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The Ethnical Analysis of Moral Bioenhancement:

By Engaging into the Problem of Free Will

MA Han - lin
( School of Marxism Suzhou University of Science and Technology Suzhou 215000 China)

Abstract: Moral Bioenhancement( MB) is the use of biomedical technology to improve peoples moral cognitive ability and make them to get certain moral

purpose. Base on bioconservative thesis a major criticism to MB means that it will undermine “the freedom to fall” of people but this may get critics

themselves into trouble. In view of this we change “freedom to fall” into “Alternative possibility” the MB supporters can also avoid be falsified by tak—

ing a compatibilism position. We will try to start with a new moral conservatism perspective from Dennetts theory of consciousness representation evolu—

tion. And point out that MB supporters will fall into the paradox of " MB uselessness" and " abolition of the moral meaning of human direct consciousness

control" .

Key words: Moral Bioenhancement; free will; representation
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