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An Ethical Reflection on Transgenic Technology

Yang Tongjin

(Institute of Philosophy, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, Beijing 100732)

Abstract: Transgenic technology will bring health and environmental risks, which require people’s
assessment. The assessment includes two factors: ethics and values. From the perspectives ethics theory and
consequences theory, this paper summarizes and analyzes the ethical principles and values involved in transgenic
technology and argues that the policy-making concerning transgenic technology must base on deliberative
democracy and be guided by precautionary principle. The relatively high costs of democratic policy-making,
compared with that of experts policy-making, is the “price” modern people in the risky society have to pay.
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