
Extrapolating the data: Week 6

Going by the UK government figures, the effectiveness of the 3rd dose is falling over 12%
per week. As of right now, with the data from week 6 of the 2022 vaccine report published,
by every metric, unvaccinated people are better off than each vaccinated dose category.

That is not the impression you get when you see the cases per 100,000 chart. It implies the
3 dose group has a level of protection much greater than unvaccinated. I am going to show,
through extrapolating the data, that the cases per 100,000 stats are either fabricated, or
hiding the fact that the majority of the cases are in the dose 1 and 2 group. That means that
if the 1 and 2 dose group are performing so poorly, the conclusion would be that protection
wanes heavily, and the same will happen to the 3 dose group in a matter of time. Therefore
there is no need to get one dose at all.

This also is a big reason why you should not be looking at cases per 100,000 when talking
about effectiveness. As it is flawed. We will look at the pure data after analysing why the
cases per 100,000 chart is wrong.

https://www.statista.com/statistics/281208/population-of-the-england-by-age-group/ This
source shows the population by age group. Because the case numbers in the UK
government report split the lower age groups differently (splitting groups at age 20 instead of
age 18 like the government document does), we will only be calculating what age groups we
know is true from these figures.

With this population data, case data, and the figures they give for unvaccinated and 3 dose
cases per 100,000, we can work out what the cases per 100,000 are for doses 1 and 2
combined. We cannot determine the numbers for 1 and 2 doses separately, but this is still
good enough to notice something isn’t correct.

We will be extrapolating the data for the “Deaths after 60 days” category.

For how we work this out, we get the number of the population from the age groups
represented in the statistica chart.

We know, because the government published it, the cases, and the cases per 100,000.

To find out the population of the age group being represented for unvaccinated and for the 3
dose groups, we can divide 100,000 by the cases per 100,000 and multiply it by the cases
given.

This will leave us with a remaining population unrepresented in these figures. That
remaining population goes under cases in dose 1 and dose 2.

And we know the cases of dose 1 and 2 thanks to the figures given, so we have to combine
them. With this we can work out the cases per 100,000 using the remaining population
unrepresented, and the cases of 1 and 2 combined.

This is what it looks like for ages 30-39:

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/1054071/vaccine-surveillance-report-week-6.pdf
https://www.statista.com/statistics/281208/population-of-the-england-by-age-group/


30-39

total of pop 7562861
pop per
category % of pop

u 36 1.3 2769231 36.62

1 6

2 32

1+2 38 3.4 1126964 14.90

3 11 0.3 3666667 48.48

Using their figures. We find the cases per 100,000 for dose 1 and 2 combined work out to
be 3.4.  Two and a half times higher than zero doses.

And that is a forgiving age group.

This is what is shown when we do each age group available to us (30 upward is what is
available, as explained above).

week 6

0 1+2 3

30-39 1.3 3.4 0.3

40-49 3.4 14.7 0.8

50-59 12.2 71.9 1.7

60-69 37.3 225.2 5.5

70-79 104.1 991.4 17.6

80+ 323.5 535.8 102.8

In every age group, the dose 1 and 2 together are having higher cases per 100,000. Which
means either the cases per 100,000 are fabricated, or it proves the vaccine becomes a
detriment as time goes on as its effectiveness wanes.

So we know now not to pay attention to the cases per 100,000. So how do we see the real
data?

The best way to calculate effectiveness is by pure representation. The government
document reports the percentage of the population for each dose group. So we can see
using the case numbers what representation a group has as a percentage of total cases for
each category.

For example, if 30% of the population (no dose) are represented as 90% of the total cases.
You can conclude they’re being over represented as a group by a ratio of 3:1 and that would
prove vaccine effectiveness.  Spoiler: That’s not what the data shows.



This is the best way to see the data, because the group percentages are changing week on
week. Viewing the data on a percentage vs representation basis helps account for this
change.  It’s dynamic.

To work out what percentage of the population is in each category. That seems obvious, but
I have not seen it mentioned yet in an article. If 69.2% of the population have had one dose
(as of this writing), then we know 30.8% are left without a dose. We know that 64.4% of the
population have moved to dose 2, so we are left with 4.8% on dose one.

We see that 49.7% of the population have taken the 3rd dose, so dose 2 is no longer
represented by 64.4% of the population, what we are left with is 14.7% as the real 2 dose
number.

We can now determine what representation each dose group has in each category.

If we were trying to prove a vaccine’s effectiveness, we would want to see less
representation for that group in the statistics. And as a result would also expect to see an
increased representation by the people that haven’t had a dose. So for a 30.8% population,
we want to be seeing a number greater than 30.8% in the cases we are looking at. That
would show us a positive vaccine effectiveness.

For the first week of January 2022 they hid the dose 3 stats. For that week, it made it look
like vaccines were really working, as they had hidden the 3rd dose numbers in the total and
didn’t give it a separate column. I have extrapolated their representation from that week.
From week 2, dose 3 numbers are accounted for in the government reports.

Here is the data for the categories “deaths after 28 days” and “deaths after 60 days”.

Dose % of pop 28 Day Deaths % Represented Ratio

0 30.8 911 15.34 0.5:1

1 4.8 200 3.37 0.7:1

2 14.7 1631 27.47 1.87:1

3 49.7 3196 53.82 1.08:1

This is what the data shows: Going left to right, the population with zero doses is 30.8%, the
deaths after 28 days in this group is 911 and they account for 15.34% of the total deaths for
that category. That brings us to the Ratio column. Ratio is worked out by the percentage of
the population divided by it’s percentage of representation. A Ratio of 1:1 would mean an
equal representation. In the case of vaccines being effective, you want the Ratio to be as
low as possible. If Ratio is higher, then it means that group is accounting for more cases
than what their population should represent. Because 30.8% of the population are only



showing 15.34% of the total deaths after 28 days, they are under-represented. And the Ratio
shows us how under-represented they are.

This shows us that the dose 2 group is twice as represented in deaths in this deaths per 28
days category, and for the first time, as predicted last week, the dose 3 group are over
represented.

The deaths after 60 days category is no different.

Dose % of pop 60 Day Deaths % Represented Ratio

0 30.8 1077 14.98 0.49:1

1 4.8 236 3.28 0.68:1

2 14.7 2036 28.32 1.93:1

3 49.7 3840 53.41 1.07:1

The data above is based on the statistics for the current week, but if we look at the change in
Ratio based on the previous 4 weeks data we can see a startling trend.

28 days

week 0 1 2 3

1 0.94:1 0.72:1 2.54:1 0.55:1

2 0.85:1 0.78:1 2.42:1 0.67:1

3 0.71:1 0.77:1 2.28:1 0.82:1

4 0.6:1 0.74:1 2.09:1 0.95:1

5 0.5:1 0.7:1 1.87:1 1.08:1

This table shows that as the weeks continue, the zero dose group are reducing in their
representation of cases. And as of 2 weeks ago they are the best performing group in this
category, and continue to perform better week on week.

That’s not what you want to hear if you’re proclaiming vaccine effectiveness.

Even worse is the speed at which dose 3’s representation is increasing. They are now
over-represented in these figures. And that will only reduce representation in the other
groups.  I still assume this will see an even more reduced factor in the zero dose group.

It’s the same story for “deaths after 60 days”



60 days

week 0 1 2 3

1 0.87:1 0.68:1 2.68:1 0.56:1

2 0.78:1 0.74:1 2.6:1 0.67:1

3 0.69:1 0.75:1 2.4:1 0.8:1

4 0.57:1 0.74:1 2.18:1 0.94:1

5 0.49:1 0.68:1 1.93:1 1.07:1

In this category the 0 dose group are still the best performing group. This also shows that in
5 weeks dose 3 has gone from the lowest represented group to being over-represented.
And projections aren’t looking good for something which is meant to improve a person’s
defence to a virus.

Conclusion: 1) Don’t believe the per 100,000 numbers, and if you do, remember it means
that dose 1 and 2 are showing very large numbers. They’re either false, or prove
vaccinations wane to the point of being a detriment.

2) Don’t believe people when they say the vaccine works. At the time of this writing, by
every metric, it isn’t working. And the data is showing that it will continually degrade in
performance.


