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Introduction

In-vitro fertilization techniques and pre-implantation genetic diagnosis (PGD)
currently allow parents to select an embryo for implantation in a woman’s
womb to avoid the resulting offspring suffering from, or being a carrier of, an
inherited genetic disorder. In the future, it may be possible to screen and select
embryos for non-disease genetic traits or predispositions, As well, some moral
philosophers anticipate technologies that will enable parents to create enibryos
with a reduced susceptibility to disease as well as with valued non-disease
characteristics such as height, intelligence, heterosexuality, impulse control,
resistance to alcoholism, maternal behaviour, extraversion and athleticism, to
name a few, In this chapter, I will refer to all such reproductive and genetic
selection techniques as ‘reprogenetic technologies’.

If science does deliver the knowledge necessary for parents to create
embryos free from disease and with desired non-disease traits and predis-
positions,’ questions arise as to whether parents would be morally obligated
to use such technologies or, if no such obligations exist, whether it might still
be morally permissible for them to choose to use them. Even if obligations
can be founded or parental choice justified, we must ask whether society
has good reason to encourage or allow untrammelled parents to use the
technologies or whether some restrictions or even prohibitions may be
justified.

Ta explore these questions, T will examine two claims. Firstly, the assertion
that as long as such technologies are safe, parents are morally obligated to use
them Lo create a child who, in the words of one reprogenetic advocate, has the
‘best opportunity of the best life’.> Secondly, the weaker contention that while
not obligated to use such technologies, parental choice to do so is morally
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permissible. Finally, T will consider the proper role of society in a world
capable of developing reprogenetic technologies that enable parents to select
or create offspring free of disease traits and with desired non-disease ones. Is
society ever justified in restricting parents’ freedom to use some or all of these
technologies or in banning their use all together?

Those asserting a parental obligation to use reprogenetic technologies or
the permissibility of parental choice to use them often put their case in
terms of the value of such enhancements to resulting children. They also cite
the entitlement of individuals and couples to procreative autonomy in
defence of their position. They suggest, and I agree, that the fundamental
importance of procreative autonomy places the burden on those who wish
to constrain parental decision-making to offer substantial and pressing
reasons for doing so, and to utilize the least restrictive tools available to
achieve their ends.

However, despite the strength of claims from procreative autonomy, my
analysis suggests there may be a number of substantial and pressing reasons
for social interference in the freedom of parents to choose reprogenetic
technologies. These reasons include the futility or socially negative conse-
quences of parental decisions to create children with certain characteristics, the
potential for use of the technologies to increase the disadvanlages already
experienced by environmentally impoverished children and the disproportion-
ate and, in some cases, unjust burden an obligation, or even choice, to use the
technologies places on women and other oppressed groups. In addition, society
may be justified in interfering if the decisions some parents make to use the
technologies changes the nature of the decisions facing others in ways that
curtail the latter’s freedom ta say ‘no’ to use.

In the face of such concerns; I contend that parents are not obligated to use
reprogenetic technologies and that society may be justified in imposing some
limits on parental choice to use them. The challenge is to design a regulatory
scheme that places the least possible limits on parental procreative freedom
consistent with meaningfully reducing the harms that seem likely to result
from unfettered parental choice.

Do parents have an obligation - or is it morally permissible
for them - to use reprogenetic technologies to create
the ‘best’ children?

Arguments in favour of parental obligation or choice regarding reprogenetic
technologies include appeals to consistency, parental culpability for harm
to children caused by failing to use the technologies and the overriding
importance of parental procreative autonomy.”







