12 (4.05%); 2004: 21 (7.09%); 2005: 15 (5.D72606: 17 (5.74%); 2007: 11 (3.72%); 2008: 23 TPb).

Ages when they were aware of being a target0: 69 (23.31%); 21-30: 92 (31.08%); 31-40: 49
(16.55%); 41-50: 59 (19.93%); 51-60: 21 (7.09%):7®1 5 (1.69%); above 70: 1 (0.34%).

The possible reasons victims believed they becatasyat were:
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(1) Government Secret Human Experiments or Scientistfofming Secret Human Experiments supported by
Government (58.11%);

(2) Scientists Performing Secret Human Experiment (3563

(3) Government Secret War (33.45%);

(4) Secret Political persecution (32.77%);

(5) Terrorist violence (22.97%);

(6) Misuse of weapons by government corruption (45.27%)

The symptoms victims experienced as a possiblét rafstinis technology:
(1) Hot and Cold Flashes 148 50.00%

(2) Nausea 151 51.01%

(3) Severe sweating 119 40.20%

(4) Induced Sleep 193 65.20%

(5) Sleep deprivation 233  78.72%

(6) Extreme Fatigue 203 68.58%

(7) Blurred Vision 170 57.43%

(8) Sensations of pain in internal organs 183 61.82%

(9) Sensations of pain in backbone, arms, legs, andlesi$74 58.78%
(10) Numbness and tingling, Paresthesias, Loss of sensbd4  48.65%
(11) Muscle Cramps /Spasms/tension 167 56.42%

(12) Sudden Headaches 189 63.85%

(13) Irregular Heartbeat 180 60.81%

(14) False Heart Attacks 115 38.85%

(15) Tooth Pain 149 50.34%

(16) Diarrhea. 131 44.26%

(17) Acute inflammation/autoimmunity reactions 75 283

(18) Autoimmune disorders like Fibromyalgia 50 16.89%

(19) Urinary tract infections 53  17.91%

(20) Skin problems and skin irritations 149 50.34%

(21) Change in growing of hair and nails 95 32.09%

(22) Female problems which eventually lead to hysteregt24 8.11%
(23) Cancer 13 4.39%

(24) Fevers 68 22.97%

(25) Flulike Symptoms /Sneezing 126 42.57%

(26) Dizziness or Loss of Balance 164 55.41%

(27) Sudden loss of consciousness 91  30.74%

(28) Benign or Malignant Tumors 24 8.11%

(29) Sensation of Electric Current Running throughBloely 161 54.39%
(30) Induced Thoughts/ telepathic communication, messd§1 64.53%
(31) Hearing “voices” (reception of auditory acoustieapon transmissions or similar) 201  67.91%
(32) Seeing "Holograms" 124 41.89%

(33) Dream Manipulation 211  71.28%

(34) Artificial Emotions (induced fear, anger, shanwg, hate, sadness) 201  67.91%
(35) Sudden “unexpected" Sexual Arousal 159 53.72%

(36) Genital manipulation 163 55.07%

(37) Induced Smells 154 52.03%



(38) Sudden extreme moodswings (depression - euphoti) 47.97%

(39) Induced pleasure-aversion reactions towards penpibjects 133  44.93%

(40) Making you say things (forced speech) 135 45.61%

(41) General behaviour control in some situations 149.66%

(42) Manipulation of Memory (forgetting/rememberingfsen memories) 199 67.23%
(43) Remote steering of eye movements 114 38.51%

(44) Remote steering of body movements/motor contr6él 122.57%

(45) Virtual reality experiences while awake 104 38414

50.34% of all victims have been forced to acceptcpstric treatment, the length of being
forced to accept psychiatric treatment were:

(1) 1-3 months 66 22.30%

(2) 4-6 months 12 4.05%

(3) 7-12 months 4 1.35%

(4) 1year 10 3.38%

(5) 2-3years 17 5.74%

(6) 4-5years 11 3.72%

(7)6-8years 9 3.04%

(8)9-10years 1 0.34%

(9) above 10 years 20 6.76%

All victims claimed that the psychiatric treatmeind not have any therapeutic effect.

Soleilmavis’ Case summary of Mind Control abuse andorture

Soleilmavis is a Chinese citizen, born and raise@hina, who was first attacked in December,
2001 when she was studying for a Master’s Degre®ustralia. At the time she was unfamiliar with
remote electromagnetic weapons which can contmokiting, behavior, emotions or decision making
by attacking the brain and nervous system. Evelyfisdie would come to learn of these technologies
that are being secretly used or covered by govemtsneorldwide to control and harass the
populace.

Noticeable effects started with some noises (whisgevoices) which she heard from the floor
below her or from the neighbors’ houses. The opfemple who lived in the same house could not
hear them. Soon she started to experience a witktywaf symptoms.

Majority of the symptoms were: pain all over thedipostomach pain, toothaches, headaches,
involuntary hand tremors, inability to stand firmdy her legs, alternation of cold and hot sensation
excessive perspiration,high fevers, constipatiaacé and piss incontinence,sexual harassment, sleep
deprivation, dream manipulation, artificial emotofinduced fear, anger, shame, joy, hate, sadness),
andmanipulation of memory (forgetting/rememberiogden memories). Torturers also can make her
say things (forced speech).All those symptoms waliddppear without any medical treatment, or
sometimes, a pain would persist, even if she hatgtmedication.

She was like a little trapped marionette being dled by invisible strings. Some unknown
people held the strings and controlled her actispsaking, walking, eating, sleeping, and even her
thoughts and emotions.
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On April 5, 2002, she left Australia, and went tortg Kong, Thailand, Shanghai andNew
Zealand, but could not escape the harassment atletoWhen she was in Hong Kong, her brain
was controlled by voice-to-skull and remote eletagnetic mind control technologies, and she was
taken into the US Embassy in HongKong. It was ggeathat there were so many Security Guards
outside the US Embassy, but nobody stopped heskadaher anything.

During the past years, Soleilmavis worked hardxjeose mind control technologies and their
torturous abuses, and urge governments worldwidievestigate and halt these egregious violations
of human rights.She wrote her bookwelve Years in the Grave - Mind Control with Electagnetic
Spectrums, the Invisible Modern Concentration Catopet the public know details of her story.She
and other victims in her network have started aceded campaign against secret mind control
weapons abuse and torture. They are demandingtemational investigation into these crimes
which constitute immense violations of the UniteakiNns’ Universal Declaration of Human Rights.

Provided the fact that her brain was remotely ailei by voice-to-skull and electromagnetic
mind control technologies, and she was taken imo4S Embassy in Hong Kong, she urges the US
government to investigate her case. She also exjthe cooperation and support of the governments
of Australia and China, and requests assistanee the United Nations and other governments in
investigating her case. She wishes the public hefgo urge governments to take immediate actions.

Conclusions

It can be seen that mind control weapons are vesieldped and they are being used secretly to
torture and harass innocent citizens. Many victiange currently working in conjunction with
Soleilmauvis to start a worldwide campaign agaiestat mind control weapons abuse and torture.

In this research, the following conclusions werachesd:

1) Many countries have developed various types iofdnaontrol methods: drugs, microchips,
nanotechnologies and electromagnetic waves. Cbelsketgovernments also introduce legislation to
regulate the use of such weapons?

2) Effective laws and other measures from our gowents need to be enacted to prevent the
misuse of such weapons.

3) In the event of misuse of such weapons, govenhnméervention is required to protect the
victims’ and prosecute torturers to the fullesteextof the law.

It is hoped that this paper will bring about pubfiwrareness and solutions to mind control
weapons abuse and torture.
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