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Morality of genetic engineering
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As advancements In technology and science continue to rapidly grow, we as a society face issues with the morality of some of these advancements. One of the biggest issues at hand today is that of genetic engineering. The question we must answer is whether or not it should be morally permissible for parents to create their children using genetic engineering so that they may provide them with particularly desirable traits? 
Although this may seem like a fabulous idea at first, I will argue that it should not be morally permissible for parents to use genetic engineering to give their children desirable traits because it will leave our society divided and create extensive unfairness among all. I will begin my argument by what Is genetic engineering and what It means for something to be morally permissible. After contemplating how any one thing can be determined morally permissible by our entire society, I will move on to discuss the ideas of Kim in his article about problems with enhancement. 
I will argue that although he may bring valid points to the table, the issues that he believes In are not the most Important ones to be discussed. I will then proceed to argue that genetic engineering should only be used for medical purposes. Next, I will discuss the unfairness that genetic engineering would create and how our society may become divided. Genetic engineering is the science of manipulating the genes of a plant or animal to produce a desired result (-Webster). This definition is reasonably straightforward and the idea is easy to understand. 
Defining what it means for something to be morally permissible may not be so simple. If something is permissible it means that it is permitted or allowed. For something to be moral, it has to be in agreement with the Idea of what Is right versus what Is wrong. So how do we define what Is moral? Is It possible to make a distinction of things that are morally permissible with the consensus of our society? Surely not, because everyone has different morals and values that they believe in. 
Therefore It may not be absolutely correct to say whether or not genetic engineering Is morally permissible, given the varying values of our society; however, I will continue to argue that genetic engineering should not be considered morally permissible. In the article titled " Is There a Problem with Enhancement," Kamala argues that the most prominent Issues with genetic engineering are the fact that we cannot ensure Its safety and that our Imaginations aren't broad enough to be designers. I disagree that these arguments are the most important because they do not focus on the issue of the right or wrong of genetic engineering itself. 
Instead, these ideas are mere excuses as to why we should not use genetic enhancement. We should not turn down new advancements In science simply because we do not know if it is safe. Obviously genetic engineering would be thoroughly tested before it is used on humans to ensure its safety, just as all other advancements in science are. Therefore Skim's argument that we should not use genetic enhancements because of safety Issues is not a good one. If we deny new ideas simply because we are not sure that they are safe, we would end up In fear of all new things. 
Furthermore. His argument that we would not be sufficient designers is contradicting to his 1 believe that genetic engineering should only be used for medical purposes. For example, parents who find out that their child has Down syndrome should be able to is that child's genes so that they would be healthy. Doing so would be in the best interest of the child. However, if genetic engineering is available to all people and parents are able to create model babies, this may potentially hurt the child in the long run because it creates unfairness to the child. 
It is unfair to the children because they are not given the freedom to become their own person. Instead, they are modeled to be whatever their parents desire and are raised to be exactly that. Not only would it be unfair to the children who are modified, but also to the people ho do not have the means to modify their children. Just as the best medicines and treatments are expensive today, it is fair to say that genetic engineering would be very expensive. Therefore, the rich would create perfect children while the less fortunate would be limited to naturally created children. 
Undoubtedly, the genetically modified children would express their superiority to the normal children, which would put the normal children at risk for bullying and also give the modified children unfair advantages in school, extracurricular activities, and in the career field. Ultimately, this would create two very distinct social classes and create tension in our society. If genetic engineering was considered morally permissible and parents began designing their children, our society would become a split between those who are genetically engineered and those who are not. 
The genetically engineered would become the superior class due to their capabilities, while the non-engineered would become the inferior class due to their lack of monetary means or their lack of ability. It may be fair to assume that those who were not genetically engineered would give p on their dreams to achieve greatness because they accepted the fact that someone who was engineered held a better chance of getting the Job or whatever else their aspirations may be. 
It may also be fair to assume that the genetically engineered children would have no sense of motivation to achieve their goals. Instead of working hard for what they accomplish, they would be handed their accomplishments by way of genetics. A deeper issue here may be that all children would become depressed or lazy, depending on their situation, and the entire society would fall corrupt. 
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