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Risk Issues and Ethical Governance in the Application of Gene
Reproductive Engineering: A Case Study of Gene Editing of
Germline

Chen Hua', Ma Yonghui**

(1. School of Marxism Studies, Southern Medical University, Gguangzhou 510515, China;
2. School of Medicine, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361102, China)

Abstract: Biological risk has become a practical concern and important issue in the field of gene reproduc-
tive engineering. At present, technical risks, social risks, and moral risks influence the basic elements, ethical lim-
its, and fundamental conditions regarding evaluations of gene reproductive engineering. A moral hazard is related
to human dignity and individual self-identity. To promote the research and development of gene reproductive
technology and strengthen its ethical governance, we must emphasize the cultivation of a sense of responsibility
and the ethics of scientific researchers and promote the development and systematic improvement of institutional
ethics committees. Public participation can provide public discourse for modern public issues such as gene repro-
ductive engineering and can also expand and enrich a theoretical framework for composite decision-making.
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