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Facts of the Case
As provided in this case, Jesse Gelsinger, an 18-year-old student at the University of Pennsylvania is alleged to have died from complications that were believed to be related with gene therapy that he received following an experimental trial. This is considered as the first known death that was directly related to gene therapy. Facts reveal that Gelsinger volunteered to participate in a gene therapy trial that was directed towards underscoring the fatality of liver disorders, equally known as ornithine transcarbamoylase (OTC). However, the subject of the study had a severe form of the ailment that was mainly managed through medications and diets (University of Utah, 2004). Despite his condition, the subject is alleged to have been living a healthy life and hoped that this trial would find a remedy to his problem as well as other children suffering from severe cases of OTC. 
Ethical Questions Raised in the Case 
Several ethical issues emerge regarding this case as reconciled with the element of gene therapy research. The first issue regards the selection of the studies subjects. One of the ethical issues emerging from this lies in the fact that the researchers failed to determine if the subject was healthy before being engaged in the study. In other words, the use of an adult in the experiment needed the researchers to ensure that the subject understands the risks and provides an opportunity for them to weigh the involved risks against the provided benefits of the study (University of Utah, 2004). The second issue relates to the element of informed consent. In this regard, there is a need to ensure that the researchers determine and make a choice as to whether they are medically fit to engage in a research study. This, therefore, reveals that the element of individuals being informed to make their valid choices regarding their participation in a study as provided remains fundamental. 
Values that May Undermine the Study
Following the death of the subject in this research, facts from the investigation revealed several things, one of them being the fact that the subjects that were involved in the research were sick from a vector. This revelation, therefore, resulted into ethical concerns given the fact that the antecedent facts of the study were not ideally communicated to the subject as well as to his family and volunteers to understand the study and its risks. The family as alleged in the case were inadequately informed regarding the study, establishing the fact that they were informed that Jesse decided to engage and risk his life in the study in as much as he was older enough to make decisions that needed to have been respected (Gelsinger & Shamoo, 2008). This, therefore, reveals that conflicts of interest emerged given the fact that the research had a financial objective to achieve while the subject risked life for the success of the experiment. This reveals that the success of the gene therapy would have earned the researchers a fortune while the subject suffered an aspect that undermines the value of this study. 
Self Interpretation of the Case
In my view, the element of informed consent is crucial in engaging anyone in a research study in as much as they meet the age threshold to participate and make their own decision regarding their engagement in research. This, therefore, establishes that the researchers failed to follow the penal codes of a research study, revealing the fact that the study failed to pass the legality and ethicality litmus test. 
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