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Genetic Counselor’s Responsibility
Questions have emerged in association with the genetic counselors to assist those parents who wish to have a deaf child. Cummings and Cecie explain the genetic dilemmas involved in genetic counseling. In of the case studies about Dena Davis who asks whether the genetic counselors must assist couples who wish to have a deaf child. According to Cummings and Starr, being born deaf is significantly detrimental because it restricts the choices open to the child. Cummings and Cecie further note that strong respect for patient autonomy characterizes the profession of genetic counseling. Therefore, the question on whether to permit deaf parents who wish to have a deaf child is causing frustration for the counselors for two main reasons.  
First, it can be difficult to consider other factors when respect for patient autonomy is elevated. For instance, it is difficult to consider certain critical factors like the suffering of the child.  Even though other people may argue that having a child disability such as deafness is just right because even despite being disabled, "having life is better than having no life at all" Brock 590), this idea has been rejected by other scholars who think that having a child with a disability is causing harm to the child (Cummings & Cecie 41). As Brock explains, handicap can be prevented "either by conceiving at a different time or under different circumstances" (590). Therefore, as a genetic counselor, it is important to advise the parents on every aspect so that they make decisions that are informed. Secondly, considering both patient autonomy and also defining patients as normal couples who have come for counseling gives the counselor little room to find the moral claims of the case (Cummings & Cecie 41). One moral aspect that the genetic counselor would adopt during a counseling session is to determine whether this decision will harm the child. The answer to this question is provided by Brock in chapter 9 on “Genetic Choices” that it would be morally wrong to take medication to have a retarded child if that harm could have been avoided (591).
However, as Burke explains the profession of genetic counseling is characterized by “a high value on non-directiveness.” This means that as a genetic counselor, one cannot persuade the counselee to make their choices in a certain way (11). Burke argues that the genetic counselors must leave all the decisions regarding the future reproduction to the parents. Instead of offering perspective suggestions like the other fields of medicine, genetic counselors are trained to practice neutrality in their sessions with patients (Burke 11). As Cummings and Cecie explain requests by parents who wish to have a deaf child is “understandably troubling to genetic counselors (41).” Therefore, a genetic counselor must help the parents understand their issues, but not offers suggestions that may seem to persuade them to decide on a particular side. Genetic counselors have both moral and professional responsibility to advise the parents on the aspects that can help them make the decision that is right for the child because as Brock explains, the person in question is the child and not the parents (persons).
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