
THE MERITS AND DEMERITS OF PRACTICING EUGENICS

Eugenics is the belief that selecting the mating partners and controlling the offspring improves the quality of human life.
According to history, it.

Now what happens if the geniuses come into contact with a society where everyone is of average intelligence
at best? Thus in utero genetic testing may reveal a mutant gene but will provide little information on how the
child will turn out phenotypically. Green emphasizes parental reproductive autonomy, and the continuum
between shaping the future possibilities for our existing children through parental values, education, religion,
and more, and doing so through genetic interventions. Kass ; Sandel ; Fukuyama , he also considers the
likelihood of a shift from individual to social justifications of enhancement interventions. Or for all
prospective parents who request prenatal testing? The cynical critic might wonder if there are, in fact, any
traits that will meet the criteria for being relatively all-purpose enhancements Sparrow b; Trommelmans 
Jennings wrote a series of rebuttals of Laughlin's claims and a small book Prometheus, or Biology and the
Advancement of Man ; condemning the vulgarization and racism of some eugenic writers. The decision about
what trait or behaviour is good or healthy depends on the environment, culture, and circumstances that a child
will face. Other traitsâ€”perhaps enhanced concentration, memory, or immunityâ€”might be advantageous
regardless of how many people have them. Davis and Agar both point to deafness as a useful case for
clarification. Furthermore, as Reginal C. Prenatal testing and preimplantation genetic diagnosis, for instance,
are understood to enhance patient choice and expand prenatal knowledge, even as they are clearly used by
prospective parents to determine which individuals should come into existence. But eugenics is an age-old
concept that is yet to be perfected, and it could potentially become a great frontier for medical innovation. For
an excellent history of eugenics, see Kevles  Beyond that, variations include, for instance: 1 only
enhancements that will benefit the future children no matter what life plan they decide to pursue and that do
not reinforce problematic social norms Agar , or 2 only enhancements that preserve a child's right to an open
future Davis , or 3 only enhancements that preserve open futures and protect some central core of our human
nature Glover , or 4 only enhancements that rational people will agree can be understood to be in the best
interest of the child Green  German scientists and policymakers visited the United States to learn from their
methods, and when the Nazis came to power in Germany, they began eugenic policies of their own. These
issues have become more pressing the more costly medical care has become and the more ancillary social
services are cut back. Despite their confidence, we have reason to think there will be significant disagreement
in both steps. Anybody undertaking these human experiments is likely to be highly vulnerable when things go
wrong â€” though not as vulnerable of course as the unborn child. Clearly both the depression of â€” and
reports of Nazi eugenics activity played some part in a general disaffection with eugenical principles. Third, it
presumes value pluralism, recognizing that individual parents will often desire different things for their
offspring. Green's central recommendation, then, is that genetic interventions should be aimed at what is
reasonably in the child's best interests , recognizing that the parents' own interests are also relevant. There are
certain traitsâ€”physical stamina, strength, speed, mathematical ability, dexterity, and acuity of vision, to
name only a fewâ€”that are related to health in ways that command universal assent as to their desirability.
Only diseases that result in relatively small negative effects on participation e. Although the arguments are
about a moral obligation to enhance, the authors recognize that other competing priorities e. In this way, they
avoid the potential need for abortion by choosing to implant only embryos that contain the desired genes. The
attraction for these biologists was that the new science of genetics appeared to offer a solution to recurrent
social problems that had eluded social workers and charitable organizations. So parents' choices must not
substantively diminish the future options for their children, though they might in some way alter the range or
nature of those futures possibilities. By the early to mids many segments of the American, British, and wider
European public were at least aware of a claim, made in the name of modern science, that many social,
especially mental, traits were genetically determined, that many segments of society were genetically unfit for
anything but the most menial work, and that in these respects blacks, Native Americans , and many
non-Nordic or non-Anglo-Saxon groups were genetically inferior. Other theoristsâ€”attentive to the pervasive
unjust discrimination in respect to sexism, racism, classism, and heterosexismâ€”emphasize the broadly
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negative consequences of promoting or allowing liberal eugenics policies, given the aggregation of many
individual choices, and the slippery slope to an older style of coercive eugenics Duster ; De Melo Martin ;
Sparrow a. The aim of a liberal eugenic program is to expand reproductive choices for individuals, in contrast
to the historical eugenic programs that clearly cut off reproductive options for many. The now-typical
temperament is not a disease, but a mere variety within the capacious normal range of functioning, and would
likely remain so even in a future society of 5-HTTLPR-enhanced people. Some medical ethicists argue that the
outcomeâ€”controlling births in order to reduce the number of "defective" people in societyâ€”is identical to
that issuing from the old eugenics movement. Criticisms emerged in most countries by the mids, though the
reasons differed widely. In Beyond Humanity, Buchanan compares genetic intervention to literacy, numeracy
and agriculture: these innovations were only available to a few at the start, but that does not take away from
their great benefits to humanity. Both conditions, he suggests, confer significant functional limitations, and
although they can certainly allow individuals to have lives of great worth and flourishingâ€”he explores
conflicting first person accounts about going blind and gaining sight to explore the positive sides of the
conditions and the negative side of normalizing 15â€”22 â€”he concludes that they are nonetheless disabilities
that confer clear disadvantages related to navigation, safety, etc. Deciding how to deal with the vast array of
potentially genetically-linked markersâ€”as a society, and potentially as individual prospective parentsâ€”is a
monumental task that requires clarity about the benefits and drawbacks of testing, and requires us to revisit the
meaning of eugenics, and the problems associated with it. And some would argue that it is also in the interest
of individual families to avoid bringing a seriously disabled child into the world. Why settle for the likelihood
of normal functioning if one could safely engineer improvements in functioning? One might still wonder
whether their method of reproducing should even count as an enhancement technology for Agar, given that
had one of the women simply partnered with the deaf man, the genetic deafness of their child would not be an
issue of engineering. Thus, if we take the social situation into account, we would only allow engineering to
create heterosexual children. Pearl and his Hopkins colleague Herbert Spencer Jennings â€” both agreed with
the basic principles and aims of eugenics but felt that propagandists like Harry Laughlin and others made
claims that went far beyond any reasonable biological evidence. A similar number was estimated for Sweden,
while the Germans ultimately sterilized over ,


