Playing God

· Euthanasia and assisted dying:

· assisted suicide : => first American state to make it legal: Oregon, 1997. 

· In Europe : Belgium, the Netherlands, Luxemburg, Switzerland (in 1942), Spain, debated in the UK.
· => France's National Assembly voted in favour of a bill allowing assisted dying (2025).
· => these laws are seen by supporters as social advances. But people who believe in god say it is interfering with god's will (only god can decide who lives and dies).
· => issues: will everybody want to get assisted suicide as soon as they have a problem? Can't people live with a disease or a disability (= un handicap) and still be happy? Don't they just need more psychological support? Shouldn't there be better quality palliative (= end-of-life) care? Moreover, medicine and technology are always evolving, there is hope.

· => this is a thorny issue (une question épineuse, difficile, polémique), the border between what is acceptable and not acceptable for people is often blurry, unclear (= floue) and opinions often vary depending on the context.

· Films/series on the topic : Black Mirror ("San Junipero"), Million Dollar Baby, Me Before You, You Don't Know Jack, Mar Adentro, Exit.
· to be prosecuted : être poursuivi en justice

· to be charged : être inculpé

· to kill oneself (= myself, yourself, themselves etc.)
· to commit suicide

· to be disabled

· ( euthanasia => the fact of allowing someone to have a painless death (usually refers to terminally ill patients), it can be active (= administered by a doctor) or passive (= end of care).
· ( assisted suicide => the fact of letting someone (through a medical process) kill themselves (even if they are not terminally ill)

End of Roe :


Roe v. Wade is a Supreme Court decision taken in 1973 which guarantees access for women to safe abortion (it makes any restriction to this access illegal).

The SC decided to overturn the decision in June 2022 => now it is up to each state to choose to allow, ban or restrict abortion rights.


The 2022 decision comes after years of laws restricting access to abortion at state level, which have been contested by pro-choice organizations. Pro-life policy makers wanted to make sure that the question would end up in the SC, because most of its justices are now very conservative.


The Supreme Court is composed of 9 justices, appointed for life by the US president (with a confirmation from the Senate). This number is to avoid a tie in decisions. Appointing justices for life ensures stability, it enables long-term views in the decision-making process.

=> the justices, contrary to politicians, do not have to worry about reelection, and do not change when the political party in power changes
=> they are the guardians of the US Constitution (see the Conseil constitutionnel in France).

Not every president has the opportunity to appoint a SC justice (someone has to retire or to die). Donald Trump had the opportunity to appoint 3 justices, which confirmed the very conservative turn the SC has taken.
Now, women who want to get an abortion will have to go to other states, which could put them in a difficult situation (money, time, justification). Illegal abortions, which are unsafe, could be performed too.

Note: France made abortion legal in 1975. The Republic of Ireland made it legal in 2018.

Pro-life arguments are mostly based on religion (Protestantism in the USA, especially its most conservative branches like Evangelists ; Catholicism in Ireland).

CRISPR Cas-9 :
CRISPR Cas-9 a genome editing (= cutting and replacing) technology to improve genetic research or prevent and cure genetic diseases.

The article deals with what happened in China in 2018, where using this kind of technique on humans is forbidden too.

Three girls had their DNA modified thanks to Crispr to protect them against HIV (the virus leading to AIDS).

But the modifications might trigger other, unwanted, unexpected ones. It's still an unreliable technology.

Moreover, the next step could be designer babies.

The outcome could be eugenics (= basing a society on the genetic characteristics of people (different classes, different rights etc.)).

( biotechnology

( eugenics

ex. : Blade Runner, Gattaca, A Brave New World, the Nazi regime...

Human cloning :

In the UK, regulations on human cloning research are more strict than in the USA. 

In the US, however, some states limit or even ban this research because of anti-abortion issues (when scientists do research on embryos, they sometimes lose the embryo or they destroy it after a few days => some consider this as a type of abortion/murder).

Pros: it could help prevent one parent from passing a genetic disease to their child.

It could also help a single mother avoid using a donor: she could have a child with 100% of her genes.

Cons: it raises so many ethical issues that it was banned by the UNESCO.

The technology is not 100% reliable yet: it could lead to abnormalities or even death.

Other arguments: it could lead to social inequalities (who will be able to afford this kind of technology? will it create different classes/categories of citizens?)

Lack of diversity in the population.

Where to put the limit, from an ethical point of view? Therapeutic cloning? Designer babies?

Note : cloned animal are not necessarily identical in looks, like identical twins who have different mole patterns or fingerprints. This is more visible in animals that have spots (cows, sheep, cats, dogs). It's a question of how genes are expressed.

Clones do not necessarily have the same personality: personality comes from genes (= nature) but also from the environment you grow up in (= culture, nurture)
+ see: epigenetics
Films, novels: Gattaca, The Island, Cloud Atlas, A Brave New World (Aldous Huxley), Sweet Tooth, Star Wars, Gemini Man, Jurassic Park, Altered Carbon.
