
No one can deny the potential benefits of cloning, whether therapeutic, reproductive or embryonic. There are possible breakthroughs in spinal chord research, cancer, and even AIDS. It may even help people unable to have children to conceive. There are many different possibilities for cloning, but at what price? True enough, we can help endangered species, we have the knowledge to advance the human race, and we might possibly eliminate diseases, but is there more to cloning than just benefits? There are logic and ethics issues that need to be taken into consideration when deciding whether or not cloning is a good idea.


One argument made to promote cloning and cloning research is that humans can “make up for their intrusion on nature.”* Advances in cloning could possibly mean replenishing certain species of animals that are endangered, or even extinct so that there will be less of an upset on the natural balance that humans have destroyed through long years of neglect and pollution. It seems, however, ridiculous to ‘fight fire with fire’, to make up for an intrusion on nature by intruding on nature. True, the human race has made mistakes in the past. Certain species are suffering, and will continue to suffer because unless our lifestyles and personal choices are altered, we will continue to neglect animals and contribute to their suffering and decrease. We abuse to a great extent our abilities, often compromising animal welfare and stability for our own personal gain. If we were to choose cloning to make up for our mistakes, we would need to make sure that we didn’t continue making the same mistakes that threatened the animals in the first place. It sounds nice to make up for years of human error through cloning, but would we really be helping? Or would we just be ignoring the real problems that threaten our wildlife? 


Another argument for cloning is that we can advance the human race, and possibly achieve immortality. “God gave us the knowledge to make cloning a reality and therefore it is part of God’s natural plan.”** Humans already evolve to accommodate changes in atmosphere and climate, although slowly. And because we all do eventually die, and always have, would it not be safe to say that God does not intend for us to become immortal, and working towards that end would be immoral and go against His natural plan? God gave us free will, but that does not mean he condones or supports all of the choices we are capable of making. Many of us are capable of murder, but aren’t there laws that prohibit it? War is sometimes ‘necessary’, but the majority of people will tell you that that does not mean it is right.


Cloning also gives us the ability to possibly eliminate diseases through genetic screening. But during research, stem cells are used from embryos that are afterwards destroyed, killing a potential child. Somehow this doesn’t seem like part of “God’s natural plan”. God intended for humans to conceive, not for us to intentionally limit embryonic potential. There are those people who argue that an embryo is not a ‘person’ because they are composed only of “a few cells with no internal organs, arms, legs, sensory organs, brain”**** etc, they are not technically a real person. Millions of people are missing certain internal organs, limbs, and even have mental illness or are mentally disabled. Does this make them any less of a person? Does it make it any easier to take a brain-dead person off of life support? Also, if genetic screening were allowed, even embryos intended for full development with a family might be subject to genetic intervention. There may come a time when eye-colour, hair-colour, even intelligence and ability might be determined by inserting artificial chromosomes into an embryo, thereby physically altering the child.  One valid argument against this is that genetic enhancement of embryos will “have to be done without their permission, this violating moral prohibitions against experimenting on human beings without their consent.”*** Abuse of this enhancement of an embryo would also be an issue. Two deaf partners recently approached a sperm bank hoping to conceive a deaf child. When they asked for sperm from a deaf donor, they were turned away. Limiting a child’s ability before birth is not only wrong, but also abusive. Even when trying to ‘enhance’ a child’s ability, there is an increased risk to the child. There is the point that “it is immoral to kill one person (embryo) in order save or extend the life of another.”**** While there are some fears (seen as irrational) that cloning or genetic screening might be used to produce ‘an army’ or a ‘perfect race’ such as Hitler tried to accomplish, there is some truth in that. Hitler’s main goal was to purify the human race by removing the qualities he found to be undesirable. By removing the qualities that we decide are undesirable and experimenting and harming embryos to benefit general humanity, are we not embracing some of Hitler’s ideas? We are indeed killing one person to benefit the life of another, just as Hitler was trying to benefit his perfect race.

Studies have shown that right now, cloning actually decreases the life span of the clone. It will take a long time to perfect the science of cloning, and many embryos will be sacrificed and used in the process. Public opinion on cloning is also widely negative. A 1997 poll conducted by CNN found that “93% felt cloning humans is a bad idea, 74% believe that human cloning is against God’s will”.**** Similarly, a poll conducted by CNN in 2001 found that “90% felt that cloning humans was a bad idea”.**** Finally, there is a lot of question regarding where the human eggs would even come from to produce useable stem cells in cloning research. It takes approximately one hundred eggs to produce a useable stem line. “It would take 1.5 billion eggs to cure the 15 million Americans who have diabetes.”**** Harvesting the eggs from women is “painful, costly and unreliable”**** and may result in serious injury to the donor. 

Cloning is not only unethical, dangerous, controversial, and illegal in many places around the world, it is also impossible to get the required amount of human donors. How much are we willing to sacrifice to ‘benefit’ the human race? When we take into consideration the logic and ethical issues surrounding cloning, we can see that it is a bad idea, and that we can benefit the human race in other ways. God gave us a very practical and widely available way to reproduce, and if we cannot, there are ways that do not involve means that are quite as radical as cloning. Perhaps if we concentrate on remedying the problems we already have, we can eliminate future problems as well as not having to deal with those we will create through cloning. 
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