
WE SHOULD NOT TAMPER WITH THE GENES OF AN EMBRYO

Experts explore the science and ethics of gene editing the human germline. a defective gene in a sperm or egg cell, or
in an embryo that's only a few days old. (The opinion expressed is the author's, and should not be taken as the It should
not be banned out of a nebulous terror about tampering.

These images make the gene editing process seem easier and cleaner than it really is, and assume a control
over our germline we have not yet mastered. But even with a resolution, other problems will arise. And of
course at the other end of the spectrum there are changes that make most people squeamish. Such kits are
widely available to consumers to carry out medical as well as non-medical tests, such as testing for ethnic
ancestry. But the gene pool is a violent ocean rather than a peaceful pond. That denial costs human lives, day
after day. It therefore outlines rules that need to be observed to respect human dignity, human rights and
fundamental freedoms. This would be a powerful ability. By Cassie Werber November 28, The history of
science is punctuated by people who went against the orthodoxy of their times. As discussed here , studies
showed that a certain version of the SERT gene leads to an increased risk of depression. Should we permit
germline gene editing for their sake? But a fear of designer babies should not distract us from the goal of
healthy babies. It is a strange gift from our deep past, passed down through millions of years of evolution.
Akshat Rathi gives a pertinent example in another article for Quartz: Consider sickle-cell anemia, an
occasionally fatal genetic disorder. If you start screening sperm donors for dyslexia, where do you stop? Other
disorders might require gene editing even earlier, just as some surgeries need to be performed on children in
the womb. There are many challenges we must overcome to access the benefits of gene editing. The gene
splicers have shown no shortage of imagination. Some of those with psychiatric riskâ€”Carrie Fisher, David
Foster Wallace, Kurt Cobainâ€”turn out to illuminate reality in ways those inside the normal curve cannot.
The current data banking can generate "genetic fingerprinting," an identification that has not yet reached the
population at large. Metaphors saturate scientific conversations. This will not be achieved by simply
withdrawing from research. Gene editing could provide revolutionary benefits to our children Our DNA is just
a chemical. This is not trivial. In this case, however, there are some clues. This framework has successfully
guided research involving embryos for over two decades. It crests around human children. Permitting human
germline gene editing for any reason would likely lead to its escape from regulatory limits, to its adoption for
enhancement purposes, and to the emergence of a market-based eugenics that would exacerbate already
existing discrimination, inequality, and conflict. Outside scientists haven't verified his claims, and his home
university is planning to investigate him for academic violations. The argument here is that prospective
parents should be the ones to decide whether and how to create a child that best fits their desires. Those risk
variants are speculatingâ€”evolution, always and forever, takes chances. And every year, 7. Gene editing of
human embryos to eliminate disease should be considered to be ethically the same as using laser surgery to
correct eye defects, or a surgeon operating on a baby to repair a congenital heart defect.


