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Ted Peters, Science, Theology and Ethics, Ashgate 2003
Chapter 7. Genetics and Genethics: Are We Playing God with Our Genes ?
Chapter 8. Cloning Shock: A Theological Reaction.
Chapter 9. The Stem Cell Debate: Ethical Questions.
Chapter 10. Designer Children: The Market World of Reproductive Choice.
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Chapter 7. Genetics and Genethics: Are We Playing God with Our Genes ?
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1. & N7/ AEHHE (the Human Genome Project (HGP), 1987-2001)
The scientific goal was to map and sequence the human DNA.
2. B 1HIZER (genetic discrimination)
Screening for all genetic diseases may become routine for newborns just as testing for
phenylketonuria (PKU) has been since the 1960s. (140)
Insurance works by sharing risk.
3. TIANRN—IRiEDBLR
This 'privacy defense' argument
Nevertheless, | believe the privacy defence can at best be a mere stopgap effort. In the long
run, it will fail. Insurance carriers will press for legislation more fair to them, and eventually

protection of privacy may slip. ... In the long run, what we want is information without
discrimination. The only way to obtain this is to restructure the employment-insurance-health care
relationship. (141)
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Yet, neither science nor common sense support this assumption. Scientifically, the genes alone
do not determine our identity. (147)
cloning would be at most only a partial threat.
The experience of identical twins is informative.

The big question here is this: does genetic determinism threaten human free will ? (148)

genotype undetermines phenotype.

A genotype may be a necessary, but only a sufficient, condition for the phenotype (149)

The scientific fact does not itself determine the direction of the ethical interpretation of that
fact. (150)

6. HRMTHD Z LITEN., RIERMOER
7. FHOEEOME
the distinction between somatic therapy and enhancement
the WCC does not forbid forever germline therapy or even enhancement: rather, it cautions us

p=(111%

to wait and see.

the image of the ' perfect child' to be a clear and present danger
8. Al&EHm & OB

God continues to create in and through natural genetic selection and even through human
invention in the natural processes.

9. BEEMEDORE
By ' dignity ' they mean what philosopher Immanuel Kant meant, namely, that we treat each
human being as an end, not merely as a means to some further end.

Chapter 8. Cloning Shock: A Theological Reaction.
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1 John 4:19, ... This religious commitment has an Enlightenment or secular companion
principle, namely, we should treat each person as an end and not merely as a means for something
more valuable. These two together are the heartbeat of what | mean by dignity.

Significant here is that dignity is a relational concept. .... Yet dignity, as we actually experience
it, is relational. It is the experience of being treated as worthy, and then incorporating into

ourselves the sense of self-worth. ... To treat a person as a person of worth is to love. In
complementary fashion, love is a relational force that enhances an individual's sense of self-worth.
(172)

5. B o i 2

children as a gift, children as product

Gift here .... by hinting that a gift comes to us from beyond and may even have a mysterious
dimension to it.

We can forecast that reproductive clinics would market cloning along with these other services
to potential parents. (173)

Chapter 9. The Stem Cell Debate: Ethical Questions.
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Chapter 10. Designer Children: The Market World of Reproductive Choice.
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