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Reproductive Technology and Genetic Testing
Question 1
One of the reasons why In Vitro Fertilization (IVF) is unacceptable is because of the disproportionate burdens it poses on women. IVF can impact negatively on emotional, physical and on relationship aspects of women. Usually, an IVF is a physical demanding process and can trigger detrimental effects on psychological well-being of women, their social environment and their partners. In addition, there are many evidences supporting the emotional behavior of women. In this case, the IVF process can result in expectations and emotions running high, thus leaving the woman involved disheartened and exhausted. According to a study conducted on women who had undergone IVF treatments, most of them complained of wide rifts between their partners and social circles. In addition, the risks associated with the egg-harvesting process are lethal. The fertility drugs that are used to hyper-stimulate women’s’ ovaries can result in ruptured ovaries leading to infertility or death. Therefore, considering the detrimental physical, emotional and health risks associated with IVF treatment, it is unsuitable child bearing process.
Question 2
The Assisted Reproductive Technologies (ART) are often utilized by couples who are at least middle class because of the risks associated with the same In addition, many insurance plans do not cover it. The question at hand is if ART should be available to all or just to some people. In my opinion, ART should be accessible to everyone. The discoveries of the ART have changed the fate of many infertile women by helping them to conceive. However, the advents of reproductive technologies are apparently advantageous to a restricted age. The argument of restrictions on access to ART is based on the conflicting ideologies between utilitarian thinkers and libertarian advocates (Puneet, 2017).  Any decision in relation to reproductive process should be solely autonomous. The only protection or restriction that should be available is on vulnerable populations; in this case, mentally retarded people who cannot form informed decisions are of focus. The right to independent choices should be embedded in every democratic society. In other words, a state should not interfere with the procreation rights of an individual unless it is harmful (Hall, 2018). According to a study conducted by Forensic Medicine & Legal affairs, the perceived dangers or real harm of ART are insufficient to justify the constraints (Puneet, 2017). In addition, the study concluded that the overwhelming levels of infertility should be considered as a form of disability, thus making ART accessible to everyone. Therefore, in any democratic nation, ART should be available to everyone and the state should not interfere.
Question 3
Part A
A wife donating her husband’s organs and harvesting his sperms is wrong. The brains of the husband are dead and therefore cannot make an informed decision. The mentally disabled groups are protected by legal regulations (Panicola, 2011). Thus, the wife has no right of removing organs or harvesting sperms from her husband.
Part B
Genetic testing can be done to diseases with no cure. If my family member suffers such a disease, I would go for genetic testing. Getting a diagnosis is important because a physician can establish a good treatment plan and also provide a prognosis which can be vital in strategizing any prospective health complications (Panicola, 2011).
Part C
If enhancing genes for unborn child genetically becomes possible, personally, I would not do it. The justification on my stand is that such an endeavor would diminish uniqueness in an individual. The uniqueness is found on the natural existence of things (Panicola, 2011). In addition, if enhancing genes became available, most people would go for it and thus ending the diversity.
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