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Final Paper Prompt

Context: 
This is it! The quarter has been leading up to the final paper and now that time has come. The final 
paper should demonstrate your ability not only to explain the different arguments we've come across 
thus far but also to go beyond explaining the arguments of others and to make your own arguments in 
support of a central thesis. 

Remember that the final paper must be submitted to turnitin.com or else it will not receive a grade. 
Also, the paper should be in the vicinity of 2300 words (+/- 200 or so). Please include a word count.

The Assignment:
There are several potential paper prompts below. Consider them suggestions of potential paper topics. 
If a particular topic or issue or set of arguments from the final section of the course interests you, I 
suggest that you try to formulate your own paper topic. If you are going to take this route, please 
make sure to talk to me about your idea before beginning. 

1. Why not the best? We seem to allow parents wide discretion in how they currently raise their 
children. Is there a problem with extending this discretion to include genetic interventions? 
Several authors have taken up this issue in the readings and have taken varying stances on what 
kind of genetic interventions (if any) should be morally permissible, impermissible, or 
obligatory. Which of these arguments (if any) did you find most convincing? Explain why. Here 
you may have to balance several kinds of competing claims (parental rights, the rights of 
children, and the interests of society). Make sure to include references to at least three authors 
in your paper and to include at least one opposing viewpoint and that you respond to this 
criticism. 

2. Gattaca shows us a future in which full use of genetic interventions has become widespread in 
society. Many authors argue that such a world would be morally problematic. Do you believe 
that allowing genetic screenings across the board would result in an unjust and discriminatory 
world? Full access would include not only the permissibility of treatments and enhancements 
but other traits like height, hair color, sex or selection in favor of disabilities. Explain your view 
on the justice of this kind of position (here it may help to make appeal to the arguments of 
Rawls, Dworkin, Buchanan et al, or even Pogge and Narveson). If you could write your ideal 
legislation regarding genetic intervention, what would it include/exclude? Why? 

3. Identity is closely tied to many of the arguments having to do with genetic technology. Sandel 
for example argues that our conception of agency will change as a result of genetic screening. 
McMahan argues that our identity can survive some but not all technological interventions and 
we saw that those with BIID have invested their personal identity in their bodily identity. Do 
you think that our growing ability to modify our bodies using technology is changing the way 
that we conceive of personal identity, social stability, or solidarity? What do you make of these 
changes? Does how we conceive of our identity impose limitations on how we use genetic 
technology(i.e. make impermissible or obligatory)? Make sure to draw references from at least 
three of the readings and to respond to at least one objection to your view. 


