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Is genetic enhancement an unacceptable use of technology?
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The yes view for this assigned reading was opinionated by the Political philosopher Michael J. Sandel. He stated that, “Using genetic technology to enhance performance, design children, and perfect human nature is a flawed attempt at human mastery, and banishes appreciation of life as a gift.”
The author thinks that since many parents enroll their children into special and extracurricular activities to improve their lives and elevate their chances of success (which are usually expensive), such as hiring private tutors, providing piano lessons, dance lessons, enrolling them in sports or private school, that they would have no problem paying and would most likely pay for genetic enhancements.
The author also believes that the main problem with enhancement and genetic engineering will be that the human race will forget/disregard their divine destiny, what they can achieve as an individual given their unique character and body type; and instead life will turn into “Who has the most money to create themselves/their offspring to be the most successful?” Sandel believes that science is moving faster than our understanding which explains what our place is in nature.
The no view for this assigned reading was opinionated by the Physician Howard Trachtman. He stated that, “The medical community should embrace enhancement as a never-ending quest for health that recognizes that perfection can never be achieved.”
The author explains how not everyone is going to buy the hottest thing on the market and will first look for a “quick fix” treatment/temporary treatment. Genetic enhancement will probably be the last thing people will think to purchase. He then states his opinion that doctors would improve their practice if they took some time to get to know each patient since each patient is very different from one another; this will allow the doctor to work with their weaknesses instead of suggesting an expensive and unnecessary genetic enhancement. For example, if someone was having problems keeping their weight down, and the doctor did not care to ask the patient their habits, instead suggested a genetic enhancement, it would be completely unnecessary if all the patient was eating was junk food. The doctor could have made a diet plan with the patient first. Genetic enhancement, like all things need to be used for the right reasons and in the correct way. 
Genetic enhancement is to be used to enhance life, it should not be used to take over responsibilities that we are not doing because we are lazy or just do not want to. When talking about longer life expectancy the author begins to explain that longer life expectancy means more medications to maintain that life. He then comes to a conclusion that if that happens, then we should have no reason to fear enhancement because it would then be a necessity in order to maintain life longer than that of today’s expectancy.
I believe that genetic enhancement is an acceptable use of technology now that I have reviewed the material. At first I agreed with the Yes point of view because I would not like a community that is able to purchase their “good looks” just because they have the money to do it. But Genetic Enhancement is definitely a great opportunity to improve medical conditions, continue finding cures for diseases and help enable the disabled. Although I do believe that there must be some limit on these procedures and more availability to those who need it rather than those who just want it. With every new improvement there must be rules.
With anything that people are given to have a better life, to improve their life, there will be those people that find a way to abuse it. The author explained this specifically by using the medication erythropoietin which is used to improve the lives of people experiencing end stage renal disease, but athletes decide to abuse this same drug to improve their athletic performance (Schemacher et al.2001).
Some people may think that by using genetic enhancement, we will create a super human world with perfect people but we will never learn enough/improve so much that we create perfection/mastery in-turn ruining our natural state. The author explains that no matter how much we improve, other problems or questions always tend to occur if it is either regarding the new improvement or if it is regarding an improvement done it the past that all the sudden is no longer effective or has a deficiency. This fact is supported by reference (Kantarjian et al. 2002).
I think if my position that was stated above was followed completely, society would react how they always react. Those who can afford genetic enhancement and would like to purchase it as a luxury would be upset because they wouldn’t be able to get exactly what they want since there would be rules extending this benefit to only those who need it. Those who need the genetic enhancement would of course be very happy because they are able to purchase this benefit because of their need for it. Then there are those who neither have the need for it or want it that I think would be grateful to know that these benefits are available if they were ever in the need of them. Therefore most the population would be happy since most of the population would not consist of those that could afford the genetic enhancement.
