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Mission: For responsible uses and effective 
social governance of human genetic and 
assisted reproductive technologies 

  

Values 

• social justice 

• human rights 

• the public interest 





 

3-person IVF  |  Ancestry  Tests |  Animal Models  |  Assisted 

Reproduction   BioBanks   |  Bioethics |  Biological Determinism  |  

Biopolitics   

Biotech & Big Pharma    |   “Cheap White Eggs”  |  Clinical Trials  |  Cloning  

|  CRISPR  Disability Rights   |  DNA Forensics  |  Egg Retrieval  |  

Embryo  Selection  Environmentalism  |  Eugenics   |  Forced 

Sterilization  |  Gamete Donors  | “Gay Gene“   Genetic Discrimination  |  

Human Germline Gene Editing   

Human Rights  |  Inheritable Genetic Modification  |  LGBTQI     

Direct-to-Consumer Genetics  |   Prenatal Screening  |  “Precision 

Medicine”   |  PGD     Public Interest  |  Race  |  Religion  |  

Reproductive Justice    

Sequencing & Genomics  |  Sex Selection  |  Stem Cell  Research  |   

Social Justice Surrogacy  |  Synthetic Biology  |  

Transhumanism  |  "Warrior Gene“  |  Viking Sperm 











Eventually the 
GenRich class and 
the Natural class will 
become…entirely 
separate species with 
no ability to cross-
breed. 



 

Goal: To make 
inheritable genetic 
modification 
“acceptable” to the 
public. 

 
Conclusion: “The 

question is not if, but 
when and how.” 



“We have created a 
society that is so 
technologically 
complex that we 
must now create 
people who are 
smart enough to 
manage it.” 

 

 
 



“If you could find the gene 
which determines sexuality 
and a woman decides she 
doesn't want a homosexual 
child, well, let her.” 

 

“People say it would be 
terrible if we made all girls 
pretty. I think it would be 
great.”  

 

 







“If we cross 
that fateful 
threshold,  
I don't see 
how we can 
ever return.” 











 
MIT Technology Review 

 

 

Scientists are 
developing ways 
to edit the DNA 
of tomorrow’s 
children.  

Should they stop 
before it’s too 
late?  

 

 
 
 



 
Nature 

 
“Serious risks…the 

therapeutic benefits 
are tenuous… 

 
a path towards… 

genetic 
enhancement.” 
 

 



Science 
 

“A prudent path 
forward for 
genomic 
engineering and 
germline gene 
modification” 



“CRISPR/Cas9-
mediated gene 
editing in human 
tripronuclear 
zygotes” 
 
Protein & Cell 



Biologists Call for Halt to Gene 
Editing Technique in Human 

 

“The technique could be used to cure 
genetic diseases, but also to enhance 
qualities like beauty or intelligence. 
The latter is a path that many ethicists 
believe should never be taken.”  
 













 

 Off-target and 
inaccurate “edits” 

 Unpredictable effects 

 Irreversible alterations 



 Other options in 
almost all cases 
◦ PGD 

◦ Prenatal screening 

◦ Adoption 

◦ Third-party gametes 

 



 Experimentation on 
another’s body 

 Pre-determined 
biological mold 

 Foreclosing an 
“open future” 



 Our shared humanity 
is the basis of human 
rights and social 
equality 

 Targeting disfavored 
traits 

 



 Prohibited by law in 
more than 40 countries  

 Prohibited by binding 
Council of Europe treaty 

 UNESCO declaration 

 Discouraged by NIH & 
FDA, but no US law 
 



 Public polling shows 
strong opposition 

 A backlash against 
use of gene editing 
to treat diseases in 
existing people? 

 



 New “bad” & “good” 
genes, reflecting 
existing prejudices 

 Intensification of 
global disparities 

 Introduction of new 
kinds of inequality 
and discrimination 



  



  



  



“Would the “best” 
genomes go to 
the most 
privileged?  
               Eric Lander 



 

“The primary moral 
goal for today’s 
bioethics can be 
summarized in a 
single sentence.  

 
“Get out of the 

way.” 
                        



 

Gene editing could 
correct genetic 
mutations for 
serious illnesses. 
Will it also create a 
new eugenics of 
personal choice? 
       Nathaniel Comfort 

 


