
HUMAN CLONING MORAL ARGUMENTS

Our present opposition to human reproductive cloning is based on science and . The third moral argument for
cloning-to-produce-children is that it would.

Would the same advocates of this objection against cloning object to artificial insulin injections to treat
diabetes? Giving existence to a human being does not grant one the right to maim or harm that human being in
research. Manufactured objects become commodities in the marketplace, and their manufacture comes to be
guided by market principles and financial concerns. It is not clear why cloning should be considered either
more or less arbitrary than decisions to procreate through more conventional means. In this process, the
specific DNA fragment is transferred from one organism into a self-replicating genetic element, e. As
logistical reproductive cloning would not automatically violate a person's right to self-determination or cut off
a child's prospect of future autonomy, it is erroneous to conclude that cloning always constitutes using another
personâ€”the cloneâ€”as a mere means. Ridley, Matt  Wagner, John et al. These were the most frequently
self-reported negative and positive emotions, not disgust, fear, sadness, anger, excitement, amusement,
comfort, or joy. Hence, limiting access to certain types of assisted reproductive technologies to an otherwise
infertile couple would not necessarily infringe on their negative right to procreate Courtwright and Doron, 
She would have different friends, attend different schools, play different games, watch different television
shows, listen to different music. Along with honoring the free will of the subject, we insist on consent to
protect the weak and the vulnerable, and in particular to protect them from the powerful. Procreation as
traditionally understood invites acceptance, rather than reshaping, engineering, or designing the next
generation. Cloning and Savior Siblings The Argument. Not all the important issues can be squeezed into the
categories of harms and benefits. Does the prospect of cloning humans make us sick? Richard T. Response 2:
The dangers of natural reproduction. The cloned human being would not be the product of love, but of
scientific procedures. Yet, given that we have evidence that the robust form of genetic determinism these
arguments assume is false Resnik and Vorhaus, ; Elliot, , both detractors and supporters of cloning who rely
on it produce faulty arguments. In the absence of the necessary human wisdom, prudence calls upon us to set
limits on efforts to control and remake the character of human procreation and human life. Maas, Heiko. Cases
of creating a child for its own sake are more the exception than the rule, if they exist at all. Yet we all believe
that the arguments presented in the sections that follow are worthy of consideration in the course of trying to
assess fully the ethical issues involved. As the child developed, it could not help but be regarded as specially
akin to only one of his or her parents. But cloning would be most unusual, consequential, and most morally
important as a new way of bringing children into the world and a new way of viewing their moral significance.
The technical possibility of reproductive cloning leaves the question unanswered of whether the actual
production of a clone would be morally acceptable. While being genetically identical to a pre-existing person
will most likely result in some similarities, it will certainly not be strong enough to deprive a cloned child of
her individuality or dignity. There are many children who are products of artificial reproductive technologies
IVF, intrauterine insemination, gender selection, and gamete intrafallopian transfer, among others and there
does not seem to be an increase of despotic control over these children on behalf of their parents. Almost all
instances of medical advancements in the past years e. Because this kind of cloning does not result in the
genesis of a human organism, it has no reproductive intent or goals, and it does not result in the creation and
destruction of embryos, there is little to no contention regarding its use. Most present forms of assisted
reproduction imitate this natural process. A proper regard for the profundity of human procreation including
child-rearing and parent-child relations is, in our view, indispensable for a full assessment of the ethical
implications of cloning-to-produce-children. Also known as genetic reductionism or biological determinism, it
holds that the physical and mental traits and behaviour of an individual are ultimately determined by his or her
genotype. If women can undergo risks for this purpose, we asked, why should they not be allowed to
undertake the same risks to further medical research that could save human lives? It is also a technology, a
human experiment, and an exercise of freedom, among other things. Embryos normally do not attach to the
wall of the uterus and begin development until after the blastocyst stage.


