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Topic: Genetic Engineering

Thesis: Patenting genes should not be banned

I.           Patenting genes influence scientists to genetically engineer Specific genes in humans.

A. If genes are not patented advances in genetics will probably not take place.

B. Inventors have the right to patent inventions and genes are like inventions.

C. If scientists take their time and money to engineer genes they should get their award.

D. Many people are harmed by genetic disease and the best way to eliminate genetic disease is to put it on the commercial market.

II. Opposing arguments.

A. “Research is targeted where money is made instead of where it was needed” but if genes are not patented all research that is done will be financed with tax money. The taxpayers that don’t approve of genetic engineering will still have to finance it. 

B. People say that it is wrong to patent life and this means it is wrong to patent genes. The very idea is absurd, obscene and blasphemous to many people. There is nothing I can say to counter this argument except that they should not interfere with progress in genetic engineering.

III. Restriction of patents.

A. No more than one year should elapse before the committee makes a decision regarding a patent.

B. Patents should be international so that other countries can benefit from genetic engineering advances. 

C. The committee will study each gene patent for unintended consequences and risks.

D. Unintended consequences should be prevented by computer simulations and closed experiments.

