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Governing the Technology Development of
Genetic Testing: The Governance and Policy
| ssuesin the New Genetics
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ABSTRACT

The new genetics promises a new kind of public policy practice in which the
health individual is defined by freedom from risk of genetic disease. Like other areas
of gene technology, genetic testing poses novel regulatory problems for the
governance policy community as it seeks to reconcile the conflicting political
demands of civil society, science and industry. The purpose of this paper is to
explore the political dynamic driving the search for new forms of regulation in
human genetics, its context and institutional manifestations and its likely impact on
the policy process of gene technology governance. This paper criticaly examines a
number of assumptions underlying the genetic conception of health, the changing
terms on which new genetics-based technology in testing areas has been regulated,
and discusses some likely implications of the increasing use of the technologies of
genetic testing and genetic counseling in the fulfillment of individual health
objectives. They are used to illustrate and examine the proposition that shifts in the
politics of governance and regulation has meant that the accountability for the social
management of new technology is increasingly shared between the state and the
public. The paper concludes by stressing the need for a thoroughgoing appraisal of
the impact of new genetics on public policy practice.
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