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Prepping for the Presidency/Special Topics
Surge in generative AI and CRISPR gene-editing has dramatically amplified the character of biological threats. Such technologies might facilitate the process of how non-state actors might develop dangerous new pathogens, even without advanced technological skills. In a worst case, an artificially designed virus could be engineered with the help of computational tools to propagate effectively. Such pathogens may be programmed to propagate silently via an asymptomatic carrier and still cause a high death rate (Friedrichs, 2025). Gaps in regulation, including weaker monitoring of synthetic DNA offered by private companies, increase the risk.
National Security Risk
The inability to respond to this paradigm shift may lead to a high number of deaths and a complete breakdown of the U.S. healthcare infrastructure. In addition to the immediate death toll, a targeted and engineered virus may have a devastating economic impact. A financial environment created as a result would also undermine military preparedness. Finally, other powers in the Indo-Pacific are capitalizing on the situation and threatening American national security.
Instruments of Power
Military: Use the Defense Industrial Base to "supercharge" the rapid-response manufacturing and logistics of vaccines, as outlined in the 2026 National Defense Strategy (European Parliament, 2026).
Economic: Provide tax breaks and domestic buy preferences to force private biotech companies to implement a mandatory DNA synthesis screening (Friedrichs, 2025).
Diplomatic: Use the coming 2026 G20 summit to negotiate a Common Mechanism of global biosecurity standards.

Informational: Establish a high-fidelity intelligence network that integrates cyber and biological data to identify threats in the design phase of the digital design before they become a tangible threat (SpecialEurasia, 2026).
Stakeholder Engagement
The U.S. needs to spearhead a multistakeholder coalition that includes the Biological Weapons Convention (BWC), private bio-foundries, and the International Biosecurity and Biosafety Initiative for Science (Namdeo et al., 2026).
The Plan: Operation Bio- Shield 2026
An immediate Executive order should:
Mandate Screening: Compel all U.S.-based institutions to buy synthetic DNA only from companies that use verified AI-driven screening software to identify malicious genetic sequences (Friedrichs, 2025).
Cyber-Bio Integration: ensure collaboration between the Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency (CISA) and the CDC to monitor cloud-connected sequencing platforms for unauthorized access or any grey zone genetic manipulation (SpecialEurasia, 2026).
Rapid Attribution: Invest in the creation of forensic watermarking of synthetic DNA so that any illicitly produced agent is immediately attributed.
Analysis of Risk and Schedule
The first one is the risk of strategic overstretch and possible tension with the innovators in the private sector who can see regulation as an impediment to biomedical development (European Parliament, 2026). But the repercussions of inaction will create a biological vulnerability that will outweigh the financial costs.

Timeframe: DNA screening requirements must be fully implemented by Q4 2026; the Cyber-Bio Task Force must be established within 90 days.
Measures: 100% of U.S. bio-foundries are compliant with the International Common Mechanism of screening.
Geopolitical Impact
The renewed emphasis on American leadership in the unconventional weapons of the Third Nuclear Era. The U.S. locking in the biotechnology supply chain would deter rogue states and reassure allies of the high regard of the current administration for its allies.
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