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Healing and Consensus:
Habermas on the Moral Limitations of Eugenics

Lin, Yuan-tse

Abstract

In cases such as “pre-implantation genetic diagnosis’(PGD) the
difference between negative and positive eugenics is hard to decide. The
core question is: where is the mora limitations of eugenics? This paper
tries to explicate Habermas' answer to this question.

| try to explain why Habermas, with his discourse ethics, can
answer this question without committing the “Naturalistic Fallacy”.

Instead of asking, When does the human life begin? or Do
embryos count as human beings?, Habermas poses questions that are
arguably deeper than these in his book, The Future of Human Nature — On
the Way to Libera Eugenics?. In terms of Kant's transcendental
Argument Habermas asks “whether the protection of the integrity of an
unmanipulated hereditary stock may be justified by referring to the
biological foundations of personal identity as something indisposable?’
Only by this way can the dignity of human life be justified.

If the naturaly grown hereditary stock is “indisposable”
(unverfligbar), then the moral limitations of eugenics consist in the “logic
of healing”, that seeing the task of treatment as returning to the natural
situation (health) and presupposing that the patient can agree it. This
investigation will make this viewpoint clear.

Keywords: bioethics, medical ethics, eugenics, gene therapy, Habermas.



