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US Policies for Oversight of Dual-Use Research
Name
Institution
Appropriateness of US Policies for Oversight of Dual-Use Research
Typically, the U. S government strategy to the oversight of dual use research to a larger extent fits within the wider realm of coinciding policies and guidelines that institute U.S approach for counteracting biological threats; bioterrorism and biological weapons. These policies emanate from a critical perspective that basic research should be transparent; however, whilst being subjective to policies that ensure valuation and mitigation of risks in the life science researches. These US policies for oversight of dual-use research are appropriate considering they fundamentally aim at governing the handling of the dissemination of possibly sensitive scientific information by researchers, research funders and research institutions.
 First of all, in regards to funding life science research, the US policies for oversight of dual-use research are appropriate since they guide government agencies in suitable funding. The policy specifies the specific agents and toxins in research that should be funded on (By). The policy recommends funding of life science research should be permitted if the research seeks to achieve the following in one or more of the 15 explicit agents and toxins. Funding is necessary if the research seeks to; increasing an agent or toxin’s “detrimental concerns;” disrupt invulnerability of immunizations to the agent or toxin; increases its stability or transmissibility; makes it resilient to prophylactic intrusions; makes a host population more vulnerable to it; and also if the research is aimed at reconstituting an inexistent agent or toxin (DURC, 2014).  
Consequently, the US policies for oversight of dual-use research can be considered appropriate based on how it provides guidance to the researcher intending to undertake experiments. The policy requires a researcher to undertake a preliminary assessment of probable risk, and if necessary, develop a risk mitigation plan, in alliance with the federal funder  (DURC, 2014). The significance of the risk mitigation plan is that it is essential in requesting for the use of voluntary redaction of publication if the risks cannot be effectively mitigated.  In some cases, the US policies for oversight of dual-use research serve as terms and conditions of funding, in which funding agency use to terminate federal funding if there are no plans for mitigating possible risks in particular research.
Subsequently, the U.S policies for oversight of dual-use research can be deemed appropriate based on how it provides essential guidance for research-performing institutions and federal funders for life sciences research. Based on the policies, research institutions are able to develop risk mitigation plans as well as assess and track compliance with plans. As such, the U.S policies for oversight of dual-use research facilitate the communication of information regarding the activity of dual use concern to the funder of the research (Millett, 2017). 
 Finally, it is certain that the U.S policies for oversight of dual-use research can be twofold; with both benefits and disadvantages. Primarily, stringent policies for overseeing research in advanced biotechnology could impede the advancement of biomedical research since policies will dictate on some specific types of research (NIHOD, 2010). Hence, there is a need for expansion, strengthening and harmonization of the U.S government oversight guidelines to ensure pursuance of biotechnology research at the highest level, whilst substantially countering biological threats; bioterrorism and biological weapons.
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