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Dear Professor Jardine,

Although our organization is located in Berlin, Germany, we are writing
this letter concerning the HFEA’s current consultation on mitochondrial
replacement. As the consultation website acknowledges, the new
technique of mitochondrial replacement constitutes a kind of germline
modification. In our opinion, human germline modification is an issue of
global implications, so the decision HFEA is about to make is of global
concern. That is why we do not hesitate to address this issue in the
consultation process.

We hereby express our serious concerns about mitochondrial
replacement and call on HFEA to recommend that the current UK law
prohibiting the techniques under consideration is not changed.

Until now, there is a broad consensus all over the world to prohibit
human germline intervention, be it for medical or non-medical purposes.
This common policy was developed after careful consideration by
international bodies, scientists, medical professionals, ethicists and a
wide range of civil society organizations, and it is based on profound
apprehensions. We can only endorse the argument that the Center for
Genetics and Society (CGS) has already emphasized in its statement
concerning the consultation: Permitting germline modifications would
open the door to additional germline interventions and to new, high-tech
forms of human eugenic engineering.
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As CGS points out in detail, it will not be possible to permit only one technique of
human germline intervention to “help” - in the case of mitochondrial replacement to
support at-risk parents in having a child that is unaffected by mitochondrial disease
and is genetically related to its mother - and, at the same time, to deny requests of
genetic modification for other traits.

The second main objection that CGS has raised, which we agree with: Since the risks
of mitochondrial replacement would not be limited to the first generation of children
but shared by all future generations, a fundamental principle of medical ethics after
the Niirnberg trials, the principle of consent, would be disregarded. Attempting to
produce children via mitochondrial replacement would amount to unethical
experimentation on human beings on an unprecedented scale.

We support the proposal made by CGS to work towards a formal international
moratorium on any procedures involving human germline modification and to
undertake a globally inclusive assessment of the procedures’ full and long-term
implications.

Sincerely yours,

Uta Wagenmann

Dr. Alexander von Schwerin
Dr. Susanne Schultz

Dr. Ulrike Kloppel

Monika Feuerlein

Gene-ethical Network (GeN), Berlin, Germany

Gen-ethisches Netzwerk e.V- Brunnenstrafie 4 - 10119 Berlin -
U-Bhf Rosenthaler Platz (U8) -
GeN Tel: 030 — 685 7073 - Fax: 030 — 684 11 83 -

gen@gen-cthisches-netzwerk.de - www.gen-ethisches-netztwerk.de



