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to this or that biomedical pracnice are often
tacilely dismissed as religious or sectanan. Many
people are unwilling to pronounce judgments
about what is good or bad, right and wrong,
even In matters of great importance, even for
themselves—never mind for others or for society
as a whole. It does not help thar the biomedical
project is now deeply entangled with commerce:
there are increasingly powerful economic interests
in favor of going full steam ahead, and no
economic interests in favor of going slow. Since
we live in a democracy, morcover, we face polinical
difficulties in gaining a consensus to direct our
future, and we have almost no political experience
in trving to curtail the development of any new
biomedical technology. Fmally, and perhaps
most troubling, our views of the meaning of our
humanmity have been so mansformed by the
scienrific-technological approach w the world
that we are in danger of forgetting whar we have
to lose, humanly speaking.

But though the difficulties are real, our
situarion is far from hopeless. Regarding cach of
the aforementioned impediments, there is another
side to the story. Though we love our gadgets and
believe in progress, we have lost our innocence
regarding rechnology. The environmenral move-
ment especially has alerred us ro the unintended
damage caused by unregulated technological
advance, and has taught us how certain dangerous
pracices <an be curbed. Though we favor
freedom of nguiry, we recogmize that expenments
are deeds and not speeches, and we prohibit
experimentation on  human  subjects  without
their consent, even when cures from discase
might be had by unfertered rescarch; and we
limit so-called reproductive freedom by proscrib-
ing incest, polygamy, and the buying and selling
of babics.

Although we esteem medical progress, bio-
medical institutions have ethics committees that
judge research proposals on moral grounds, and,
when necessary, uphold the pomacy of human
freedom and human dignity even over saennfic
discovery. Our moral ploralism nomwithstanding,
national commissions and review bodies have
sometimes reached moral consensus o recom-
mend limits on permussible scientific research and

technological applicanon. On the cconomic front,
the patenting of gencs and life forms and the rapid
rise of genomic commerce have elicited strong
concerns and criticisms, leading even former
enthusiasts of the new biology to recoil from the
impending  commaodificanon  of homan  hfe.
Though we lack political institutions expenienced
in serting limits on biomedical innovation, federal
agencies years ago rejected the development of
the plutonium-powered arificial heart, and we
have nationally prohibited commercial traffic in
organs for ransplantation, even though a marker
would increase the needed supply. In recent years,
several American states and many foreign coun-
trics have successfully taken politcal action,
making certain practices illegal and placing others
under moratoriums (the crecapbon of human
embryos solely for rescarch; human germ-line
genetic alteradon ). Most importantly, the majority
of Americans are not vet so degraded or so cynical
as to fal to be revolted by the socety depicted in
Huxley’s novel. Though the obstacles to effective
acnon are significant, they offer no excuse for
resignation. Besides, it would be disgraceful o
concede defeat even before we enter the fray.

Not the least of our difliculties in tryving to
exercise control over where biology is raking us
is the fact that we do not get to deade, once
and for all, for or against the destnation of a
post-human world. The scientific discoveries and
the technical powers that will take us there come
to us piccemeal, one at a ome and seemingly
independent from one another, each often attrac-
tively introduced as a measure thar will “help [us]
nor to be sick.”™ Bur somerimes we come to a clear
fork in the road where decision is possible, and
where we know that our decision will make a
world of difference—indeed, it will make a perma-
nently different world. Fortunarely, we stand now
at the point of such a momentous decision. Events
have conspired to provide us with a perfect
opportunity to seize the initative and to gain
some control of the bio technical project. 1 refer
to the prospect of human cloning, a pracnce
absolurely central to Huxley's ficnonal world.
Indeed, creating and manipulating life in the
laboratory is the gateway to a Brave New World,
not only in fiction bur also in fact.
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