
 
 
Babies being designed: does our future really have to look 
like this?  
 
Have you ever dreamed of having blue eyes, unlimited musical talent, and being 
insanely smart? Well, your next generation might be able to have exactly that. If you 
have enough money, credibility, and power, you are able to use genetic modification 
to achieve having a super baby if you will. Congratulations on having a narcissistic 
and aggressive child who will terrifyingly so thrive in this society. 
 
Imagine being the only parent not able to afford a genetically modified (GM) baby, 
but all your friends are wealthy enough to do so. They bond over how much this 
procedure costs, over how clever they want their child to be, and how they all 
selected their child to have blond hair since it’s totally in fashion. You, with your 
brown hair, might think, well at least my child is going to be special. But instead of 
them being special, your friends and their children want to be an exclusive GM 
community. Your children’s brown hair seems to disturb group photos and since your 
child doesn’t exceed in athletic ability they can’t make the track team and are stuck 
with the group called „The Naturals“ at school. Other children are in groups called 
„GM Barbies“ or „GM Kens“ since that’s what they are, the ideals of  
society. They are cruel, aggressive and so into their looks, they embody the typical 
high school bullies - just in a premeditated, smart, and (even more) dangerous 
version.  
 
Is that what the future generations have to face? Social exclusion based on whether 
you are natural or GM? Being valued higher and gaining the GM privilege? I mean 
they are beautiful, immune to diseases, and smart, what other privileges could you 
have?  
 
Social exclusion will be reality, this is almost guaranteed. Some thrive from their DNA 
and others suffer. The concept of Social Darwinism becomes more and more tangible 
and seeing how Social Darwinism was misused in the Second World War, it could 
have dangerous consequences. Designer babies could facilitate parents with the 
intention to make profit or to spread a certain ideology.   
 
Society will split into GM and naturals. Especially because genetically modified to be 
immune to diseases could have lower health costs and therefore be more 
predestined to be more financially stable, especially in countries with high health care 
costs like the USA. Moreover, the procedures needed to „produce“ a GM baby are 
unbelievably expensive and they don’t guarantee you a feasible embryo or the 
perfect child. It could take more tries than one, which is something a lot of people are 
simply not able to afford. Thus, the gap between rich and poor will widen and will 
separate society even further.   
 
Moreover, radicals like „Anti-GM“ and „Pro-GM“ will form. These radicals could 
potentially be fostering a wall of hatred against each other. Seeing as this seems to 
be a common thing humans tend to do, looking at - for example - the vaccine debate 
or the ever-lasting debate of abortion. 
  
Apart from this method facilitating social exclusion, it is also a highly coincidental 
method. Scientists have barely been able to use or research into the method’s 



consequences. It might affect your children’s or your own genes which might lead to 
genetic diseases. The methods used are unsafe and lead to a decrease in genetic 
variety. Thus, it could also happen that your child can be more prone to develop 
diseases even though they are immune to some. Once genes are removed or 
altered, it is uncertain whether they are crucial for the further development and 
growth of an embryo. The debate of abortion is also a focal point in the debate of 
genetic modification because in order to select the most successful embryo with the 
best DNA one has to develop more than one embryo in order to compare them. 
However, the embryos that are not used will be discarded. Therefore, the debate 
whether it is ethical to just discard potential lives will go on. 
 
Furthermore, it could be a violation of the children’s rights since you, as a parent, 
chose to alter the DNA without their consent and therefore alter the course of their 
lives. The process of GM babies also seems to go against all values of parenthood. 
Parenthood is defined by loving your child despite the way they look, act, and live. 
But by using this method you will make raising a successful child easy for you but 
potentially dangerous for the world.  
  
In addition, this process being unethical seems to be up for debate as well. It seems 
highly hypocritical taking our society into account. The movements in a society are 
fluid and will always change but through the years more diverse representation and 
acceptance have followed suit of famous role models. Therefore, there is a lot of 
hypocrisy in praising the values of diversity but then acting despite of it.   
 
Specifically looking at the future, this method presents a lot of risks. Research 
suggests that genetically modified people could be more prone to anger and 
narcissistic tendencies, but because they are smart and have admirable artificial 
traits, it is possible that they could end up being the leader of their country. Imagine 
having an aggressive narcissist as your president - does that sound like a diplomatic 
and peaceful future? 
  
In conclusion, one can acknowledge the huge progress being made in eugenics and 
the achievements of scientists. However, in no way should anyone try to glorify and 
romanticize the process of picking their children and raising potential threats to 
humanity. To all future parents: be aware and choose wisely! 
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Designer babies: a science that must stay fictional! 

As Paul Knoepfler already pointed out in his TEDtalk, there are a lot of potential risks 

that come with designer babies and CRISPR. Especially ethical and moral concerns 

arise from this topic because embryos are modified and even killed in the process of 

applying CRISPR.  

Starting off, we have the obvious advantages to designer babies, like them having a 

higher intelligence and being more beautiful through facial features and body 

structure. But what if you were a parent and the doctor who makes your designer 

baby has failed? Would you be sad? I for sure can say that it is immoral to think that 

you can give your sperm and egg to a doctor so he can create a forest of embryos 



and pick out the bad apples. We would need massive amounts of regulations and 

rules for these situations. When does an embryo count as a human? Who should be 

responsible if the procedure failed? 

Another reason why people should probably riot against designer babies is a 

potential split in society. Imagine if your friend had a kid that was more intelligent, 

more beautiful, and healthier whilst your non-designer kid runs around with a stuffy 

nose and gets bad grades. The result would be another form of segregation: no 

shared schools, no shared jobs, no shared rights and laws, no shared traits by which 

to respect each other.  

Such a genetically modified society would be filled with narcissism and a whole lot of 

other social issues too, because they feel like they are the best and that they are in 

charge. The government will directly or indirectly give benefits to GM people as they 

are the "superhumans" that make the country more efficient and better overall. All 

whilst the non-modified humans have to suffer from the fact that they were not born a 

certain way.   

Moreover, only the rich could afford such babies and greedy companies would keep it 

that way. This means that the gap between rich and poor will widen and take away 

even more equality between people.   

Because of the aforementioned arguments against designer babies, I think it would 

be dehumanising to let designer babies become a staple of society. It is not only 

immoral but also comes with technical issues that are hard to solve. If scientists were 

to introduce designer babies as a result of CRISPR, they would most likely unleash 

hell on earth. That is why designer babies should most definitely stay fictional. 
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