a)	Procreative beneficence implies that we have a moral obligation to use tests for non-disease causing genes, if they become available, in making decisions about reproduction.  A non-disease gene is one “which predisposes a person to some psychological or physical state which is not itself a disease state” (Munson 295).  The only genetic tests available for non-disease traits, today, are ones for sex.  Currently, they are made possible by the ability to sort the X and Y sperm.  Savulescu not only argues that we should test for non-disease traits, he feels that couples should utilize these tests to determine which child, of several fertilized embryos, to bring into existence. 
	Three examples of non-disease traits, from the text, that support Savulescu’s principle are temperament, memory and intelligence.  If we could test for any of these qualities in vitro, Savulescu maintains, one would expect the child to have a “better life.”  A “better life” is defined here as one with the most well-being, and there are several theories that reflect this well-being.  They are:  hedonistic, desire-fulfillment, and objective list theories.  Hedonism involves pleasure.  Desire-fulfillment involves the degree to which needs are satisfied.  Objective list involves activities which are good for people.  Any of the three examples of non-disease gene traits mentioned that one could theoretically test for, would lead to the probability of a better life and well-being if the test proved to be in their favor, that is, even temperament, excellent memory and high-intelligence.
b)	One argument Savulescu gives in support of his principle is reflected in the idea that genes, in a liberal democracy, contribute to the ability to concentrate, to engage with and be empathetic towards other human beings, to hear and see, and therefore to allow people to “form and act on their own conception of the good life”. (Munson 297)  To this extent, we should select those genes.
c)	The movie Gattaca reflects the harm-to-the-child objection against Savulescu’s principle.  As Vincent had his future options closed off to him from birth, by his parents as well as the Gattacian society, he was destined to life in the Gattacian subclass; that is, life as an invalid.  Being selectively chosen through preimplantation genetic diagnosis (PGD) in Gattacian society meant future possibilities.  Jerome had it all; yet, he purposely stepped out in front of a moving vehicle.  His only comment was, ‘there was never a more sober day in my life.’  Obviously, something had back-fired in Jerome’s psyche that had caused his unexplained suicide attempt.  Unfortunately, the movie does not delve too deeply into the mind and motives of Jerome; we only see Jerome living his life vicariously through Vincent.
d)	The premise of the movie itself demonstrates the inequality objection against procreative beneficence.  There are two sects Gattacian society, those that are valid and the God-children (the invalid).   A bold dividing line exists between the two sects; thus, inequality is promoted and increased.  Testing for disease genes, only served to broaden the rift.  We saw Vincent refused entrance into the school system based on his heart condition.  
