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      STATEMENT ON THE BIOSHIELD DEVICE BY ITS CREATOR, PROFESSOR 
      DR. ILIJA LAKICEVIC AND ITS TEST COORDINATOR, JACQUES BAUER, 
      FOLLOWING A STORY BY THE BBC. 

Last Thursday, May 28th 2020, the BBC reported on the BioShield device, which their technology 
reporter, Rory Cellan-Jones, asserts is a scam. 

His authority for the attack lies with London-based cyber security experts, Pen Test Partners. Their 
conclusion on investigating the BioShield device: 

‘In our opinion the 5G Bioshield is nothing more than a £5 USB key with a sticker on it. Whether or not 
the sticker provides £300 pounds worth of quantum holographic catalyzer technology we’ll leave you to 
decide.’ 

While we do not seek to question the cyber credentials of Pen Test Partners, it is like asking a 
mechanic from 1970 to pronounce on a rocket engine built today.  
 
The science behind this device is highly advanced, and, more than likely, beyond the grasp of most 
investigators. Using a conventional method for ascertaining our product is like attempting to 
measure a temperature with a barometer. It is of highest importance to define first what needs to be 
measured. 

Our product’s efficacy has been demonstrated in laboratory conditions using, among other 
parameters, living blood on Dark Field Microscopy; HRV (Heart Rate Variability); measurements of 
the autonomic nervous system, psycho-emotional system (Stress), central Nervous System, as well 
as biorhythms harmonisation levels. The veracity of these results has been supported by anecdotal 
evidence in the form of written testimonials from scores of customers. 

We have carried out efficacy tests on our BioShield product through various investigators and we are 
certain of its efficacious effects at multiple levels.

We are committed to lay out the science in a separate release, with a view to help explain how the 
technology works. 

As peculiar as it was unprofessional, the focus of the attack by the BBC was not directly on the 
science or the scientists, but on our distribution and marketing personnel, who are unqualified to 
refute the BBC’s allegations. 

How can a distribution company have the scientific knowledge to back up the integrity of the 
BioShield device?
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The BBC was correctly directed by our marketing team to contact us. But, no BBC reporter rang or 
emailed us. Moreover, the report did not reference any of our scientific evidence openly available on 
our website. Instead it relied, for its attack, on an agency unqualified to pronounce on our product 
and quoting only the words of an administrator, dodging any engagement with the brains behind the 
technology.  It is like attacking the advertising agency promoting a product created by Pfizer and not 
Pfizer itself nor indeed mentioning Pfizer at all.  

If BioShield Distribution Ltd was promoting a product that was really worthless, we, its inventors, 
would necessarily be charlatans, with, no doubt, fake academic credentials. But the BBC stopped 
short of saying that or even mentioning our names because, as they know but did not disclose, that 
our academic credentials stand up. Even though we were not referenced in its attack, the BBC has 
done our reputations grave damage.

Since publishing its article, the BBC has continued an attack on our credibility for our alleged failure 
to comment since the story broke on Thursday the 28th of May. With due respect, the individuals 
and advisers in this enterprise are in different countries with different time zones, subject to internet 
issues, a global lockdown, and a server crash due to BBC’s story. In our estimation, the BBC’s 
conduct falls short of the journalistic integrity to be expected from Britain’s national news gatherer 
and broadcaster.

As it happens, on Monday, June 8th 2020, at the Centre Prevention & Sante Colombier in 
Switzerland, Dr Nathalie Calame (acknowledged as a hyper electro sensitivity specialist) and her team 
of qualified experts will conduct a double blind efficacy trial on our device. There will be 
several volunteers all of whom will provide a sample of blood. Half the volunteers will be given the 
BioShield device with the nano-layer and the other half a placebo, a USB key without a nano layer. 
All volunteers will then be subjected to blood testing and HRV measurements, among other 
parameters, before and at various times of exposure to mobile phone EMFs according to a previously 
well defined standard protocol.
 
Consistent with previous findings, we expect a more beneficial outcome for those who had our 
BioShield device. Doctor Calame will report to us her findings, which we intend to share with 
interested parties. When the lockdown is finished we will repeat the double blind efficacy study, this 
time inviting representatives of the media, including the BBC, to be the ones tested, so they can see 
for themselves Bioshield’s efficacious effects. We will be accepting up to 50 subjects for this purpose. 
 
In closing, we reiterate that nobody in this enterprise has done anything improper. To the contrary, it 
is the BBC who seems to have demonstrated a profound lack of journalistic rigor or integrity in this 
matter, and wilfully damaged a legitimate business in the process.
 
We fully support the officers of Bioshield Distribution Ltd and stand by the technology of our 
product. 

We reserve our rights.
 
Sincerely, 

Professor Ilija Lakicevic and Jacques Bauer
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