
ETHICAL DEBATE ON HUMAN CLONING

Ethics. According to professor Joshua Brickman, we have the ability to manipulate the genome. However, we don't know
what the implications.

Unfortunately, "genetic determinism" is a much more challenging and amorphous policy target as compared
with human cloning technology. Though I am tremendously skeptical of the worth of intuitive reactions as a
justification for a given law, particularly criminal prohibitions [ 57 ] if general cultural anxiety is one of the
rationales for a proposed ban, then this should be explicitly stated. Knowing and feeling that nobody has
previously possessed our particular gift of natural characteristics, we go forward as genetically unique
individuals into relatively indeterminate futures. Even were cloning to be used solely to remedy infertility, the
decision to clone the sterile father would be a decision, willy-nilly, that the child-to-be should be the near-twin
of his "father. In each of her monthly cycles, a woman usually produces only one or two mature eggs. In ,
some meat and dairy producers did propose a system to track all cloned animals as they move through the
food chain, suggesting that a national database system integrated into the National Animal Identification
System could eventually allow food labeling. It is far from clear that it would be wise to proceed still farther in
our attempts at control. Even a high success rate in animals would not suffice by itself to make human trials
morally acceptable. Rather, we are suggesting that they would, like other human "products," be brought into
being in accordance with some pre-selected genetic pattern or design, and therefore in some sense "made to
order" by their producers or progenitors. We made an exception, however, in the case of an infant with a fatal
genetic disease. Consent from the cloned child-to-be is of course impossible to obtain, and because no one
consents to his or her own birth, it may be argued that concerns about consent are misplaced when applied to
the unborn. In addressing this question, we must reach well beyond the rights of individuals and the
difficulties or benefits that cloned children or their families might encounter. About human cloning Human
cloning is the creation of a genetically identical copy or clone of a human. Is it permissible to create such a
developing human entity only to destroy it?? But despite years of intense academic and public debate, there
remains little clarity as to the philosophical foundations for many of the emerging policy choices. It does not
ordinarily refer to actions of particular individuals attempting to improve the genetic endowment of their own
descendants. 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. Because of this potential,
some would argue that the organism produced in human therapeutic cloning experiments is the equivalent of
any ordinary human embryo and merits the same degree of respect and protection. The notion of life as a gift,
mysterious and limited, is under siege. Troubled Family Relations Cloning-to-produce-children could also
prove damaging to family relations, despite the best of intentions. Other statements simply assert that "the
production of identical human individuals" [ 20 ] or the creation of a "genetic 'copy"' [ 21 ] should be banned.
Although board members understood that some people would liken this organism to an embryo, we preferred
the term "activated egg," and we concluded that its characteristics did not preclude its use in work that might
save the lives of children and adults. The crucial point is not the absence of the natural biological connections
between parents and children. By using the terms "making" and "manufacture" we are not claiming that cloned
children would be artifacts made altogether "by hand" or produced in factories. Competing Interests. Gilbert
Meilaender notes that we "find asexual reproduction only in the lowest forms of life. Discussion Concerns
About Human Dignity Numerous arguments of varying persuasive force have been put forward as
justifications for a ban on reproductive cloning. For example, shortly after the birth of Dolly Sir John
Polkinghorne noted that " [o]ne of the by-products of the furor about Dolly has been to remind thoughtful
people of the poverty and implausibility of a genetic reductionist account of human nature". It's true that iPS
cells have great promise. And indeed, the research wasn't conducted with the idea of creating cloned mini-me's
in mind. These ethical concerns have prompted several nations to pass laws regarding human cloning and its
legality Wikipedia The meeting was organized and moderated by. Each is largely free of the burden of
measuring up to or even knowing in advance the genetic traits of the other, because both begin life together
and neither is yet known to the world. In natural procreation, two individuals give life to a new human being
whose endowments are not shaped deliberately by human will, whose being remains mysterious, and the
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open-endedness of whose future is ratified and embraced. Procreation is not making but the outgrowth of
doing. The reward is assisting at the cutting edge of medical knowledge. If implantation occurs, the vast
majority of cloned embryos fail to make it past the first trimester of pregnancy.


