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Dr. Charles Lieber Did Not Create SARS-2. 
But He May Have Weaponized It 

And His Militarized Mind-Control Vaccine is Scary  
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I. An Eye-Popping Arrest 
 

A pioneering nanoscientist and chair of Harvard’s Department of Chemistry 
and Chemical Biology, Dr. Charles Lieber, “major U.S. science star,” was arrested 
by the FBI on January 28, 2020 for a most obscure offence for a man of his world 
renown: alleged failure to disclose financial ties to China.1 Lieber participated in 
American government and Chinese government research programs at the same 
time. The Wuhan University of Technology paid Lieber $1.74 million to establish 
and oversee the WUT-Harvard Joint Nano Laboratory, and they paid him $50, 
000 per month from 2012 and 2017, plus $158,000 living expenses as a “strategic 
scientist” for China.2 At the same time, “Since 2008, Dr. Lieber was heading up 
$15 million in federally funded research, most of which was highly confidential. 
‘The Lieber Research Group’ at Harvard was investigating nanoscience for the 
National Institutes of Health (NIH) and the Department of Defense (DoD).”3 In 
terms of the DoD we should and can be more specific:  The Defense Advanced 

 
1 Department of Justice, “Harvard University Professor and Two Chinese Nationals Charged in 
Three Separate China Related Cases,” Tuesday, January 28, 2020 @ 
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/harvard-university-professor-and-two-chinese-nationals-
charged-three-separate-china-related; Devlin Barrett, “FBI arrests Harvard chemist; two others 
charged in China research cases,” The Washington Post January 28, 2020. 
2 Robert F. Service, “Why did a Chinese university hire Charles Lieber to do battery research?” 
Science February 4, 2020.  
3 “Wuhan The Center of Outbreak and Espionage [Opinion],” 1420 WBSM March 18, 2020.   
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Research Projects Agency (DARPA), The Defense Threat Reduction Agency 
(DTR), the Office of Naval Research (ONR), and the Air Force Office of Scientific 
Research (OSR) all funded Lieber’s work.  In the 2011 Thomas Reuters rankings  
of the Top 100 Chemists for the decade 2000-2010 based on their impact on 
published research, Lieber was #1.4  So with his arrest “Federal authorities sent 
shock waves through the halls of academia”.5 Putting such a man in an orange 
jumpsuit and ankle shackles right at the beginning of an emerging, mysterious 
pandemic originating in Wuhan where he happened to have had a lab was sure to 
generate speculations of a connection. And 
how could there not be? However, the 
direction that much of this early 
speculation went in now appears 
misguided. According to Reuters by April 7 
posts claiming Lieber created SARS-
CoV-2 were shared on social media 
79,000 times.6 The media traces the origin 
of this claim to a Facebook post by 
“Isabella,” a post and a page now taken 
down, but not before being shared 216, 
000 times.7 I searched hard for evidence of 
this claim that Dr. Lieber had a hand in 
creating the latest novel coronavirus, but 
I’m forced to agree with The Harvard 
Crimson : “there is no evidence to suggest 
that Lieber, a nanoscientist, engineered a 
biological agent.”8  

In fact, Lieber’s high-profile arrest on January 28 was part of what could 
be described as a Department of Justice dragnet called the “China Initiative.”9 
Earlier and also high profile, on December 18, 2019 Dr. Alan List, the president 

 
4 “Top 100 Chemists, 2000-2010,” Clarivate February 10, 2011 @ 
http://archive.sciencewatch.com/dr/sci/misc/Top100Chemists2000-10/. 
5 Travis Anderson and Jonathan Saltzman, “Harvard scientist’s arrest stuns colleague,” Boston 
Globe January 28, 2020.  
6 “False headline claim: Harvard Professor arrested for creating and selling the new coronavirus 
to China,” Reuters April 7, 2020; Don Evon, “Was Charles Lieber Arrested for Selling the 
COVID-19 coronavirus to China,” Snopes February 18, 2020. 
7 Terry Spry Jr., “Verify: False claim alleging a Harvard professor was arrested for selling virus 
got more than one thing wrong,” WUSA9 April 8, 2020.  
8 James S. Bikales and Kevin R. Chen, “As Coronavirus Spreads, False Theories Linking Harvard 
Professor Lieber to Disease’s Origin Proliferate Online,” The Harvard Crimson April 15, 
2020.   
9 Peter Waldman, “The U.S. Government’s China Crackdown Comes to Harvard,” Bloomberg 
Businessweek February 12, 2020; Christopher Nasson, David Peet, and Christopher Warner, 
“Charles Lieber, Feng Tao, and the DOJ’s Ongoing search for Chinese Spies at U.S. Research 
Institutions,” K&L Gates February 20, 2020.  
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and CEO of the Moffitt Cancer Center in Tampa, FL, along with a vice president 
and 4 researchers were forced to resign over the same accusations as that against 
Lieber.10 Moffitt, which is a National Cancer Institute Comprehensive Cancer 
Center, had long and deep institutional relationships with China, as did Lieber’s 
Harvard. Such “bilateral science cooperation” flourished under the Obama 
Administration, as it represented the new paradigm of globalization.11 Lieber’s 
“Harvard lab was a paragon of U.S.-China collaboration.”12 The Trump 
Administration, as an aspect of its hostile policies toward China that include a 
trade war and a campaign against the Chinese technology firm Huawei, has 
characterized such Obama-era cooperation as “economic espionage and 
technological theft.”13 President Trump’s Attorney General William Barr has 
moved the FBI to open 1000 investigations. Dr. Charles Lieber and Dr. Alan List 
were just two of that 1000.   
 Still, unshakable is the sense – and the fact – that on multiple levels 
Lieber’s arrest is qualitatively different than the forced resignation of List and 
different than all of the other crackdowns, though the accusations were similar. 
Resignation from the job and nothing more seems to be the common consequence 
of such accusations.14 Stunning was the image of this star scientist in court in an 
orange jumpsuit and shackles escorted by the United States Marshals. Lieber’s 
bail was set at $1 million cash and he was prohibited from having any contact 
with the Wuhan University of Technology, Peking University, and the Chinese 
Academy of Sciences.15 If this seems inordinately heavy-handed for such an 
American luminary, the U.S. attorney in Boston Andrew Lelling did confess that 
such an eye-popping arrest represented a “very conscious escalation” meant to 
send a message.16 But who all was the message intended for?    

Dr. Lieber’s head-scratching arrest is in fitting company with the sudden, 
mysterious death a week later of Dr. Frank Plummer in Nairobi, Kenya on 

 
10 Justin Griffin, “Moffitt Cancer Center shakeup: CEO and other resign over China ties,” 
Tampa Bay Times December 18, 2019; idem, “Moffitt turmoil began with national concern 
over China, stolen research,” Tampa Bay Times December 26, 2019; idem, “Top Miffitt 
Cancer Center doctors failed to disclose payments from China, report says,” Tampa Bay 
Times January 19, 2020. See also the Texas case: Kate O’Keefe, “U.S. Probes University of Texas 
Links to Chinese Lab,” The Wall Street Journal May 1, 2020    
11 Hank Campbell, “Chinese State Interference In American Academia Is Only The Tip Of The 
Iceberg,” Science 2.0 January 31, 2020.   
12 Julie Taboh, ‘Harvard Professor Arrest Highlights Intellectual Property Espionage,” VOA 
News February 6, 2020; Waldman, “U.S. Government’s China Crackdown.”   
13 Kevin Johnson, “Chinese espionage, tech theft is ‘greatest long-term threat’ to U.S. economy, 
FBI director says,” USA Today February 6, 2020.  
14 See also e.g. Mila Koumpilova, “U’s academic collaboration with China chilled by federal 
concerns,” Star Tribune January 31, 2020. 
15 Camille G. Caldera, “Judge Sets $1 Million Bail for Chemistry Chair Charged With Lying About 
China Ties,” The Harvard Crimson January 31, 2020.  
16 Waldman, “U.S. Government’s China Crackdown.”   
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February 4, 2020.17 For 14 years Plummer led Canada’s Biosafety Level 4 (BSL4) 
bioweapons laboratory, the Manitoba National Microbiology Laboratory in 
Winnipeg.18 One of his researchers, the Chinese scientist Dr. Xiangguo Qiu, 
helped train the staff of the Wuhan Institute of Virology.19 Qiu was head of the 
vaccine development and anti-viral therapy section of the Special Pathogens 
Program. Qiu’s husband who worked in the Canadian BSL4 lab with her, Dr. 
Keding Cheng, is a virologist who reportedly specializes in coronaviruses.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
On July 5, 2019 Dr. Qiu, her husband, and all of her research students were 

forcibly evicted from the biolab by the Royal Canadian Mounted Police.20 No clear 
explanation has been given. But four months prior, a shipment arrived in China 
from the Canadian lab containing vials of the deadly viruses Ebola and Nipah, 
viruses that Qiu worked with.21 Qiu collaborated in 2018 with the U.S. Army 
Medical Research Institute of Infectious Diseases (USAMRIID) and Ebola 
research was funded by the U.S. Defense Threat Reduction Agency (DTRA).22 Qiu 
and Plummer collaborated on Ebola research.23 Dr. Frank Plummer collapsed 

 
17 “Renowned Canadian scientist Frank Plummer dies in Kenya, where he led HIV 
breakthroughs,” CBC News February 4, 2020. 
18 Jennifer Yang, “Winnipeg’s National Microbiology Laboratory prepares for next big outbreak,” 
The Star March 22, 2013.  
19 Karen Pauls, “Chinese government scientist under investigation trained staff at Level 4 lab in 
China,” CBC News October 3, 2019.  
20 Sophia Yan, “Chinese researchers stripped of security clearance at Canada lab for deadly 
human diseases,” The Telegraph July 16, 2019. 
21 Karen Pauls, “Canadian lab’s shipment of Ebola, Henipah viruses to China raises questions,” 
CBC News August 2, 2019; Nicoletta Lanese, “Questions Surround Canadian Shipment of 
Deadly Viruses to China,” The Scientist August 9, 2019; Tom Blackwell, “Bio-warfare experts 
question why Canada was sending lethal viruses to China,” National Post August 8, 2019.  
22 Dany Shoham, “China’s Biological Warfare Programme and the Curious Case of Dr. Xiangguo 
Qiu,” CBW Magazine 12 (2019).  
23 See e.g. Guodong Liu et al., “Clinical Evaluation of Ebola Virus Disease Therapeutics,” Trends 
in Molecular Medicine 23 (2017): 820-830; Xiangguo Qiu et al., “Successful treatment of 
ebola virus-infected cynomolgus macaques with monoclonal antibodies,” Science 
Translational Medicine 4 (2012): 138ra81. 

Dr. Frank Plummer Dr. Xiangguo Qiu  
and Dr. Kending Cheng 
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and dropped dead inexplicably one week after Dr. Charles Lieber was inexplicably 
arrested in Boston. They all have ties to Wuhan, directly or indirectly. In another 
strange and eyebrow-raising twist: on February 6, one week after Lieber got 
arrested by the FBI and forced to post a $1 million cash bail and just two days 
after Frank Plummer mysteriously died in Kenya, Lieber achieved the height of 
his scientific career:  

 
On Feb. 6, Charles Lieber was elected to the National Academy of Engineering, making 
the Harvard nanoscientist just the 30th person in history to achieve the hallowed hat trick 
at the apex of American science: membership in all three National Academies of Sciences, 
Engineering, and Medicine. A week earlier, however, he was ushered into a different 
federal institution in downtown Boston, in handcuffs and an orange jailhouse jumpsuit. 
He left the federal courthouse after posting $1 million in bail.24 
    

Interesting. After his high-profile arrest Lieber is exalted to the heights of 
the academy and Frank Plummer is dead. Nevertheless, there is no indication 
thus far that either of these men were involved in the creation of the so-called 
“Wuhan virus,” which is actually more of an “American virus” than it is a “Wuhan 
virus.”25   
 

II. Nanochemist, Not Gain-of-Function Virologist 
 
 As our upcoming Report, COVID-19 And Black America: Waging 
Bio-War By Zip Code (2020) will demonstrate, it seems pretty clear that this 
novel coronavirus, SARS-CoV-2, is a specific but benign bat coronavirus that has 
been genetically modified with at least three “Gain of Function” modifications 
resulting in human pathogenicity and transmissibility: 
 
1. The first modification is the incorporation of a chimeric 
Spike Protein (SP) into the structure of the bat virus 
labeled RaTG13, which itself has a mysterious origin. The 
SPs are the “solar corona”-like protrusions on the virus’s 
envelope. The SP is the means by which the virus enters 
the cells and it determines what host (species) the virus 
can infect. A chimeric SP is one that has been genetically 
modified to incorporate genetic material from different 
species (a chimera is an organism derived from a mixture 
of other organism), thereby allowing the modified virus to be transmitted to 
different hosts. Further structural features of the genome of SARS-CoV-2 
resemble genetic manipulations that virologists have repeatedly carried out in 
labs for decades now. But there is no evidence that I have found that the 
pioneering and world renown nanoscientist Dr. Charles Lieber has ever engaged 

 
24 Waldman, “U.S. Government’s China Crackdown.”   
25 See my upcoming Report.  
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in such Gain-of-Function virology. His posted curriculum vitae lists a whopping 
411 published research papers and 65 patents, none of which gives the slightest 
clue that Lieber engaged in such virology. Dr. Lieber is a nanoscientist, not a 
virologist.26   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Rather, clearly the names that are most persistently and legitimately 
associated with this creative stage of the process are the “two stars of synthetic 
coronavirusology,”27 Dr. Ralph Baric of the University of North Carolina – Chapel 
Hill and Shi Zhengli of the Wuhan Institute of Virology, China. Baric is the 
“Grandfather of Synthetic Coronavirology,” having been designing recombinant 
coronaviruses for 30 years, since 1990; and his collaborator Zhengli, the leader of 
coronavirus research at the Wuhan Institute of Virology, has done in her lab many 
of the things that are evident in the genome of this novel coronavirus. Their 
paperwork is convincing, by which I mean their published research. Both Baric’s 
and Zhengli’s recombinant coronavirus work was funded by Dr. Anthony Fauci’s 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAIID) but also by the U.S. 
Army Medical Research Institute of Infectious Diseases (USAMRIID). All of this 
is documented in my Report. 
 
2. The second evident modification is the incorporation of HIV insertions, such 
as an envelope protein GP141 that is from the HIV virus, into the SARS-CoV-2 
spike protein. Certainly, this is not the work of the nanoscientist Dr. Charles 
Lieber. Rather, back in 2008 Shi Zhengli and the Wuhan Institute of Virology 

 
26 @ http://cml.harvard.edu/assets/CML_CV_11Feb2020.pdf. 
27 Yuri Deigin, “Lab-Made? SARS-CoV-2 Genealogy Through the Lens of Gain-of-Function 
Research,” Medium April 22, 2020.  

In Wuhan, October 2018 
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teamed up with their Australian counterparts, the Australian Biosecurity 
Cooperative Research Center for Emerging Infectious Diseases and the 
Australian Animal Health Laboratory, and engineered a SARS-HIV hybrid or 
chimera with inserts into a bat coronavirus spike protein. They succeeded in 
making an otherwise harmless bat virus infectious to humans by marrying it to 
HIV, “a marriage made in hell,” as one commentator put it.28 The Wuhan Institute 
of Virology continued such SARS-HIV chimera research, so it is not at all 
surprising to discover that SARS-CoV-2 is a SARS-HIV hybrid or chimera. This is 
all documented in my upcoming Report. I have found no evidence linking Lieber 
to such viral manipulations. 
 

III. SARS-CoV-2 as a Nanoweapon 
 
3. The third modification may very well have involved Dr. Charles Lieber in his 
nano-lab in Wuhan. Coronavirsuses have a huge structure, a 30 kilabase genome, 
making it the largest known single-strand RNA virus. Yet, SARS-CoV-2 has been 
engineered tiny enough to be aerosolized.29 Shelly Miller, Professor of 
Mechanical and Environmental Engineering at the University of Colorado 
Boulder who studies aerosols and air pollution, says while discussing “Aerosols 
as virus delivery systems”:  

 
The new coronavirus, SARS-CoV-2, is tiny, about 0.1 microns - roughly 4 millionths of an 
inch - in diameter. Aerosols produced by people when they breathe, talk and cough are 
generally between about 0.7 microns to around 10 microns – completely invisible to the 
naked eye and easily able to float in air. These particles are mostly biological fluids from 
people’s mouths and lungs and can contain bits of virus genetic material… There is a 
significant amount of evidence that COVID-19 is transmitted by the inhalation of airborne 
particles.30 

  
These “tiny,” microscopic airborne particles are a far cry from the normal 
coronavirus with its huge genome. How did this happen? Dr. Francis Boyle is 
Professor of International Law at the University of Illinois College of Law and a 
former advisory board member of the Council for Responsible Genetics. It was 
Dr. Boyle who drafted the Biological Weapons Anti-Terrorism Act of 1989, which 
passed unanimously by both houses of Congress and was signed into law by 
President George Bush, Sr. A world-recognized expert on bioterrorism, he 
authored Biowarfare and Terrorism (1985). Dr. Boyle offers us an answer to 
our above question. In an interview with Dr. Joseph Mercola on Aril 26, 2020 
Boyle suggests: 

 
28 “Coronavirus a Marriage in Hell,” the BFD (New Zealand) February 29, 2020. 
29 See further Wesley Muhammad, “The Aerosolization of SARS-CoV-2: Why It’s Necessary to 
Wear A Mask And Avoid Crowds (And Why The 6 Feet Protocol Is Bogus),” Appendix, May 13, 
2020.  
30 Shelly Miller, “Coronavirus drifts through the air in microscopic droplets – here’s the science 
of infectious aerosols,” The Conversation April 24, 2020.  
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The size of the [SARS-CoV-2] molecules are maybe 120 [nanometers],31 which indicates to 
me we are dealing with nanotechnology. That’s [something] you need to do in a BSL4. 
Biological weapons nanotechnology is so dangerous, people working with it have to wear a 
moon suit with portable air … We also know that one of the cooperating institutions [to the 
Wuhan Institute of Virology BSL4] was Harvard, and that the chairman of the Harvard 
chemistry department, [Dr. Charles Lieber], a specialist in nanotechnology, set up an entire 
laboratory in Wuhan where [according to reports] he specialized in applying nanotechnology 
to chemistry and biology.32 

 
Lieber certainly conducted virus nanotechnology research. He successfully 
engineered a synthetic nano-virus that can mimic a natural virus by being pulled 
into cells via membrane fusion.33  
 

 
 

IV. Nanosensors and Biosurveillance: Why This Epidemic Never Had To 
Happen 
   

The U.S., Russia, and China are all believed (with the U.S. we know) to have 
invested billions of dollars on nano-weapons research, including for biodefense.34 
An important aspect of this research was on nanobiosensors for a biosurveillance 
system. The threat of pathogen outbreaks and bioterrorism highlighted the need 
for biosensors that quickly, accurately and in real time detect infectious agents in 
the environment, including in the air.35 By 2004 this biosurveillance research 
project was in full gear. This research was conducted at institutions within within 

 
31 In the transcript of the interview Dr. Boyle says “120 microns,” which is clearly an error. The virus is 120 
nanometers.  
32 https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2020/04/26/is-coronavirus-a-
biological-weapon.aspx? 
33 Jonathan Shaw, “Virus-Sized Transistors,” Harvard Magazine January-February 2011. 
34 Jeff Daniels, “Mini-nukes and mosquito-like weapons being primed for future warfare,” 
CNBC March 17, 2017; Robert Johnson, “Micro-Drones Combined with DNA Hacking Could 
Create A Very Scary Future,” Business Insider October 28, 2012; Andrew Hessel, Mark 
Goodman, and Steven Kotler, “Hacking the President’s DNA,” The Atlantic November 2012.  
35 Georgia-Parakevi Nikoleli et al., “Biosensors for Security and Bioterrorism: Definitions, 
History, Types of Agents, New Trends and Applications,” in Biosensors for security and 
bioterrorism applications, ed. Dimitrios P Nikolelis and George- Parakevi Nikoleli 
(Switzerland: Springer, 2016) 1-13.    
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a network called The Regional Centers of Excellence for Biodefense and Emerging 
Infectious Diseases (RCEs), a network of academic institutions that was 
established and funded by Anthony Fauci’s NIAID in 2003 to build America’s 
biodefense system, including the engineering of bioagents themselves. As we 
reported previously, in 2003 the bioweapons program of the Department of 
Defense (=USAMRIID) and Dr. Fauci’s National Institute of Allergy and 
Infectious Diseases officially “joined forces” in new, top-level bioterrorism 
research that is committed to pooling military and NIAID resources and creating 
a military and civilian scientific “brain trust.”36 This means that Fauci’s NIAID 
had effectively become a proxy for the Army’s biowarfare program. The Regional 
Centers of Excellence (RCEs) network came out of this union.  

Multiple RCEs were funded to help produce America’s advanced sensor 
warning system capable of detecting airborne viruses and bacteria and 
neutralizing them. At Purdue University, an RCE from Region V (Great Lakes), 
this research was conducted at the Birk Nanotechnology Center and led by Dr. 
Rashid Bashir and Amit Gupta. A tiny cantilever, their “Disease Detector” was 
designed to be a component of an integrated microsystem capable of rapid, 
selective detection of biochemical and biological entities such as airborne 
viruses.37 The NIH wanted a micro- and nano-scale monitoring device for 
“trapping, separation, concentration, and detection” of bioterrorism agents, such 
as “aerosolized coronavirus particles.”38 This was 2003-2004. At 
Washington University, St. Louis, the RCE Lead Institution for Region VII 
(Midwest), Dr. Pratim Biswas’ team developed what could be called a nano “catch 
and kill” device that can trap aerosolized viral particles and then deactivate them 
in an electric field with soft X-rays, then “it (the virus) cannot infect any human 
or living organism.”39  Biswas, who now heads the Aerosol and Air Quality 

 
36 Peg Brickley, “Army and NIH to link labs,” The Scientist October 7, 2002; Scott Shane, 
“High-security facilities to help devise better defenses against bioterror,” Baltimore Sun 
October 16, 2002.  
37 A. Gupta, D. Aki, and R. Bashir, “Single virus particle mass detection using microresonators 
with nanoscale thickness,” Applied Physics Letters 84 (2004): 1976-1978; 
“’Nanocantilevers’ yield surprises critical for designing new detectors,” Purdue News August 
28, 2006.  
38 “Micro and Nanomechanical Cantilever Sensors for Biochemical Detection: 1. Micro-
mechanical Sensors for Virus Detection,” @ 
http://libna.mntl.illinois.edu/pages/research/past_research/virus_cantilevers.html. 
39 Tony Fitzpatrick, “Device detects, traps and deactivates airborne viruses and bacteria using 
‘smart’ catalysts,” the Source (Washington University, St. Louis) March 3, 2004; Eric M. 
Kettleson et al., “Airborne Virus Capture and Inactivation by an Electrostatic Particle Collector,” 
Environmental Science & Technology 43 (2009): 5940-5946; Beth Miller, “New Device 
Better Traps Viruses, Airborne Pathogens,” the Source (Washington University, St. Louis) 
February 22, 2013; E. Kettleson , J. Schriewer, M. Buller, P. Biswas, "Soft X-ray Enhanced 
Electrostatic Precipitation for Protection against Inhalable Allergens, Ultrafine Particles and 
Microbial Infections," Applied and Environmental Microbiology 79 (2013): 1333-1341.    
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Research Laboratory at Washington University,  patented this device in 2005.40 
His research has been funded by the National Science Foundation, the U.S. 
Department of Energy, the NIH and the Environmental Protection Agency. 

But the star of this Biodefense Project is no doubt Harvard University’s Dr. 
Charles Lieber, whose nanoelectronic biosensor – which some have described as 
“nanomagic”41 – Lieber believed would usher in “a new era for diagnosis, 
biosafety, and quick response to viral outbreaks.”42 The USAMRIID, NIH, 
DARPA (the Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency), the Office of Naval 
Research, DTRA, the National Cancer Institute and the Air Force Office of 
Scientific Research all funded Lieber to engineer a nanosensor that assays (tests 
for) viruses with such ultra-sensitivity that it can quickly detect a single virus 
particle within an infected person at the earliest stage of replication (before 
symptoms develop) with great precision and in the environment before an 
outbreak can occur.43 His nanodetector “signals the presence of a virus or viruses, 
like a burglar alarm detecting intruders. The alarm goes off immediately, a major 
advantage.”44 This nanotechnology is cheap and if made publicly available as 
environmental sensors or handheld diagnostic devices it “would provide early 
warning of infections in individuals, the spread of disease in populations, and 
biological weapons attacks.”45 Wouldn’t it have been great to have this technology 
right now as part of the response to this coronavirus outbreak? Especially given 
how poor the utilized coronavirus test (RT-PCR) used by the CDC has been, 
thereby allowing the virus to spread far and wide. Lieber’s virus-detecting nano-
technology could have had a big impact! Maybe this is a reason why he was 
arrested in such high profile and head-scratching fashion. A special 
characteristic of this viral detector that Lieber created is that it can detect not only 
common strains of a virus but also genetically engineered or modified 
bioweapons, for example like SARS-CoV-2.        

To recap: during the 2000’s Anthony Fauci’s NIAID, on behalf of the US 
biowarfare establishment (USAMRIID), funded the development of effective 
devices for an early warning biosurveillance system that efficiently detected all 
kinds of aerosolized viruses and bacteria in the environment and in real time and 

 
40 Biswas et al., “Charging and Capture of Particles in Coronas Irradiated By In-Situ X-Rays,” 
United States Patent No. US 6,861,036 B2 March 1, 2005 @ 
https://patentimages.storage.googleapis.com/9d/fd/f7/e3e843296dfa52/US6861036.pdf 
41 Cromie, “Sensor detects.”  
42 William J. Cromie, “Sensor detects, identifies single viruses: Early warning for disease and 
bioterrorism,” Harvard Gazette October 7, 2004; Charles M. Lieber et al., “Electrical 
detection of single viruses,” PNAS 101 (2004): 14017-14022. 
43 “Harvard Scientists Find Nanowires Capable of Detecting Individual Viruses,” Nano 
Techwire September 27, 2004; Fernando Patolsky, Gengfeng Zheng, Charles Lieber, 
“Nanowire-based Biosensors,” Anal. Chem. 78 (2006): 4260-4269; Charles Lieber et al., 
“Specific detection of biomolecules in physiological solutions using graphene transistor 
biosensors,” PNAS 113 (2016): 14633-14638.  
44 Cromie, “Sensor detects.” 
45 Eric Smaller, “Biochip spots single viruses,” TRN Magazine October 20/27, 2004.  
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then can neutralize those viruses – in real time. This is amazing. This 
nanobiotechonology within a portable, handheld sensor can perform rapid and 
cheap diagnosis with no false negatives or false positives. If such sensors were 
used at security gates at airports, for example, “Dangerous viruses could be 
spotted before they spread to other passengers and other places of the world.”46 
How useful this would have been when Patient Zero from Wuhan, China boarded 
that plane for Washington or those White New Yorkers returned from vacationing 
in Europe!  

In fact, it is confirmed that this technology could be deployed against 
SARS-CoV-2, and very (!) selectively has been. In March a group of scientists from 
Purdue – a Region V RCE – announced that they possessed a rapid, accurate, 
inexpensive, and portable sensor originally built to detect the MERS coronavirus 
but can be successfully updated to detect SARS-CoV-2. The government won’t 
fund its mass production.47 Jing Wang and his team at Empa, ETH Zürich 
announced a nanobiosensor that was originally developed to detect SARS but can 
now detect concentrations of SARS-2 in the air and the environment in real time 
and in clinical diagnosis.48 Jing Wang was born in Baoji, China and travelled 
through the “prized pipeline” that for decades sent Chinese talent to the 
University of Minnesota.49 The ‘U’ is a Region V (Great Lakes) RCE. It’s Particle 
Technology Laboratory (PTL) conducted Ventilation and Bioaerosol Studies 
funded by the NIH and the National Institute of Occupational Safety and Health 
researching aerosol and nanoparticle technology.50 Jing Wang was manager of 
the PTL from 2007-2010.51 Dr. Pratim Biswas from  the RCE Lead Institution for 
Region VII (Midwest), Washington University, St. Louis, is deploying his “catch 
and kill” aerosol monitor against SARS-CoV-2 at the Washington University 
School of Medicine to monitor, detect, and neutralize coronavirus particles, 

 
46 Cromie, “Sensor detects.”  
47 “Paper device could bring portable coronavirus detection, but funding bars production,” 
Purdue News March 3, 2020; Kristin M. Byers et al., “Fully Dried Two-Dimensional Paper 
Network for Enzymatically Enhanced Detection of Nucleic Acid Amplicons,” ACS Omega 5 
(2020): 4673-4681. 
48 Jing Wang et al., “Dual-Function Plasmonic Photothermal Biosensors for Highly Accurate 
Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 Detection,” ACS Nano April 13, 2020; Mark 
Terry, “Swiss Researchers Develop Biosensor to Detect COVID-19 Virus in the Air,” Biospace 
April 22, 2020; “A New biosensor for the COVID-19 virus: Detection in the environment,” 
Science Daily April 21, 2020; Andras Vladar, “COVID-19 Detection via New Approach, 
Plasmonic Sensing Shows Promise,” Genetic Engineering and Biology News April 15, 
2020. 
49 On the University of Minnesota’s “Academic bridge between U.S., China” see Mila 
Koumpilova, “U’s academic collaboration with China chilled by federal concerns,” Star 
Tribune January 31, 2020.  
50 http://dept.me.umn.edu/labs/ptl/research.shtml. 
51 
https://www.bi.id.ethz.ch/personensuche/personenDetail.view?schnellSuche=wang+jing&pid
=2a739&paging=true&page=1&lang=en&descending=false&order=NAME 
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thereby protecting health care workers treating COVID-19 patients in enclosed 
hospital spaces.52 How lucky!   

Understand the nauseating implications of this. The U.S. has a bona fide 
coronavirus testing crisis right now that continuously gets worse, not better.53 A 
lack of adequate test kits, expensive but often flawed tests, government-imposed 
processing bottlenecks, lab pileups, long turnaround times – all of this has 
resulted in a massive logistical failure in testing in this country. Adequate and 
quick testing is critical to measure disease spread.  Without it, it is impossible to 
contain the virus’s undetected spread. This testing crisis appears man-made and 
even deliberate: the CDC and the FDA together kneecapped the nation’s ability to 
adequately test its citizens for the virus, in a way that strongly feels like 
sabotage.54 As a result, the “invisible enemy” spreads with ease.   

And all of this is totally unnecessary. For years now there has existed an 
“nanomagic” technology funded by the U.S. government and military as part of a 
biosurveillance, early warning biodefense system that can rapidly and accurately 
detect the tiniest of viral particles in the environment, sound off an alarm and 
neutralize those viruses in real-time before any outbreak can occur. These 
nanobiosensors can be used in handheld devices to easily and cheaply diagnosis 
viral infection in asymptomatic individuals in, say, grossly under-tested low-
income communities which are now ravaged by this virus. In fact, both in 2013 
and in 2018 three different institutions announced the development of cheap, 
portable smartphone attachments that can test for viral infections on the spot. 
UCLA researchers produced an attachable bio-lens that can use the imaging 
platform of the smartphone to detect and photograph viral nanoparticles, 
providing fast (30 mins) on-site diagnosis – for example in the hood.55  
Washington State and University of Pennsylvania researchers also developed a 

 
52 “Aerosol expert measuring airborne viruses and removing them from enclosed spaces,” 
Newswise March 17, 2020 @ https://www.newswise.com/coronavirus/aerosol-expert-
measuring-airborne-viruses-and-removing-them-from-enclosed-spaces/?article_id=728329; 
Rehana Begg, “Aerosol Monitoring Technology Takes ‘Airborne Precautions’,” Machine 
Design March 23, 2020; “Aerosol researchers at McKelvey School of Engineering tackle novel 
coronavirus,” the Source April 23, 2020.  
53 Krsiten V. Brown and Emma Court, “U.S. Labs Face Crisis After Crisis Despite Improvements 
in Testing,” Bloomberg Business April 7, 2020; Rukmini Callimachi, “3 Vans, 6 Coolers, a 
Plane, a Storm and 2 Labs: A Nasal Swab’s Journey,” The New York Times April 13, 2020; 
Carrie Arnold, “Why the U.S. coronavirus testing failures were inevitable,” National 
Geographic March 30, 2020; Tal Axelrod, “Coronavirus test delay came after contamination 
at CDC lab: report,” The Hill April 18, 2020; Nicoletta Lanese, “Even if you test negative for 
COVID-19, assume you have it, experts say,” Live Science April 3, 2020.    
54 Shawn Boburg et al., “Inside the coronavirus testing failure: Alarm and dismay among the 
scientists who sought to help,” The Washington Post April 3, 2020.  
55 “New single virus detection techniques for faster disease diagnosis,” Science Daily May 30, 
2013; Julia Paoli, “UCLA Develops a Microscope for Smartphones that can Photograph Viruses,” 
Scitable October 22, 2013; Aydogan Ozcan et al., “Fluorescent Imaging of Single Nanoparticles 
and Viruses on a Smart Phone,” ACS Nano 7 (2013): 1-16. 
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mobile phone reader (mReader) which can turn your device into a clinically 
accurate “low-cost, portable laboratory on a phone.”56    

The current coronavirus test, the RT-PCR, is expensive, unavailable in 
most low-income communities, and often inaccurate when they are available. 
And they take 3-7 days to get any results. The above smartphone technology, as 
its creators admit, could be helpful in underserved, poor areas like highly dense 
cities, and this availability could help to “improve health access, speed up health 
care delivery, [and] reduce health disparities” – the very heath disparities said to 
underly the disproportionate effect that COVID-19 is having on Black and Brown 
people. Who, exactly, are the creators of this technology that would be most 
helpful in stopping the spread of SARS-CoV-2 in poor Black and Brown 
communities?  The University of Pennsylvania is a Region III (Mid-Atlantic) RCE, 
and the UCLA research was funded by the Army Research Office, the Office of 
Naval Research, and the NIH. This probably explains why this technology is not 
available to the people who would be helped the most but are suffering the worst 
from this virus.  

If this technology can be described as “nanomagic,” without doubt Dr. 
Charles Lieber is the Chief Magician. While we can speculate – with good reason 
– that Lieber was involved in the nano-sizing of this novel coronavirus, we know 
for a fact that he also engineered the nanotechnoly by which the nano-virus could 
be rapidly detected in the air and in the body and possibly neutralized. Did this 
have anything to do with his head-scratching, high-profile arrest on January 
28? 

 
V. Lieber’s Mind Control Nanotechnology and the Coming SARS-CoV-2 

Vaccine  
 

Dr. Lieber has another, even darker distinction: pioneering the interface 
between nanoelectronics and the human nervous system, i.e. the Brain-Machine 
Interface at the nano-level. In September 2019 Science Daily looked at “The 
future of mind control,” and their feature was the work of Dr. Charles Lieber, 
specifically his mesh electronics which combines nanomaterials with biology and 
electronics. Lieber successfully created a tissue-like brain implant, a 
nanoelectronics that “look, move, and feel like real neurons” and are thus 
camouflaged in the brain, thereby seamlessly “blurring the distinction between 
brain and machine.”57 This nano-neuroelectronics facilitates “understanding and 
modulating the brain.”58 

 
56 “Smart phone as a faster infection detector,” Science Daily April 24, 2018; Lei Li et al., 
“Analytical validation of an ultra low-cost mobile phone microplate reader for infectious 
diseases,” Clin Chim Acta 482 (2018): 1-14. 
57 “The future of mind control,” Science Daily September 5, 2019.   
58 Charles M. Lieber et al., “Nanowire probes drive high-resolution brain-machine interfaces,” 
Nano Today 31 (2020): 1-3; Shaun R. Patel and Charles M. Lieber, “Precision electronic 
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Brain-machine interfaces (BMIs) can serve as bidirectional connections that output 
electrical signals of brain activity or input electrical stimuli to modulate brain activity in 
concert with external machines, including computer processors and prosthetics, for 
human enhancement.59  

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Modulate means “to exert a modifying or controlling influence on.” Brain 
modulation via mesh electronics is therefore brain or mind control and 
behavioral modification.   Current neuroscience can identify the general 
areas of the brain where decision-making, learning and emotions originate, 
but it cannot trace behavior to specific neurons. Lieber’s mesh electronics 
can map and modulate brain activity at the single neuron level by 
electrochemically stimulating single neurons, stimulating or inhibiting 
activity. Lieber’s collaborator Dr. Shaun Patel explains: 

 
During his postdoctoral studies, Patel saw how just a short pulse of electricity -- no more 
than 500 milliseconds of stimulation -- could control a person's ability to make a safe or 
impulsive decision. After a little zap, subjects who almost always chose the risky bet, 
instead went with the safe option. "You would have no idea that it's happened," 
Patel said. “You're unaware of it. It's beyond your conscious awareness.”60 
 

These synthetic or mesh neurons have a special delivery system: they can be 
suspended in an aqueous solution, such as a vaccine, in a syringe and injected 
into the target areas of the brain.  
 

the ultraflexibility of mesh electronics opens up a simple yet effective solution commonly 
used in biology and medicine for delivery of species ranging in size from biomolecules to 

 
medicine in the brain,” Nature Biotechnology 37 (2019): 1007-1012; Charles M. Lieber et 
al., “Mesh electronics: a new paradigm for tissue-like brain probes,” Current Opinion in 
Neurobiology 50 (2018): 33-41; Charles M. Lieber et al., “Tissue-like Neural Probes for 
Understanding and Modulating the Brain,” Biochemistry 57 (2018): 3995-4004; Anqi Zhang 
and Charles M. Lieber, “Nano-Bioelectronics,” Chemical Reviews 116 2016): 215-257.    
59 Charles M. Lieber et al., “Nanowire probes drive high-resolution brain-machine interfaces,” 
Nano Today 31 (2020): 1-3. 
60 “The future of mind control,” Science Daily September 5, 2019. 
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viruses and cells: direct syringe injection through a needle. A single mesh 
electronics probe suspended in an aqueous solution can be drawn and loaded into a 
syringe needle, such as a glass capillary, and then injected under positive pressure into 
virtually any brain region or other soft tissue in the body like pharmaceuticals and 
biologics (vaccines) with minimal invasiveness.61  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Once syringe-injected into the brain these synthetic neurons can interface with 
and be controlled from a computer wirelessly, a “wireless injectable 
microsystem.”62 The man behind the computer thus acquires “completely 
wireless and programmed complex behavioral control over freely moving 
animals”.63 The dark, mind-control-through-injection research of Dr. Lieber was 
funded by the NIH and the Department of Defense through the Air Force Office 
of Scientific Research. 

It is not necessary to envision a big needle being stuck in your head when 
you go to the doctor’s office for a checkup. That’s old school. Lieber’s 
nanoelectronics can be injected into the brain via a microneedle, a dissolvable 

 
61 Charles M. Lieber et al., “Tissue-like Neural Probes for Understanding and Modulating the 
Brain,” Biochemistry 57 (2018): 3995-4004 (3996). See further: Charles M. Lieber et al., 
“Syringe Injectable electronics,” Nat Nanotechnol 10 (2015): 629-636; Charles M. Lieber et 
al., “Syringe Injectable Electronics: Precise Targeted Delivery with Quantitative Input/Output 
Connectivity,” Nano Letters 10 (2015): 6979-6984; Charles M. Lieber et al., “Syringe-
injectable mesh electronics integrate seamlessly with minimal chronic immune response in the 
brain,” PNAS 114 (2017): S894-S899; Charles Lieber et al., “Syringe-Injectable Electronics with 
a Plug-and-Play Input/Output Interface,” Nano Letters 17 (2017): 5836-5842.      
62 Lieber et al., “Syringe Injectable electronics,” 7; K.D. Wise et al., “Wireless Implantable 
Microsystems: High-Density Electronic Interfaces to the Nervous System,” Proceedings of 
the IEEE 92 (2004): 76-97.   
63 Tae-il Kim et al., “Injectable, Cellular-Scale Optoelectronics with Applications for 
Optogenetics,” Science 340 (2013): 211-216.  
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nanowire that acts as a syringe.64  Microneedles, or a microneedle patch, are 
about to become the standard delivery method for traditional vaccines, replacing 
the conventional hypodermic needle. Bill Gates funded researchers at MIT who 
created a microneedle patch that delivers the vaccine through the nano-sized 
needles. The vaccine record of the individual is injected under the skin along with 
the vaccine.65 The flu shot, the MMR vaccine, and other vaccines are switching to 
a microneedle patch-delivery, because that allows minimally trained personnel to 
go door to door in communities easily vaccinating a target population in their own 
homes.66 Reportedly there is currently an effective SARS-CoV-2 vaccine delivered 
via a microneedle patch.67 Dr. Fauci’s NIAID and the National Cancer Institute 
funded scientists from the University of Pittsburgh and the Erasmus Medical 
Center Rotterdam to produce this microneedle-delivered COVID-19 vaccine. The 
Erasmus Medical Center Rotterdam made critical contributions to the creation 
of the SARS-2 virus – contributions that were financed by the NIAID. The 
University of Pittsburgh is Region III (Middle-Atlantic) RCE. So the SARS-2 
microneedle patch that shows up at your day may very well a Trojan Horse.           
 
   

 
 
    
 

 
64 Satoshi Yagi et al, “Dissolvable Base Scaffolds Allow Tissue Penetration of High-Aspect-Ratio 
Flexible Microneedles,” Advanced Healthcare Materials 4 (2015): 1949-1955.  
65 Anne Trafton, “Storing medical information below the skin’s surface,” MIT News December 
18, 2019.  
66 “Measles vaccine given with a microneedle patch could boost immunization programs,” 
Science Daily November 27, 2012.   
67 Eun Kim et al., “Microneedle array delivered recombinant coronavirus vaccines: 
Immunogenicity and rapid translational development,” EBioMedicine April 2, 2020: 1-12.  

Microneedle patch that will soon delivery the flu 
shot as well as the SARS-CoV-2 vaccine 

Nanoneedle capable of injecting 
mesh electronics into the brain  


