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though she can no longer stand the sght of
Daddy himself?

Most people think about cloning from the
point of view of adults choosing to clone. Almost
nobody thinks about what it would be like to be
the cloned child. Surely his or her new life would
constantly be scrutinized in relation 1o thar of the
older version. Even in the absence of unusual
parental expectations for the clone—say, to live
the same lite, only without s errors—the child
is likely to be ever a curiosity, ever a potential
source of déa wu. Unlike “normal™ idenncal
twins, a cloned individual—copied from
whomever—will be saddled with a genotype that
has already lived. He will not be fully a surprise to
the world: people are likely always to compare his
doings in life wirh those of his alver ego, espeaally
ifhe is a clone of someone gifted or famous. True,
his nurture and his crcumstance will be different;
genotype is not exactly destiny. But one must also
expect parental efforts to shape this new life after
the onginal—or at least to view the child with the
original version always firmly in mind. For why
clse did they clone from the star baskerball player,
the mathematician, or the beauty queen—or even
dear old Dad—in the first place?

Human cloning would also represent a giant
step toward the mransformanon of begetting into
making, of procreation into manufacture (literally,
“handmade™), a process that has already begun
with in vitro fertilization and genetic testing of
embryos. With cloning, not only is the process in
hand, bur the roral genenic bluepnnr of the cloned
individual is selected and determined by the
human arrisans. To be sure, subsequenr develop-
ment is stll according o narural processes;
and the resuling children will be recognizably
human. But we would be wking a major step
into making man himself simply another one of
the man-made things.

How does begetting differ from making?
In patural procreation, human beings come
together to give existence to another being that
is formed exactly as we were, by whar we are—
living, hence penshable, hence aspinngly eronc,
hence procreative human beings. But in clonal
reproduction, and in the more advanced forms
of manufacture o which it will lead, we give

cxistcnce to a being not by what we are but
by whar we intend and design.

Let me be clear. The problem is not the mere
intervention of technique, and the point s not
that “nature knows best.™ The problem is that
any child whose being, character, and capacities
cxist owing to human design does not stand on
the same plane as its makers. As with any product
of our making, no matter how excellent, the
artificer stands above it, not as an equal but as a
superior, transcending it by his will and creative
prowess. In human cloning, sciennsts and pro-
spective “parents™ adopt a technocratic attitude
toward human children: human children become
their artifacts. Such an arrangement is profoundly
dehumanizing, no matter how good the product.

Procreation dchumanized into manufacture is
further degraded by commaodificanon, a virtually
incscapable result of allowing baby-making to
proceed under the banner of commerce. Genetic
and reproductive biotechnology companies are
already growth industries, but they wall soon go
into commercial orbit now rthar the Human
Genome Project has been complered. “Human
eggs for sale™ is already a big business, masquerad-
ing under the pretense of “donation.” Newspaper
advertisements on elite college campuses offer up
o S50,000 for an egg “donor” rall enough o
play women’s basketball and with SAT scores
high enough for admission to Stanford; and o
nobody’s surprise, at such prices there are many
young cocds eager to help shoppers obtain the
finest babies money can buy. (The egg and
womb-renting entreprencurs shamelessly proceed
on the ancienr, disgusting, misogynist premise
that most women will give you access to their
bodies, if the price is rght.) Even before the
capacity for human doning is perfected, estab-
lished companies will have invested in the
harvesting of cggs from ovaries obrained ar
autopsy or through ovanan surgery, practiced
embryonic genetic alteration, and initiated the
stockpiling of prospective donor tissues. Through
the renmal of swrrogare-womb  services, and
through the buying and selling of nssues and
embryos priced according w the merit of the
donor, the commodification of nascent human
life will be unstoppable.
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