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1. Somatic
2. Germ line
3. Enhancement

4. Informed consent
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1. Deontology
2, Human as an end
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1. Respect for autonomy
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1. “The only thing that is truly good in itself is a good will, and this is only good when the
individual chooses to act out of duty”’(Delk, 2013: 4-5).

2. Objective morality

3. Conventional morality
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1. Voluntarism
2. Capacity

3. Disclosure

4. Understanding
5. Decision
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3. Rights in trust
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1. Minor Concent to Medical Treatment Laws, Updated January 2013, 11.
2. Capacity can be defined as the patient’s ability to make health care decisions (Carmen,

2005, 637).
3. Competence
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1. Code of Virginia, 1-204. Age of majority

AMA Code of Medical Ethics, Opinion 5.055

Code of the District of Columbia, Chapter 1. Age of Majority, § 46-101
2. principle of implied consent
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1. perfection
2. Happiness
3. Duty to Rescue
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1. «Benevolence is satisfaction in the happiness (well-being) of others». (Kant, 2002: 290)
2. well-being

3. natural happiness

4. moral happiness

5. the Principle of Procreative Beneficence
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Abstract

Genes are implicated in the manifestation of not only physical traits but also
behaviours, moods and mental illnesses. Genetic modification enables the
alteration of an individual's characteristics. In addition, some diseases have a
genetic origin that can be treated using this method.

Genetic engineering is classified into four principal categories: somatic
gene therapy, somatic genetic enhancement, germline gene therapy, and
germline genetic enhancement. The genetic alterations achieved through
somatic gene therapy are confined to the individual undergoing the
procedure and are not inherited by subsequent generations. In contrast, the
consequences of germline gene therapy persist across multiple generations.
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The ethical and legal challenges associated with human genetic
modification are manifold, with informed consent being a particularly salient
issue, particularly in the context of genetic modification of germ cells.

Genes are implicated in the manifestation of not only physical traits but
also behaviours, moods and mental illnesses. Genetic modification enables
the alteration of an individual's characteristics. In addition, some diseases
have a genetic origin that can be treated using this method.

In this study, we employed an analytical-descriptive methodology to
examine this challenge and the perspectives that have been put forth in
relation to it.

Modern natural law posits reason as the foundation for legal and moral
norms, leading to the term "rationalism." The objective of modern natural
law or rationalism is to safeguard individual rights. The individual is
regarded as the ultimate end, and the principles of individual freedom and
the sovereignty of the will are considered to be of paramount importance.
This perspective emphasises the importance of undertaking rational tasks in
a manner that is guided by benevolent intentions, and posits that the
realisation of perfection is contingent upon this approach. The physical and
mental faculties serve as the instruments and preliminary steps in the
accomplishment of these tasks. From the perspective of rationalism and
Kant's thought, people have a moral obligation to pursue their own
perfection and that of others. One proposed method for fulfilling this
obligation is through genetic modification. However, several principles have
been proposed in this thought which are considered to be the most important
rational reasons for opposing human genetic modification. Genes are
implicated in the manifestation of not only physical traits but also
behaviours, moods and mental illnesses. Genetic modification enables the
alteration of an individual's characteristics. In addition, some diseases have a
genetic origin that can be treated using this method.

In this study, we employed an analytical-descriptive methodology to
examine this challenge and the perspectives that have been put forth in
relation to it.

The ethical and legal challenges associated with human genetic
modification are particularly pertinent in the context of informed consent,
particularly in relation to genetic modifications on germ cells.

The question thus arises as to whether an individual is entitled to make a
decision to undergo genetic modification with a view to influencing the traits
and characteristics of subsequent generations and thereby determining their
future and life prospects in a positive or negative manner. This raises the
question of whether the principle of informed consent presents an obstacle to
human genetic modification. Alternatively, can it be accepted by reference to
other rational principles of Kant's moral philosophy, including deontology
and the concept of the human being as an end in themselves? What are the
human duty and role in perfecting themselves and others on this basis? Is
proxy consent accepted by Kant's rational view and can it replace the
consent of the patient or a person who is created in the future or not? Given
that the majority of objections to human genetic modification have a Kantian
basis, is such an approach correct and complete? If this view is not correct,
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can a view in favour of genetic modification be inferred from Kant's
thought?

The initial stage of the discussion centred on an examination of the
fundamental principles, concepts and categories of informed consent. This
was followed by an investigation into the constituent elements of the process
of informed consent and the circumstances under which the principle of
informed consent can be applied. In addition, the potential implications of
this principle for the field of genetic modification were considered. Finally,
this study analyses the effect of Kantian dutyism and the concept of the
human being as an end in itself on genetic modification.

It seems that genetic modification does not necessarily mean violating the
rights of individuals, and on the other hand, embryos or even germ cells do
not have free will, which can be seen as an obstacle to genetic modification.
Moreover, human beings have a duty to the happiness of others, and parents
have a duty to their children. Although this duty is in conflict with the duty
to respect individual autonomy and informed consent, the way out of the
conflict is to emphasise the results orientation and to pay attention to the end
of the human being, because there is no basis for preferring one of these two
tasks over the other, and therefore Kant's thought is blocked in this respect.
In this way, the treatment of diseases of genetic origin and the provision of a
better life through the development of the individual's traits is the cause and
introduction to other rational tasks, in other words, the positive results of
genetic modification are preferable to the obstacle of lack of conscious
consent. Acceptance of genetic modification and exit will result from this
blockage and conflict, and therefore the duty to fulfil the duties of the
parents is superior to the duty to respect the individual autonomy of the
foetus, and in the meantime there is a difference in the therapeutic goal or
the strengthening goal in germline methods or somatic in children will not be
incompetent. Finally, according to Kant's view of duty, genetic modification
of human embryos can be accepted.
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