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The definition of Black Biology is the use of genetic engineering to 
enhance the virulence of a pathogen [1]. In the age of Do-It-Yourself 
(DIY) biology and synthetic biology [2-6], the reality of Black Biology 
has moved from science fiction to science reality. Furthermore, as 
the tools for genetic engineering become more common place and 
accessible, the reality of Black Biology becomes not merely reserved for 
nation states or rouge nations, but a real threat from terrorist groups 
and lone individuals (aka lone wolves).

One example of black biology was the work done by Sergei Popov, 
a department chief in the Soviet bioweapons program. Popov reported 
success in developing a strain of plague that was resistant to multiple 
antibiotics, and a strain of anthrax that was resistant to both the anthrax 
vaccine and multiple antibiotics [1,7,8]. 

The concerns regarding black biology focus on what this technology 
could do for pathogens, especially those that have been, or could be used 
for biological weapons (BW), or in acts of bioterrorism. The agenda 
to insert genes into pathogens could range from enhancing shelf-
life of stored pathogens in ordinances [9]; to resistance of pathogens 
to antibiotics or vaccines; to capacity to evade innate immune 
mechanisms (e.g. resistance to fever or macrophage endocytosis); 
or to enhance the mortality rate of infected hosts (e.g. humans, farm 
animals, agricultural crops, etc.). For example, Daly [9] discusses how 
some extremophiles and their genes for specific traits could be used 
for genetically enhanced biological weapons. In one case, thermophiles 
(i.e. heat loving organisms) might provide traits to build a better heat 
resistant BW that would withstand explosive dispersal from a missile, 
or withstand the febrile state inside of human hosts. Furthermore, 
traits of barophiles (i.e. pressure loving organisms) would help design 
BW that could withstand the high pressures during the detonation of 
a BW warhead [9].

But, beyond these objectives, genetically engineered pathogens 
could be developed to create pathogens that evade detection by 
commercial or biodefense diagnostics (e.g. ELISA, qPCR); or creating 
pathogens with mixed symptoms to hinder diagnosis; or even create 
transgenic organisms with new exotoxins or endotoxins; or to infect 
new organ or tissue targets within the hosts.

Yet, the insertion of new genes, whether it is via transgenic plasmids 
or the cut and paste efforts into the pathogen’s primary chromosome is 
not a guarantee for success. As Zilinskas [10] notes, many pleiotropic 
effects (some negative) may arise from the inserted genes, and/or 
gene products. Hence, the “engineered” pathogenic organism may 
exhibit reduced “fitness” in culturing, dispersal, or even in maintaining 
the epidemic after the initial outbreak. Yet, if used in a bioterrorism 
incident, the reduction in “fitness” might be a worthy tradeoff for a 
successful bioterrorist inspired outbreak, with lingering effects felt in 
society long after the organism dies out and becomes extinct.

Evidence for black biology of pathogenic agents are varied, but with 
the rapid expansion of genomic maps for many organisms (pathogenic 
and otherwise), as well as the explosion of bioinformatic tools to 
read, analyze and compare genetic maps; the capacity to detect actual 
black biology incidences will become easier. Some hints of genetic 
modification of pathogenic agents may include the presence of artificial 

chromosomes from more complex organisms, but other simpler forms 
of “gene engineering” may demonstrate messy gene splicing into 
endogenous viral or prokaryotic genes (sans evidence of transposons). 
Other hints of black biology may involve unusual restriction splicing 
performed by rare restriction enzymes, not found within the genus 
or even kingdom of the pathogenic organisms, or incompatible gene 
combinations crossing phylogenetic boundaries (e.g. toll-like receptor 
mammalian genes found in an archean pathogen or plant toxins within 
a human virus genome). 

Finally, as mentioned above, the explosion of genomic mapping of 
many organisms can also provide insight into a genetically engineered 
pathogen, by bioinformatically comparing the “new pathogen” strain’s 
genomic database with genomic databases of known native pathogen 
strains.

Indeed, even without knowledge of the actors involved in the 
release of the genetically engineered organism, the evidence of black 
biology on a pathogen must be immediately reported to the Biological 
Toxins and Weapons Convention (BTWC), for further review and 
possible action. Also, international and national public health agencies 
and internet alert services (e.g. World Health Organization, Centers 
for Disease Control, Public Health Europe, ProMED [11], etc.) must 
be informed of the event and initiate discussion, as well as surveillance 
for similar events. The biosecurity of global public health depends on a 
well educated populace knowledgeable about the threats posted by the 
genetic engineering of biological warfare agents. It is hoped that this 
editorial helps to further the discussion on this topic.

References
1. Ainscough MJ (2004) Next generation bio weapons: Genetic engineering and

biological warfare. The Gathering Biological Warfare Storm 165-186. 

2. DIYBIO (2013) DIYBIO-An Institution for the Do-It-Yourself Biologist, USA. 

3. Making the Modern Do-It-Yourself Biology Laboratory Singularity Hub
Singularity Hub. 

4. (2013) Synthetic Biology Society. SynBioSoc. 

5. http://www.synbioproject.org/. 

6. http://openwetware.org/wiki/Synthetic_Biology.

7. Ken A, Handelman S (1999) Biohazard: The chilling true story of the largest
covert biological weapons program in the world-told by the man who ran it.
Random House, New York, USA. 

*Corresponding author:  Roberge Lawrence. F, Laboure College, 303 Adams
Street, Milton, MA 02186-4253 USA, Tel: 617-322-3551; Fax: 617-296-7947; E-mail:
LAWRENCE_ROBERGE@LABOURE.EDU

Received August 28, 2013; Accepted August 29, 2013; Published September 
1, 2013

Citation: Roberge Lawrence F (2013) Black Biology-A Threat to Biosecurity and 
Biodefense. Biosafety 2: e139. doi:10.4172/2167-0331.1000e139

Copyright: © 2013 Roberge Lawrence F. This is an open-access article distributed 
under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits 
unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the 
original author and source are credited.

Black Biology-A Threat to Biosecurity and Biodefense
Roberge Lawrence F*
Laboure College, 303 Adams Street, Milton, MA 02186-4253, USA

Biosafety
Biosafety

ISSN: 2167-0331

http://www.bibliotecapleyades.net/ciencia/ciencia_virus08.htm
http://www.amazon.com/Biohazard-Chilling-Largest-Biological-World-Told/dp/0385334966


Citation:  Roberge Lawrence F (2013) Black Biology-A Threat to Biosecurity and Biodefense. Biosafety 2: e139. doi:10.4172/2167-0331.1000e139

Page 2 of 2

Volume 2 • Issue 3 • 1000e138
Biosafety
ISSN: 2167-0331 BS an open access journal 

8. Miller J, Engelberg S, Broad W (2001) Germs: Biological Weapons and
America’s Secret War. New York, USA.

9. Daly MJ (2001) The emerging impact of genomics on the development of
biological weapons. Threats and benefits posed by engineered extremophiles. 
Clin Lab Med 21: 619-629.

10.	Zilinskas RA (2008) Possible terrorist use of modern biotechnology techniques. 
Conference on Biosecurity and Bioterrorism. Landau Network, USA. 

11.	(2013) Program for monitoring emerging diseases. International Society for
Infectious Diseases, USA.

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11572143

	Title

	Corresponding author
	References



