United States Department of State

Washington, D.C. 20520

May 30, 2023
Case No. FL-2022-00076

Mr. Sainath Suryanarayanan, PhD
U.S. Right to Know

4096 Piedmont Ave. #963
Oakland, CA 94611

Dear Mr. Suryanarayanan:

As noted in our letter dated April 28, 2023, we are processing your request
under the Freedom of Information Act (“FOIA”), 5 U.S.C. § 552. Thus far, the
Department of State (“Department”) has located 19 responsive records
subject to the FOIA. Upon review, we have determined that all 19 records
may be released in part.

An enclosure explains the FOIA exemptions and other grounds for
withholding material. Where we have made redactions, the applicable FOIA
exemptions are marked on each record. Where applicable, the Department
has considered the foreseeable harm standard when reviewing these
records and applying FOIA exemptions. All non-exempt material that is
reasonably segregable from the exempt material has been released and is
enclosed.



We will keep you informed as your case progresses. If you have any
guestions, your attorney may contact Savith lyengar, Assistant U.S.
Attorney, at savith.iyengar@usdoj.gov. Please refer to the case number, FL-
2022-00076, and the civil action number, 22-cv-04359, in all correspondence
about this case.

Sincerely,

Diamonece Hickson
Chief, Litigation and Appeals Branch
Office of Information Programs and Services

Enclosures: As stated.
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The Freedom of Information Act (5 USC 552)

FOIA Exemptions

Information specifically authorized by an executive order to be kept secret in the interest of
national defense or foreign policy. Executive Order 13526 includes the following
classification categories:

1.4(a) Military plans, systems, or operations

1.4(b) Foreign government information

1.4(c) Intelligence activities, sources or methods, or cryptology

1.4(d) Foreign relations or foreign activities of the US, including confidential sources

1.4(e) Scientific, technological, or economic matters relating to national security,
including defense against transnational terrorism

1.4(f) U.S. Government programs for safeguarding nuclear materials or facilities

1.4(g) Vulnerabilities or capabilities of systems, installations, infrastructures, projects,
plans, or protection services relating to US national security, including defense
against transnational terrorism

1.4(h) Weapons of mass destruction

Related solely to the internal personnel rules and practices of an agency

Specifically exempted from disclosure by statute (other than 5 USC 552), for example:

ARMSEXP Arms Export Control Act, 50a USC 2411(c)

CIA PERS/ORG Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949, 50 USC 403(g)
EXPORT CONTROL  Export Administration Act of 1979, 50 USC App. Sec. 2411(c)
FS ACT Foreign Service Act of 1980, 22 USC 4004

INA Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 USC 1202(f), Sec. 222(f)
IRAN Iran Claims Settlement Act, Public Law 99-99, Sec. 505

Trade secrets and confidential commercial or financial information

Interagency or intra-agency communications forming part of the deliberative process,
attorney-client privilege, or attorney work product

Personal privacy information
Law enforcement information whose disclosure would:
(A) interfere with enforcement proceedings
(B) deprive a person of a fair trial
(C) constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy
(D) disclose confidential sources
(E) disclose investigation techniques
(F) endanger life or physical safety of an individual
Prepared by or for a government agency regulating or supervising financial institutions
Geological and geophysical information and data, including maps, concerning wells
Other Grounds for Withholding

Material not responsive to a FOIA request excised with the agreement of the requester
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From: "Park, Christopher ] (T)'(D)}(6) Pstate.sgov.gov>

To: T_SpecAssts <TSpecAssts@state.sgov.gov>
Subject: S SFRC China Briefing Material (LEAP)
Date: Thu, 4 Mar 2021 11:48:56 -0500

05/30/2023

FPage 44

| only had a couple of minor edits, [(D}{(5)

(0)(3)

Official

This message is UNCULASSIFTED when separated from SEERET attachment(s)
Classified By: Christopher J. Park - Senior Advisor, Cffice:T, Agency:U.S. Department of State

Declassify On: 3/4/2046
Reasons: Derived Per DSCG.

Sender: "Park, Christopher 1 (T)" <[{h)(§) |@state.sgov.gov>
Recipient: T _SpecAssts <TSpecAssts@state.sgov.gov>
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From: |(D)(6) |@state.gov>

To: Park, Christopher J (T)(D)(6) _|@state.gov>

cC: l(b)(6) [@state.gov>;
" TSN-BPS-DL <ISN-BPS-DL@STATE.GOV>

Page 87

Revision of latest AVC draft -

sublect: 15)5) |

Date: Tue, 5 Jan 2021 13:33:32 +0000

Chris -

(b)),
(h\(6

Please advise.

SENSTFrE R oNeEASSHALED
Sender: ((b)(6) j@state.gov>
Park, Christopher J (T) [(D)(6) _|@state.gov>;

Recipient: [(b)(6) |@state.gov>;

ISN-BPS-DL <ISN-BPS-DL@STATE.GOV>
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To: Park, Christopher J[(D)(6)  Pstate.gov>{(b)(6) l@state.gov> (b)(B)
(6 Bstate.gov>
Cci(b)(6) @state.gov>; [D)(6) [@state.gov>; [(b)(6) |

|(b)(6) !@State.govx (6)(6) @state.gov>

Subject: Suggestion for U.S. Panelist for IAEA Scientific Forum?

HI Chris, [[h){(A) |

Attached is a briefing on this year’s |AEA General Conference Scientific Forum, the subject of which is
the role of nuclear science in dealing with zoonotic outbreaks. The Agency has invited both Anthony
Fauci and Tracey Goldstein (USAID) to appear on a high-level panel on “Enhancing glohal preparedness
to control zoonotic diseases: ZODIAC,” but both have declined. They plan to reach out to William Karesh
{Ecohealth Alliance), but we expect him to decline as well. Mara Burr from HH5/OGA has nominated
herself to participate in a separate panel to speak about U.5. efforts to combat zoonotic diseases.

Recognizing {(and having been party to} BPS misgivings about Zodiac, which ells me have
receded som at, I'm writing to see whether you have any suggestions for a reasonably high-level

USG {or other U.S.) esentative who might be willing to participate. We would wantM

| N
\

I

(b)(6) pan correct me if I'm wrong, but | expect this panel will take place virtually, so that the panelist
would not have to travel to Vienna.

Sender: [(b)(6) Pstate.gov>

Recipient: Park, Christopher 1|(D)(6) [@state.gov>
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From: |(D)(6) bstate.gow
b)(6) Ebstate.gow;
(b)(6) state.gov>;
(b)(6) [@state.gov>;
Park, Christopher J (T) [fhvAy _|@state.gov>;
To: [(hvAY [Bstate.gov>;

ISN-PC-DL <ISN-PC-DL@state.gov>;
ISN-BPS-DL <ISN-BPS-DL@STATE.GOV>;
ISN-CTR-MGR-DL <ISN-CTR-MGR-DL@state.gov>;
ISN-CTR-BioSecurity-DL <ISN-CTR-BioSecurity-DL@state.gov>
T_SpecAssts <T_SpecAssts@state.gov>;

(b)(6) }@state.gov>

Subject: RE: Reported PRC-Pak cooperation on bioweapons

Date: Tue, 29 Sep 2020 17:30:19 +0000

cC:

JWICS e-mail sent to those who have accounts (although | only included East and South Asia colleagues
from ISN/PC).

Thanks,
(b)(6)
—e R BN CEASSIF T ED——
From: | |@state.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2020 1:04 PM
To:[b)(6) [@state.govz; thviay @ state.gov>; Park,
Christopher J (T)[(b)(6) __ |@state.gov>;{{b)(6) [@state.gov>{(b)(6) |

(b)(6)  |@state.gov>; ISN-PC-DL <ISN-PC-DL@state.gov>; ISN-BPS-DL <ISN-BPS-DL@STATE.GOV>;
ISN-CTR-MGR-DL <ISN-CTR-MGR-DL@state.gov>; ISN-CTR-BioSecurity-DL <ISN-CTR-BioSecurity-
DL@state.gov>

Ce: T_SpecAssts <T_SpecAssts@state.gov>;[(b)(6) Pstate.gov>

Subject: RE: Reported PRC-Pak cooperation on bioweapons

Wouldn’t that imply that there is more to say on the relationship when there is none?

(b)(6)

L.S. Department of State, ISN/MBC
TEL: (b)(6)
FAX
Unclass e-mail:](b)(6) _Bstate.gov

SENSITIME-B-RNCEASSIFIELD
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In the wake of the Coronavirus outbreak on Chinese soil, China's now infamous Wuhan
Institute of Virology has signed the covert deal with Pakistan military’s Defense Science
and Technology Organization (DESTO), to

collaborate research in “emerging infectious diseases” and advance studies on the
biological control of transmitted diseases.

According to highly credible intelligence sources, the program is being entirely funded
by China and is formally titled the “Collaboration for Emerging Infectious Diseases and
Studies on Biological Control of Vector

Transmitting Disecases”.

Intelligence sources, including from the Indian subcontinent, have told

The Klaxon they have serious concerns about the secret project, which involves China
testing biological agents outside its borders in an apparent bid to minimize the “risk of
drawing condemnation

from the international community”.

“DESTO has been engaged in various dual-use research projects related to anthrax
under a covert biological weapons program,” one senior intelligence source said.

The source said China’s Wuhan Institute of Virology had “lent all financial, material and
scientific support for the project”.

The Wuhan Institute of Virology has drawn the international spotlight in recent months
because the Coronavirus is thought to have originated in Wuhan,

There had been speculation the disease may have emerged from that laboratory,
however most experts have since discounted the theory.

The covert China-Pakistan project has conducted “successful soil sampling tests” to
isolate Bacillus Thuringiensis (BT}, which has a “striking similarity” to Bacillus Anthracis —
or anthrax —

The Klaxon is told.
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“Considering the striking similarity between BT and Bacillus Anthracis, a classified bio-
warfare agent, (Pakistan’s) improved know-how in handling the bacteria could enrich a
potential offensive biological program,”

one source said.

Pakistan had been provided with the reagents for Bacillus Thuringiensis by the Wuhan
Institute of Virology.

The Wuhan lab was providing “extensive training on manipulation of pathogens and bio-
informatics” to Pakistani scientists “to help Pakistan develop its own virus collection
database”.

“This could help Pakistan enhance its capability of genetic identification of viruses,
access to dangerous microorganisms, and use of genomic tools for research and
infectious diseases,” an intelligence source told

The Klaxon.

The secret project was “detached from supervision of civilian universities or government
health departments in Pakistan” and was structured so as to allow “unspecified” future
operations.

The agreement “clearly outlines that the cooperation is not necessarily limited to stated
objectives” and “new thematic research to monitor potential
new diseases can be added by either party”, a source said.

“DESTO has been engaged in various dual-use research projects related to anthrax under

a covert biological weapons program”
— Intelligence sources

One security expert, speaking on the condition of anonymity, told
The Klaxon that India and key western intelligence agencies viewed China’s involvement
in the project as being “driven chiefly by its agenda to engage Pakistan against India”.

“China’s keen interest in the project is driven chiefly by its agenda to engage Pakistan
against India and to conduct potentially dangerous experiments on foreign soil, without
subjecting its own land and people

to risk,” the expert said.
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The plan was part of a move by Beijing to “designate Pakistan a destination for
hazardous bio chemical research” while “evading use of its own territory for such
activities”, which “stand the risk of drawing criticism

and condemnation from the international community™.

One example was a proposal to test a Coronavirus vaccine, made by Chinese state-
owned company Sinopharm, on Pakistani citizens.

The China-Pakistan biological project had already undertaken experiments on the
Crimean-Congo Hemorrhagic Fever Virus (CCHFV), sources said.

CCHFV is a rapid-onset fever virus that causes death in about 25% of cases and is similar
to the Ebola virus.

CCHFV is categorised as a “class-4” microorganism — the highest possible risk category.

Class-4 microorganisms, which also include the Ebola, Marburg and Lassa viruses, are
those which can kill humans, can easily travel from one person to another and for which
there are no known treatments or vaccines.

Pakistan is allegedly carrying out tests on CCHFV in laboratories which are not equipped
to handle Bio-Safety Level-4 diseases.

“Under these circumstances, concerns over manipulation of class 4 pathogens (and the
associated) bio-safety issues cannot be overlooked,” an intelligence expert told
The Klaxon.

Biological weapons have traditionally been unwieldy as they spread easily and are
difficult to target at specific populations.
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However the threat of biological warfare has grown considerably in recent years, and
experts have warned China is heavily involved in DNA research that could potentially
enable a biological weapon to specifically

target - or conversely to be ineffective against - people of specific races.

While theories of Coronavirus emerging from the Wuhan Institute of Virology have been
largely dismissed by experts, serious concerns have been raised about the safety
standards at the Wuhan lab more generally.

In particular, there are concerns the lab is not equipped to handle class-4 diseases,
despite claiming to be class-4 compliant.

Intelligence sources told The Klaxon there were concerns the Wuhan Institute of
Virology had also established the Institute of Medical Biology in Kunming,
in China’s southern Yunnan province.

There were concerns the Kunming facility, which is controlled by the Chinese Academy
of Medical Sciences, was also handling class-4 diseases without proper protections,
sources said.

Do you know more?
anthonyklan@protonmail.com

(b)(6) _
Congressional Affairs Officer

Bureau of International Security and Nonproliferation
U.S. Department of State

B3 Solutions, LLC

M, W F- Telework Phone: [(b)(6) |

T,Th- Office Phone:[(b)(6) |

Email:|(b)(6) |@state.gov
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From: |(b)(6) I@State.gov>
To: Park, Christopher J Eb)(e) bstate.gov:»
Subject: Newer version Q8A
Date: Wed, 28 Jul 2021 15:53:08 +0000

In purple you'll see how I'm thinking about responding to questions. No need to review before we chat,
just sharing while | give myself a break to work on other stuff.

[e)E) |
Foreign Affairs / Science Officer
Biological Policy Staff | Bureau of International Security and Nonproliferation
U.S. Department of State

BE |

—SENSTIYEBU T NCEASSIER—
Sender: |(b)(6) |@state.gov>

Recipient: Park, Christopher J {£)}(6)  [@state.gov>
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From: "Stilwell, David R"
b){(6) ;
To: K
% ©® |
Subject: New York Mag: The Lab Leak Hypothesis
Date: Mon, 4 Jan 2021 20:27:52 +0000

Last one I'll send. This guy does a beautiful job of summarizing what we’ve learned over the last 12
months.

From: Feith, David [b)6) [@state.gov>
Sent: Monday, January 4, 2021 2:20 PM
Subject: New York Mag: The Lab Leak Hypothesis

This looks awfully interesting. The story the New Yorker wouldn’t tell...

https://nymag.com/intelligencer/article/coronavirus-lab-escape-theory.htmi

Theé T.ab-Leak Hvpothesis
The Lab Leak Hypothesis

For decades, scientists have been
hot-wiring viruses in hopes of
preventing a pandemic, not
causing one. But what if ...?

By Nicholson Baker

1

Flask Monsters

What happened was fairly simple, I've come to believe. It was an accident.
A virus spent some time in a laboratory, and eventually it got out. SARS-CoV-
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2, the virus that causes COVID-19, began its existence inside a bat, then it
learned how to infect people in a claustrophobic mine shaft, and then it was
made more infectious in one or more laboratories, perhaps as part of a
scientist’s well-intentioned but risky effort to create a broad-spectrum vaccine.
SARS-2 was not designed as a biological weapon. But it was, I think,

designed. Many thoughtful people dismiss this notion, and they may be right.
They sincerely believe that the coronavirus arose naturally, “zoonotically,”
from animals, without having been previously studied, or hybridized, or
sluiced through cell cultures, or otherwise worked on by trained professionals.
They hold that a bat, carrying a coronavirus, infected some other creature,
perhaps a pangolin, and that the pangolin may have already been sick with a
different coronavirus disease, and out of the conjunction and commingling of
those two diseases within the pangolin, a new disease, highly infectious to
humans, evolved. Or they hypothesize that two coronaviruses recombined in a
bat, and this new virus spread to other bats, and then the bats infected a
person directly — in a rural setting, perhaps — and that this person caused a
simmering undetected outbreak of respiratory disease, which over a period of
months or years evolved to become virulent and highly transmissible but was
not noticed until it appeared in Wuhan.

There is no direct evidence for these zoonotic possibilities, just as there is no
direct evidence for an experimental mishap — no written confession, no
incriminating notebook, no official accident report. Certainty craves detail,
and detail requires an investigation. It has been a full year, 80 million people
have been infected, and, surprisingly, no public investigation has taken place.
We still know very little about the origins of this disease.

Nevertheless, I think it’s worth offering some historical context for our
yearlong medical nightmare. We need to hear from the people who for years
have contended that certain types of virus experimentation might lead to a
disastrous pandemic like this one. And we need to stop hunting for new exotic
diseases in the wild, shipping them back to laboratories, and hot-wiring their
genomes to prove how dangerous to human life they might become.

Over the past few decades, scientists have developed ingenious methods of
evolutionary acceleration and recombination, and they've learned how to trick
viruses, coronaviruses in particular, those spiky hairballs of protein we now
know so well, into moving quickly from one species of animal to another or
from one type of cell culture to another. They've made machines that mix and
mingle the viral code for bat diseases with the code for human diseases —
diseases like SARS, severe acute respiratory syndrome, for example, which
arose in China in 2003, and MERS, Middle East respiratory syndrome, which
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broke out a decade later and has to do with bats and camels. Some of the
experiments — “gain of function” experiments — aimed to create new, more
virulent, or more infectious strains of diseases in an effort to predict and
therefore defend against threats that might conceivably arise in nature. The
term gain of function is itself a enphemism; the Obama White House more
accurately described this work as “experiments that may be reasonably
anticipated to confer attributes to influenza, MERS, or SARS viruses such that
the virus would have enhanced pathogenicity and/or transmissibility in
mammals via the respiratory route.” The virologists who carried out these
experiments have accomplished amazing feats of genetic transmutation, no
question, and there have been very few publicized accidents over the years.
But there have been some.

And we were warned, repeatedly. The intentional creation of new microbes
that combine virulence with heightened transmissibility “poses extraordinary
risks to the public,” wrote infectious-disease experts Marc Lipsitch and
Thomas Inglesby in 2014. “A rigorous and transparent risk-assessment
process for this work has not yet been established.” That’s still true today. In
2012, in Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, Lynn Klotz warned that there was an
80 percent chance, given how many laboratories were then handling virulent
viro-varietals, that a leak of a potential pandemic pathogen would occur
sometime in the next 12 years.

Alab accident — a dropped flask, a needle prick, a mouse bite, an illegibly
labeled bottle — is apolitical. Proposing that something unfortunate happened
during a scientific experiment in Wuhan — where COVID-1g was first
diagnosed and where there are three high-security virology labs, one of which
held in its freezers the most comprehensive inventory of sampled bat viruses
in the world — isn’t a conspiracy theory. It’s just a theory. It merits attention, 1
believe, alongside other reasoned attempts to explain the source of our current
catastrophe.

Il

“A Reasonable Chance”

From early 2020, the world was brooding over the origins of COVID-19.
People were reading research papers, talking about what kinds of live animals
were or were not sold at the Wuhan seafood market — wondering where the
new virus had come from.
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“I’'m just asking, Is it a complete coincidence that this outbreak happened in
the one city in China with a BSL-4 lab?”

Schuchat thanked Husseini for his questions and comments. Everything she’d
seen was quite consistent with a natural, zoonotic origin for the disease, she
said.

That same month, a group of French scientists from Aix-Marseille University
posted a paper describing their investigation of a small insertion in the
genome of the new SARS-2 virus. The virus’s spike protein contained a
sequence of amino acids that formed what Etienne Decroly and colleagues
called a “peculiar furin-like cleavage site” — a chemically sensitive region on
the lobster claw of the spike protein that would react in the presence of an
enzyme called furin, which is a type of protein found everywhere within the
human body, but especially in the lungs. When the spike senses human furin,
it shudders, chemically speaking, and the enzyme opens the protein,
commencing the tiny morbid ballet whereby the virus burns a hole in a host
cell’s outer membrane and finds its way inside.

The code for this particular molecular feature — not found in SARS or any
SARS-like bat viruses, but present in a slightly different form in the more
lethal MERS virus — is easy to remember because it’s a roar: “R-R-A-R.” The
letter code stands for amino acids: arginine, arginine, alanine, and arginine.
Its presence, so Decroly and his colleagues observed, may heighten the
“pathogenicity” — that is, the god-awfulness — of a disease.

Botao Xiao, a professor at the South China University of Technology, posted a
short paper on a preprint server titled “The Possible Origins of 2019-nCoV
Coronavirus.” Two laboratories, the Wuhan Center for Disease Control and
Prevention (WHCDC) and the Wuhan Institute of Virology, were not far from
the seafood market, which was where the disease was said to have originated,
Xiao wrote — in fact, the WHCDC was only a few hundred yards away from
the market — whereas the horseshoe bats that hosted the disease were
hundreds of miles to the south. (No bats were sold in the market, he pointed
out.) It was unlikely, he wrote, that a bat would have flown to a densely
populated metropolitan area of 15 million people. “The killer coronavirus
probably originated from a laboratory in Wuhan,” Xiao believed. He urged the
relocation of “biohazardous laboratories” away from densely populated places.
His article disappeared from the server.

And late in the month, a professor at National Taiwan University, Fang Chi-
tai, gave a lecture on the coronavirus in which he described the anomalous R-
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R-A-R furin cleavage site. The virus was “unlikely to have four amino acids
added all at once,” Fang said — natural mutations were smaller and more
haphazard, he argued. “From an academic point of view, it is indeed possible
that the amino acids were added to COVID-19 in the lab by humans.” When
the Taiwan News published an article about Fang'’s talk, Fang disavowed his
own comments, and the video copy of the talk disappeared from the website of
the Taiwan Public Health Association. “It has been taken down for a certain
reason,” the association explained. “Thank you for your understanding.”

\%

“A Serious Shortage of Appropriatel
y Trained Technicians”

In the spring, I did some reading on coronavirus history. Beginning in the
1970s, dogs, cows, and pigs were diagnosed with coronavirus infections; dog
shows were canceled in 1978 after 25 collies died in Louisville, Kentucky. New
varieties of coronaviruses didn’t start killing humans, though, until 2003 —
that’s when restaurant chefs, food handlers, and people who lived near a live-
animal market got sick in Guangzhou, in southern China, where the shredded
meat of a short-legged raccoonlike creature, the palm civet, was served in a
regional dish called “dragon-tiger-phoenix soup.” The new disease, SARS,
spread alarmingly in hospitals, and it reached 30 countries and territories.
More than 800 people died; the civet-borne virus was eventually traced to
horseshoe bats.

Later, smaller outbreaks of SARS in Taiwan, Singapore, and China’s National
Institute of Virology in Beijing were all caused by laboratory accidents. Of the
Beijing Virology Institute, the World Health Organization’s safety
investigators wrote, in May 2004, that they had “serious concerns about
biosafety procedures.” By one account, a SARS storage room in the Beijing lab
was so crowded that the refrigerator holding live virus was moved out to the
hallway. “Scientists still do not fully understand exactly where or how SARS
emerged 18 months ago,” wrote Washington Post reporter David Brown in
June 2004. “But it is clear now that the most threatening source of the deadly
virus today may be places they know intimately — their own laboratories.”
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I’m just asking, Is it a complete coincidence
that this outbreak happened in the one city
in China with a BSL-4 lab?

MERS arose in 2012, possibly spread by camels that had contracted the
disease from bats or bat guano, then passed it to human drinkers of raw camel
milk and butchers of camel meat. It was an acute sickness, with a high fatality
rate, mostly confined to Saudi Arabia. Like SARS, MERS ebbed quickly — it all
but disappeared outside the Middle East, except for an outbreak in 2015 at the
Samsung Medical Center in South Korea, where a single case of MERS led to
more than 180 infections, many involving hospital workers.

In January 2015, the brand-new BSL-4 lab in Wuhan, built by a French
contractor, celebrated its opening, but full safety certification came slowly.
According to State Department cables from 2018 leaked to the

Washington Post, the new BSL-4 lab had some start-up problems, including “a
serious shortage of appropriately trained technicians and investigators needed
to safely operate this high-containment laboratory.” The staff had gotten some
training at a BSL-4 lab in Galveston, Texas, but they were doing potentially
dangerous work with SARS-like viruses, the memo said, and they needed more
help from the U.S.

In November or December of 2019, the novel coronavirus began to spread.
Chinese scientists initially named it “Wuhan seafood market pneumonia
virus,” but soon that idea went away. The market, closed and decontaminated
by Chinese officials on January 1, 2020, was an amplifying hub, not the source
of the outbreak, according to several studies by Chinese scientists. Forty-five
percent of the earliest SARS-2 patients had no link with the market.

VI.

Emergence

Now let’s take a step back. AIDS, fatal and terrifying and politically
charged, brought on a new era in government-guided vaccine research, under
the guidance of Anthony Fauci. A virologist at Rockefeller University, Stephen
S. Morse, began giving talks on “emerging viruses” — other plagues that might
be in the process of coming out of nature’s woodwork. In 1992, Richard
Preston wrote a horrific account of one emergent virus, Ebola, in The New
Yorker, which became a best-selling book in 1994; Laurie Garrett’s The
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In 2006, Baric, Yount, and two other scientists were granted a patent for their
invisible method of fabricating a full-length infectious clone using the
seamless, no-see’m method. But this time, it wasn’t a clone of the mouse-
hepatitis virus — it was a clone of the entire deadly human SARS virus, the one
that had emerged from Chinese bats, via civets, in 2002. The Baric Lab came
to be known by some scientists as “the Wild Wild West.” In 2007, Baric said
that we had entered “the golden age of coronavirus genetics.”

“I would be afraid to look in their freezers,” one virologist told me.

Baric and Shi Zhengli of the Wuhan Institute of Virology, the two top experts
on the genetic interplay between bat and human coronaviruses, began
collaborating in 2015.

VII

“I Had Not Slept a Wink”

Early in the pandemic, Scientific American profiled Shi Zhengli, known in
China as the “bat woman.” Shi trapped hundreds of bats in nets at the mouths
of caves in southern China, sampled their saliva and their blood, swabbed
their anuses, and gathered up their fecal pellets. Several times, she visited and
sampled bats in a mine in Mojiang, in southern China, where, in 2012, six men
set to work shoveling bat guano were sickened by a severe lung disease, three
of them fatally. Shi’s team took the samples back to Wuhan and analyzed
whatever fragments of bat virus she could find. In some cases, when she found
a sequence that seemed particularly significant, she experimented with it in
order to understand how it might potentially infect humans. Some of her work
was funded by the National Institutes of Health and some of it by the U.S.
Defense Threat Reduction Agency of the Department of Defense via Peter
Daszak’s EcoHealth Alliance.

As Shi explained to Scientific American, late in December 2019, she heard
from the director of the Wuhan Institute that there was an outbreak of a new
disease in the city. Medical samples taken from hospital patients arrived at her
lab for analysis. Shi determined that the new virus was related to SARS but
even more closely related to a bat disease that her own team had found on a
virus-hunting trip: the now-famous RaTG13. Shi was surprised that the
outbreak was local, she said: “I had never expected this kind of thing to
happen in Wuhan, in central China.” The bat hiding places that she’d been
visiting were, after all, as far away as Orlando, Florida, is from New York City.
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Could this new virus, she wondered, have come from her own laboratory? She
checked her records and found no exact matches. “That really took a load off
my mind,” she said. “I had not slept a wink for days.”

If one of the first thoughts that goes through the head of a lab director at the
Wuhan Institute of Virology is that the new coronavirus could have come from
her lab, then we are obliged to entertain the scientific possibility that it could
indeed have come from her lab. Right then, there should have been a
comprehensive, pockets-inside-out, fully public investigation of the Virology
Institute, along with the other important virus labs in Wuhan, including the
one close by the seafood market, headquarters of the Wuhan CDC. There
should have been interviews with scientists, interviews with biosafety teams,
close parsings of laboratory notebooks, freezer and plumbing and
decontamination systems checks — everything. It didn’t happen. The Wuhan
Institute of Virology closed down its databases of viral genomes, and the
Chinese Ministry of Education sent out a directive: “Any paper that traces the
origin of the virus must be strictly and tightly managed.”

Shi made some WeChat posts early in 2020. “The novel 2019 coronavirus is
nature punishing the human race for keeping uncivilized living habits,” she
wrote. “I, Shi Zhengli, swear on my life that it has nothing to do with our
laboratory.” She advised those who believed rumors, and gave credence to
unreliable scientific papers, to “shut their stinking mouths.”

VIII.

Bug to Drug’ in 24 Hours”

It wasn’t only AIDS that changed the way the NIH funded research. The
War on Terror also influenced which diseases got the most attention. In the
late 'gos, under Bill Clinton and then George W. Bush, biodefense specialists
became interested — again — in anthrax. The Defense Threat Reduction
Agency built a small anthrax factory in Nevada, using simulants, to
demonstrate how easy it would be for a terrorist to build a small anthrax
factory. And in the first year of the Bush presidency, the Defense Intelligence
Agency wrote up plans to create a vaccine-resistant form of anthrax using
state-of-the-art gene-splicery. A front-page article describing these initiatives,
“U.S. Germ Warfare Research Pushes Treaty Limits,” appeared in the New
York Times on September 4, 2001, one week before 9/11. “Pentagon Says
Projects Are Defense, Is Pressing Ahead,” was the subtitle.
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no mutational drift, no period of accommodation and adjustment, or perhaps
some lab worker somewhere, inspired by Baric’s work with human airway
tissue, took a spike protein that was specially groomed to colonize and thrive
deep in the ciliated, mucosal tunnels of our inner core and cloned it onto some
existing viral bat backbone. It could have happened in Wuhan, but — because
anyone can now “print out” a fully infectious clone of any sequenced disease —
it could also have happened at Fort Detrick, or in Texas, or in Italy, or in
Rotterdam, or in Wisconsin, or in some other citadel of coronaviral inquiry.
No conspiracy — just scientific ambition, and the urge to take exciting risks
and make new things, and the fear of terrorism, and the fear of getting sick.
Plus a whole lot of government money.

“Risky Areas for Spillover”

Project Bioshield began to fade by the end of the Bush administration,
although the expensive high-containment laboratories, controversial
preservers and incubators of past and future epidemics, remain. By 2010,
some BioShield projects had dissolved into Obama’s Predict program, which
paid for laboratories and staff in 60 “risky areas for spillover” around the
world. Jonna Mazet, a veterinary scientist from the University of California,
Davis, was in charge of Predict, which was a component of USAID’s “Emerging
Pandemic Threats” program. Her far-flung teams collected samples from
164,000 animals and humans and claimed to have found “almost 1,200
potentially zoonotic viruses, among them 160 novel coronaviruses, including
multiple SARS- and MERS-like coronaviruses.” The fruits of Predict’s exotic
harvest were studied and circulated in laboratories worldwide, and their
genetic sequences became part of GenBank, the NIH’s genome database,
where any curious RNA wrangler anywhere could quickly synthesize snippets
of code and test out a new disease on human cells.

Baric, Jonna Mazet, and Peter Daszak of EcoHealth worked together for years
— and Daszak also routed Predict money to Shi Zhengli’s bat-surveillance
team in Wuhan through his nonprofit, mingling it with NIH money and
money from the U.S. Defense Threat Reduction Agency. In 2013,

Mazet announced that Shi Zhengli’s virus hunters, with Predict’s support, had,
for the first time, isolated and cultured a live SARS-like virus from bats and
demonstrated that this virus could bind to the human ACE2, or “angiotensin-
converting enzyme 2,” receptor, which Baric’s laboratory had determined to be
the sine qua non of human infectivity. “This work shows that these viruses can
directly infect humans and validates our assumption that we should be
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searching for viruses of pandemic potential before they spill over to people,”
Mazet said.

Daszak, for his part, seems to have viewed his bat quests as part of an epic,
guasi-religious death match. In a paper from 2008, Daszak and a co-author
described Bruegel’s painting The Fall of the Rebel Angels and compared it to
the contemporary human biological condition. The fallen angels could be seen
as pathogenic organisms that had descended “through an evolutionary (not
spiritual) pathway that takes them to a netherworld where they can feed only
on our genes, our cells, our flesh,” Daszak wrote. “Will we succumb to the
multitudinous horde? Are we to be cast downward into chthonic chaos
represented here by the heaped up gibbering phantasmagory against which we
rail and struggle?”

X1

“Lab-Made?”

There are, in fact, some helpful points of agreement between zoonoticists —
those who believe in a natural origin of the SARS-2 virus — and those who
believe that it probably came from a laboratory. Both sides agree, when
pressed, that a lab origin can’t be conclusively ruled out and a natural origin
can’t be ruled out either — because nature, after all, is capable of improbable,
teleological-seeming achievements. Both sides also agree, for the most part,
that the spillover event that began the human outbreak probably happened
only once, or a few times, quite recently, and not many times over a longer
period. They agree that bat virus RaTG13 (named for the Rinolophus

affinus bat, from Tongguan, in 2013) is the closest match to the human virus
that has yet been found, and that although the two viruses are very similar, the
spike protein of the bat virus lacks the features the human spike protein
possesses that enable it to work efficiently with human tissue.

Zoonoticists hold that SARS-2’s crucial features — the furin cleavage site and
the ACE2 receptor — are the result of a recombinant event involving a bat
coronavirus (perhaps RaTG13 or a virus closely related to it} and another,
unknown virus. Early on, researchers proposed that it could be a snake sold at
the seafood market — a Chinese cobra or a banded krait —but no: Snakes don’t
typically carry coronaviruses. Then there was a thought that the disease came
from sick smuggled pangolins, because there existed a certain pangolin
coronavirus that was, inexplicably, almost identical in its spike protein to the
human coronavirus — but then, no: There turned out to be questions about
the reliability of the genetic information in that diseased-pangolin data set, on
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Hoping to smooth over controversy by showing due diligence, the National
Science Advisory Board for Biosecurity, founded in the BioShield era under
President Bush, paid a consulting firm, Gryphon Scientific, to write a report
on gain-of-function research, which by now was simply referred to as GoF. In
chapter six of this thousand-page dissertation, published in April 2016, the
consultants take up the question of coronaviruses. “Increasing the
transmissibility of the coronaviruses could significantly increase the chance of
a global pandemic due to a laboratory accident,” they wrote.

The Cambridge Working Group continued to write letters of protest and plead
for restraint and sanity. Steven Salzberg, a professor of biomedical
engineering at Johns Hopkins, said, “We have enough problems simply
keeping up with the current flu outbreaks — and now with Ebola — without
scientists creating incredibly deadly new viruses that might accidentally
escape their labs.” David Relman of Stanford Medical School said, “It is
unethical to place so many members of the public at risk and then consult only
scientists — or, even worse, just a small subset of scientists — and exclude
others from the decision-making and oversight process.” Richard Ebright
wrote that creating and evaluating new threats very seldom increases security:
“Doing so in biology — where the number of potential threats is nearly infinite,
and where the asymmetry between the ease of creating threats and the
difficulty of addressing threats is nearly absolute — is especially
counterproductive.” Lynn Klotz wrote, “Awful as a pandemic brought on by
the escape of a variant H5N1 virus might be, it is SARS that now presents the
greatest risk. The worry is less about recurrence of a natural SARS outbreak
than of yet another escape from a laboratory researching it to help protect
against a natural outbreak.” Marc Lipsitch argued that gain-of-function
experiments can mislead, “resulting in worse not better decisions,” and that
the entire gain-of-function debate as overseen by the NIH was heavily
weighted in favor of scientific insiders and “distinctly unwelcoming of public
participation.”

Nariyoshi Shinomiya, a professor of physiology and nano-medicine at the
National Defense Medical College in Japan, offered this warning: “Similar to

nuclear or chemical weapons there is no going back once we get a thing in our
hands.”

But in the end, Baric was allowed to proceed with his experiments, and the
research papers that resulted, showered with money, became a sort

of Anarchist’s Cookbook for the rest of the scientific world. In November 2015,
Baric and colleagues published a collaboration paper with Shi Zhengli titled “A
SARS-like Cluster of Circulating Bat Coronaviruses Shows Potential for
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said, was committed to a leadership role with gain-of-function research
internationally. “If we are pursuing this research in an active way, we will be
much better positioned to develop protection and countermeasures should
something bad happen in another country.”

A reporter asked Marc Lipsitch what he thought of the resumption of NIH
funding. Gain-of-function experiments “have done almost nothing to improve
our preparedness for pandemics,” he said, “yet they risked creating an
accidental pandemic.”

XIII.

“Proximity Is a Problem”

In April, four months into the coronavirus emergency, a deputy director at
the NIH wrote an email to EcoHealth Alliance. “You are instructed to cease
providing any funds to Wuhan Institute of Virology,” it said. In response,
Daszak and the chief scientific officer of New England Biolabs (a company that
sells seamless gene-splicing products to laboratories, among other things) got
77 Nobel Prize winners to sign a statement saying that the cancellation
deprived the “nation and the world of highly regarded science that could help
control one of the greatest health crises in modern history and those that may
arise in the future.” Later, as a condition of further funding, the NIH wrote to
say it wanted Daszak to arrange an outside inspection of the Wuhan lab and to
procure from Wuhan’s scientists a sample of whatever they’d used to sequence
the SARS-2 virus. Daszak was outraged (“I am not trained as a private
detective”), and again he fought back. He was reluctant to give up his own
secrets, too. “Conspiracy-theory outlets and politically motivated
organizations have made Freedom of Information Act requests on our grants
and all of our letters and emails to the NIH,” he told Nature. “We don’t think
it’s fair that we should have to reveal everything we do.”

But Daszak has survived — even prospered. Recently, The Lancet made him
the lead investigator in its inquiry into the origins of the pandemic, and the
World Health Organization named him to its ten-person origins investigation.
(“We're still close enough to the origin to really find out more details about
where it has come from,” Daszak told Nature.)

The NIH has also set up an ambitious new international program, called
CREID, which stands for Centers for Research in Emerging Infectious
Diseases, and it has put Daszak’s EcoHealth in charge of trapping animals and
looking for obscure bat viruses in Singapore, Malaysia, and Thailand. Baric is
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one of Daszak’s partners in CREID. The virus hunting and collecting, which
Richard Ebright likens to “looking for a gas leak with a lighted match,” will
continue and widen with U.S. funding. “We’re going to work in remote parts of
Malaysia and Thailand to get to the front line of where the next pandemic is
going to start,” Daszak told NPR.

In May, an interviewer from the People’s Pharmacy website asked Baric if he
had any thoughts on whether the coronavirus began with a natural bat-to-
human transfer. “Or was there something a little bit more, perhaps, insidious
involved?”

“Well, of course the answers to those questions are in China,” Baric replied.
“Exactly how they work in that facility is something that would be very
difficult for a Westerner to know,” he said. “The main problems that the
Institute of Virology has is that the outbreak occurred in close proximity to
that Institute. That Institute has in essence the best collection of virologists in
the world that have gone out and sought out, and isolated, and sampled bat
species throughout Southeast Asia. So they have a very large collection of
viruses in their laboratory. And so it’s — you know — proximity is a problem.
It’s a problem.”

Over the course of the fall, and especially after the election muffled Donald
Trump’s influence over the country’s public-health apparatus, that proximity
problem — and the uncomfortable questions of origins it raised — began to
grow somewhat more discussable. The BBC, Le Monde, and Italy’s RAI have
all recently taken seriously the scientific possibility of a lab leak. In late
October, the World Health Organization convened the first meeting of its
second inquiry into the origins of the disease. The WHO’s effort is perhaps the
world’s best chance to satisfy its curiosity about goings-on at the Wuhan
Institute of Virology and at the Wuhan CDC’s virus lab near the Wuhan
seafood market. But, as the New York Times has reported, the WHO’s
information gathering has been hindered by Chinese secretiveness since
February, when an initial investigative team sent to Beijing was told its
members’ access to scientists would be restricted and that it couldn’t visit the
seafood market, then considered a hub of the pandemic.

When a BBC video team tried to inspect the Yunnan mine shaft, they found
the road to the mine blocked by a strategically parked truck that had “broken
down” shortly before they arrived. Reporter John Sudworth asked Daszak, one
of the ten members of the second WHO investigative team, whether he would
push for access to the Wuhan Institute of Virology. “That’s not my job to do
that,” Daszak replied.
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In November, David Relman, the Stanford microbiologist, one of the most
thoughtful of the voices warning against gain-of-function research,

published a paper in Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences on the
urgent need to unravel the origins of COVID-19. “If SARS-CoV-2 escaped from
a lab to cause the pandemic,” he wrote, “it will become critical to understand
the chain of events and prevent this from happening again.” Conflicts of
interest by researchers and administrators will need to be addressed, Relman
wrote; to reach the truth, the investigation must be transparent, international,
and, as much as possible, unpolitical. “A more complete understanding of the
origins of COVID-19 clearly serves the interests of every person in every
country on this planet.”

“The world is sitting on a precedent-setting decision right now,” wrote Alina
Chan on December 8. “It is unclear if SARS2 is 100 percent natural or
emerged due to lab/research activities. If we walk away from this,
demonstrating that we cannot effectively investigate its origins, it will pave the
way for future COVIDS.”

Just before this issue of New York went to press, I reached Ralph Baric by
phone and asked him where he now believed SARS-2 came from. (Anthony
Fauci, Shi Zhengli, and Peter Daszak didn’t respond to emails, and Kristian
Andersen said he was busy with other things.) Baric said he still thought the
virus came from bats in southern China, perhaps directly, or possibly via an
intermediate host, although the smuggled pangolins, in his view, were a red
herring. The disease evolved in humans over time without being noticed, he
suspected, becoming gradually more infectious, and eventually a person
carried it to Wuhan “and the pandemic took off.” Then he said, “Can you rule
out a laboratory escape? The answer in this case is probably not.”

XIV,

Transmission

So how did we actually get this disease?

Here’s what I think happened. In April 2012, in a copper mine in Mojiang,
China, three men were given an awful job — they were told to shovel bat guano
out of a mine shaft. They went to work and shoveled guano for seven hours a
day in the confined, insufficiently ventilated space of the mine shaft, and by
the end of the week, they were sick with a viral pneumonia of unknown
etiology. Three more, younger shovelers were hired to replace the ones who
were out sick.
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men had gotten extremely sick with COVID-19 back in 2012 in southern
China, doctors and nurses in the hospital where they lay dying would likely
have gotten sick as well. There might have been hundreds or thousands of
cases. Instead, only the shovelers themselves, who had breathed a heavy
concentration of guano dust for days, got it.

The existence of bat virus RaTG13 is therefore not necessarily evidence of a
natural bat origin. In fact, it seems to me to imply the opposite: New
functional components may have been overlaid onto or inserted into the
RaTG13 genome, new Tinkertoy intermolecular manipulations, especially to
its spike protein, which have the effect of making it unprecedentedly infectious
in human airways.

This is where the uniquely peculiar furin insert and/or the human-tuned
ACE2-receptor-binding domain may come in — although it’s also possible that
either of these elements could have evolved as part of some multistep zoonotic
process. But in the climate of gonzo laboratory experimentation, at a time
when all sorts of tweaked variants and amped-up substitutions were being
tested on cell cultures and in the lungs of humanized mice and other
experimental animals, isn’t it possible that somebody in Wuhan took the virus
that had been isolated from human samples, or the RaTG13 bat virus
sequence, or both (or other viruses from that same mine shaft that Shi Zhengli
has recently mentioned in passing), and used them to create a challenge
disease for vaccine research — a chopped-and-channeled version of RaTG13 or
the miners’ virus that included elements that would make it thrive and even
rampage in people? And then what if, during an experiment one afternoon,
this new, virulent, human-infecting, furin-ready virus got out?

For more than 15 years, coronavirologists strove to prove that the threat of
SARS was ever present and must be defended against, and they proved it by
showing how they could doctor the viruses they stored in order to force them
to jump species and go directly from bats to humans. More and more bat
viruses came in from the field teams, and they were sequenced and
synthesized and “rewired,” to use a term that Baric likes. In this international
potluck supper of genetic cookery, hundreds of new variant diseases were
invented and stored. And then one day, perhaps, somebody messed up. It’s at
least a reasonable, “parsimonious” explanation of what might have happened.

This may be the great scientific meta-experiment of the 21st century. Could a
world full of scientists do all kinds of reckless recombinant things with viral
diseases for many years and successfully avoid a serious outbreak? The
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hypothesis was that, yes, it was doable. The risk was worth taking. There
would be no pandemic.

I hope the vaccine works.

*This article appears in the January 4, 2021, issue of New York Magazine
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China’s Reckless Labs Put the World at Risk

Beijing is obsessed with viruses, but not biosafety. We are paying a high price for its lapses.
By Mike Pompeo and Miles Yu

Feb. 23,2021 12:53 pm ET
https://www.wsj.com/articles/chinas-reckless-labs-put-the-world-at-risk-

11614102828 mod=opinion lead pos5

The Chinese Communist Party is obsessed with viruses. Its army of scientists claim to have
discovered almost 2,000 new viruses in a little over a decade. It took the past 200 years for the
rest of the world to discover that many. More troubling is the party’s negligence on biosafety.
The costs and the risk to world health are enormous, as evidenced by a novel coronavirus that
escaped Wuhan. This situation can’t continue. The world must hold the Chinese Communist
Party accountable and punish Beijing if it fails to uphold global biosafety standards, including
basic transparency requirements.

The most recent example of this malfeasance is playing out around us. The evidence that the
virus came from Wuhan is enormous, though largely circumstantial, and most signs point to the
Wuhan Institute of Virology, or W1V, as the source of Covid-19. In America, concern about the
site is now broad and bipartisan. The Biden administration stated that it has “deep concerns”
about the World Health Organization’s investigation into the early days of the pandemic,
particularly Beijing’s interference with the investigators’ work.

The world has known for a long time that WIV poses a huge risk to global health. Two 2018
State Department cables warned of its biosafety problems. They even predicted that SARS-CoV-
2's ACE2 receptor, identified by WIV scientists, would enable human-to-human transmission.
Yuan Zhiming, then director of WIV's biosafety level 4 lab, warned, “The biosafety laboratory is
a double-edge sword: It can be used for the benefit of humanity, but can also lead to a
disaster.” He listed the shortfalls prevalent among China’s biology labs, including a lack of
“operational technical support, professional instructions” and “feasible standards for the safety
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requirements of different protection zones and for the inoculation of microbiological animals
and equipment.”

The Chinese public took note, with several bloggers alleging that WIV's virus-carrying animals
are sold as pets. They may even show up at local wet markets. After the Wuhan outbreak, one
since-disappeared blogger asked a WIV researcher to debate the lab’s biosafety practices in
public. The offer was ignored.

Beijing has a moral and legal obligation to take biosafety seriously, especially given the kind of
research going on at WIV. In 2015, WIV's Dr. Shi Zhengli co-wrote an article titled “A SARS-like
Cluster of Circulating Bat Coronaviruses Shows Potential for Human Emergence” in which she
admitted that her team had engineered “chimeric” and “hybrid” viruses from horseshoe bats.
In a 2019 article titled “Bat Coronavirus in China,” Ms. Shi and her co-authors warned, “It is
highly likely that future SARS- or MERS-like coronavirus outbreaks will originate from bats, and
there is an increased probability that this will occur in China.” At the time, WIV housed tens of
thousands of bat virus samples and experiment animals.

China resisted international monitoring at WIV. The lab was built with French assistance, but
China abrogated its promise to allow French scientists to participate in essential research there.
China then accredited WIV through its own agency as its only level 4 facility, and the country’s
National Health Commission quickly approved it to handle some of the world’s most dangerous
viruses. The Chinese Ministry of Science and Technology completed a comprehensive safety
and management survey of China’s 75 bioresearch labs in 2016, finding that WIV didn’t even
make the top 20 in terms of quality.

The People’s Liberation Army, or PLA, has admitted to developing bioweapons. In 2011 China
informed the International Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention Review Conference that
its military experts were working on the “creation of man-made pathogens,” “genomics laying
the foundation for pathogen transformation,” “population-specific genetic markers,” and
“targeted drug-delivery technology making it easier to spread pathogens.” A 2015 PLA study
treated the 2003 SARS coronavirus outbreak as a “contemporary genetic weapon” launched by
foreign forces. And in January 2021, the State Department confirmed that people had fallen
mysteriously ill at WIV in fall 2019, and that WIV conducts secret bioweapons research with the
PLA.

The negligence at China’s biolabs, especially WIV, was so dangerous that the PLA dispatched a
general to take over the facility soon after the outbreak in Wuhan. Xi Jinping’s first speech on
the outbreak highlighted “lessons learned” about “shortcomings” and “leaking holes” in China’s
management of biological material and biological-security system. He demanded that “a new
biological-security law” be made part of the “national-security system.”

The Chinese Communist Party’s recklessness has already cost the world too much, and its
obfuscation guarantees this won’t be the last such tragedy. It ordered the destruction of virus
samples collected from the earliest patients. It banned the release of key data. It silenced
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journalists, doctors and scientists. And it impeded the WHO's investigation. Beijing doesn’t
want the world to know the true origin of the coronavirus and its serious biosafety lapses.

The Chinese government must change course. It must be open about its biosafety systems, fix
its errors and curtail its dangerous ambitions. Lives and livelihoods across the world are on the
line. We all have a responsibility to make sure that the Chinese Communist Party isn’t given a
free pass.

Mr. Pompeo served as U.S. secretary of state (2018-21} and director of the Central Intelligence
Agency (2017-18). Mr. Yu served as Secretary Pompeo’s principal China policy and planning
adviser. Both are fellows at the Hudson Institute.
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Recipient:



FL-2022-00076  A-00000574565 "UNCLASSIFIED" 05/30/2023

From: [(b)(6) l@state.gov>
To: Ford, Christopher A|(b)(5) b)state.gov:»
Subject: FW: T nominee - ISN QA 5-11-2020 {Fong Isaac 1Y)
Date: Thu, 14 May 2020 12:22:28 +0000

ISN Q&A attached.

From: Park, Christopher J (T){B)(6) @state.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2020 6:27 PM

To: Ford, Christopher A{b)(6)  @state.gov>

Cc: T _SpecAssts <T_SpecAssts@state.gov>
Subject: T nominee - ISN QA 5-11-2020 (Fong Isaac JY)

Dr. Ford — ISN Q&A for your review.
Sender: |(b)(6) Eﬁstate.gov:»

Recipient: Ford, Christopher A{D)}(6)  [state.gov>
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Briefing Materials for Marshall Billingslea, Nominee to be Under Secretary
for Arms Control and International Security
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From: "Park, Christopher J"state.gov>
To: Park, Christopher J @state.gov>
Subject: FW: Prospects for cooperative investigations into the origin of COVID-19
Date: Wed, 7 Jul 2021 18:35:52 +0000

Fromgb)(6) b@state.gov>

Sent: Monday, August 17, 2020 5:17 PM

To: ISN-BPS-DL <ISN-BPS-DL@STATE.GOV>;[(6)(6) |@state.gov>;[B)(6) |
[(B)(6)  |CIV US NDU/CSWMD {b)(6) [@ndu.edu>

Subject: Prospects for cooperative investigations into the origin of COVID-19

Courtesy of Lourdes, attached is a Vertic paper on "Prospects for cooperative investigations
into the origin of COVID-19."

Sender: "Park, Christopher 1" [(b)(6) Kstate.gov>
Recipient: Park, Christopher J|(b)(6) dstate.gov>
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Sender: "Stilwell, David R" [(b)(6) [ostate.gov>

Recipient: (0X6) @state.gov>;
PIent: Y., Miles [B)6)_|@state.gov>
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Mission China Convenes EAC

3. 6B Embassy Beijing convened an EAC with all Mission China Consulates January 29
(scptel). Embassy Beijing will hold a sccond Town Hall January 30 led by the Ambassador.

4. &BH The Wuhan evacuation flight departed Wuhan, China at 0438 Beijing Time. Embassy
Beijing continucs to coordinate with the Department on assistance to U.S. citizens who remain in
Wuhan.

(b)(S)

> EBYIb)(5)
(b)(5)

Uptick in Flight Suspensions, Other Transit and Service Restrictions

6. (5Bt CNN reported January 29 that British Air suspended all service to and from mainland
China following the UK Foreign Office advisory to avoid nonessential travel. American, United,
and other airlincs announced January 28 they had temporarily reducced flights between Beijing
and the United States. citing reduced demand in making their decisions.

7. 5BBH(b)(4)
(b)(4)

8. &5B Two CG Shanghai Officers reported their flight from Burma to Shanghai on the
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