
 A Summary of Views in Singapore on Gene Editing  
 

 
As gene editing is becoming closer and closer to reality, current events 

happening in the scientific field could spur much discussion in the public. In 

Singapore, articles for example, ‘Gene-edited babies: From red light to 

orange... and then green?’ [1], which discussed the possibility of having 

‘designed babies’, and ‘Scientists edit out disease-causing mutations in 

human embryo for first time’ [2], which was based on a study published in 

Nature [3], where scientists first successfully edited genes in human embryos 

to repair a common and serious disease-causing mutation to produce 

apparently healthy embryos, drew much attention from the public in 

Singapore. Debate and public opinions from the two largest local newspaper 

The Straits Times and Today are studied. 

 

Proponents of gene editing argue that gene editing, especially germline 

editing could be a great social leveler, for it promises a better chance of the 

inherently diseased children, and for education itself is not a powerful 

enough tool to achieve social equality, as while possessing the ability to 

promote social mobility, education may also widen the class divide as 

children from wealthier families tend to receive better education. [4] 

Opposing views, however, hold that editing our offspring should be 

prohibited, for it is unethical as it violates their bodily integrity and objectify 

lives, and for it may enlarge social gap by marginalizing those with 

disabilities. They firmly believe that pursuit of genetic perfection is futile 

because life itself is never perfect. [5]  

 

These two groups of views usually carry strong personal emotions with the 

use of biased words. Therefore, though representing some public stand, they 

are less rational and their evaluation of the issue tend to be one-sided and 



subjective. A more rational and neutral group of views hold that, we should 

draw a line between ‘therapy’ and ‘enhancement’, and apply this technology 

with caution — scientists, politician and the public should work together to 

ensure a sturdy legal framework. Gene therapy should only be viewed as a 

tool, just like conventional treatments, so it should not be condemned of its 

potential to widen social gap between the ‘haves’ and ‘have-nots’. [6]  

 

To summarize, there are different views regarding the application of gene 

editing to cure diseases and even passing down the alteration to children. 

Views that come from two opposite extremes usually lack proper analysis and 

fueled with personal emotions, therefore of less value compared to a 

better-balanced view, that it should be treated as a tool and how exactly it 

should be applied would require the decision from all stakeholders, namely 

the scientists, politicians and the public. This is a more well received view, and 

actually this is also how exactly Singapore did it for the legalization of 

mitochondrial replacement therapy, a form of germ-line modification. 

 

The Bioethics Advisory Committee (BAC) is reviewing its current stand 

against genetic mitochondrial disorders, which BAC recommended against 

in 2005 due to lack of sufficient scientific evidence to for its feasibility and 

safety [7]. However, with UK giving permission to this technology in 2015 [8] 

and successful human trials in Mexico in 2016 [9], BAC published its public 

consultation paper [10] on 19 April 2018, and a public consultation took place 

for eight weeks from 20 April 2018 to collect public views, after which the BAC 

would recommend to the government regarding whether or not 

mitochondrial replacement therapy should be legalized. [11]  

 

Here, we can see that the hot topic under discussion is whether we should 

have it or not. The aspects under discussion are mainly ethical, legal and 



social, but not regarding the characteristics of the technology itself, probably 

due to the relative lack of scientific background of what gene editing exactly 

means. Therefore, more studies have to be done in this aspect. 
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