Bioethics Midterm 2 Review- Part 3:
The Moral Significance of the Therapy- Enhancement Distinction in Human Genetics by Resnik:
Resnik’s Thesis: before judging the moral significance and consequences of human genetics, we should make the distinction between genetic therapy and genetic enhancement
· The distinction doesn’t mark a firm moral boundary between moral and immoral genetic intervention
· Genetic therapy and enhancement and health: two approaches to health and disease- descriptive and value-laden
· Descriptive Approach: normal is typical and anything that does not fall under the species-typical traits is considered abnormal 
· Genetic therapy should not be considered a threat to normality but genetic enhancement performed on health people SHOULD be a threat
· Value-Laden/ Normative Approach: our understanding of health and disease is based on moral, cultural and social norms
· Genetic therapy is morally good because it helps us fight disease which is considered bad
· What about genetic enhancement?
· Resnik says the answer depends on the SCOPE of our definitions of health and disease
· If we take them to mean that all members of society should be healthy and any deviation from this norm is considered disease then genetic enhancement is inherently wrong as it is a deviation
· Thinks this definition is too broad- doesn’t leave room for normal deviation and freedom of choice
· If we accept normal deviations, then genetic enhancement is not inherently wrong and is acceptable as long as it doesn’t violate moral norms such as autonomy, nonmalfeasance etc…
The Goals of Medicine Approach:
· Main goals: prevention of disease and promotion of health and well-being
· We endorse immunization, which is an enhancement of our immune system, so why do we not endorse genetic enhancement?
The Humanness Approach:
· Many fear genetic enhancement because they think it will alter our human form or humanness
· How is our human form characterized?
· Its not easy to define what the human form is (remember abortion debate) so why is it wrong to change whatever the human form is?
· Resnik: most moral theories, with the exception of the natural law approach, do not see any problem with changing the human form
· Utilitarianism: we could change the human form if it will bring more benefits than harms to humanity
· Deontology:  if the attempts to change the human form do not violate the principle of autonomy and the right to human dignity, they do not pose a real moral problem
The Natural Law Approach:
· The human form has inherent worth and any tampering with it will destroy it
· 1. Neo-Darwinian argument: nature is wise and any attempt to change nature’s design is vain and foolish
· Resnik: natural design and natural selection are not perfect; we should not ignore human carelessness in experimentation as a moral probable cause for damage to humanity
· 2. Belief in Existence of God: the world was created by God and it is wrong to tamper with God’s creation
· Resnik: non-believers wont be convinced; theologians are divided oh why God gave us knowledge of genetics in the first place
The Rights of Future Generations Argument: 
· Against genetic enhancement and forms of genetic therapy
· Changes the fate of the future generations who did not give consent
· Resnik: the concept of right applied to unborn entity is controversial; the rights of the present generation trump the future generation
· If we want happy and healthy children, why should we stop at athletics, tutoring etc…
The Eugenics Argument:
· Is eugenics inherently wrong?
· Distinction between positive and negative eugenics and parental and state-sponsored eugenics
· Resnik: parental eugenics is not morally wrong (we engage in parental eugenics every time we select a mating partner)
Resnik’s Overall Conclusion: we cannot say that genetic enhancement is inherently morally wrong and genetic therapy is morally right
· Therefore, we should not use genetic enhancement as our moral compass when dealing with human genetics
· When deciding whether a given genetic intervention is morally right or wrong, we should consider whether it offers significant benefits, presents us with significant risks, violates the right to human dignity or the principle of autonomy etc… 
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