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Finally, the practice of human cloning by
nuclear mransfer—like other anrticipared forms of
generically  engineering  the nexr  generanon—
would enshrine and aggravare a profound misun-
derstanding of the meaning of having children and
of the parent-child relationship. When a couple
normally chooses o procreare, the parmers are
saying yes to the emergence of new life in irs
nowvely—are saying ves not only to having a
child, but also to having whatever child this child
tums out to be. In accepning our finitude, in
opening oursclves  our replacement, we tacitly
confess the limirs of our control.

Embracing the future by procreating means
preciscly that we are relinguishing our  grip
in the very activity of taking up our own share in
what we hope will be the immortality of human
life and the human species. This means that our
children are not our children: they are not
our property, they are not our possessions.
Neither are they supposed to live our lives for
us, or to live anyone’s life bur their own. Their
genetic distincriveness and independence are the
natural foreshadowing of the deep truth that they
have their own, never-before-enacted life tw
live. Though sprung from a past, they take an
uncharted course into the furure.

Much mischief is already done by parents
who try to live vicanously through their children.
Children are sometimes compelled vo fulfill the
broken dreams of unhappy parents. But whereas
most parents normally have hopes for their
children, cloning parents will have expecrations.
In cloning, such overbeanng parents will have
taken at the start a decsave step that contradicts
the entire meaning of the open and forward-
looking nature of parent-child relations. The
child is given a genowype thar has already lived,
with full expectation that this bluepnnt of a past
life ought to be controlling the life that is to come.
A wanted child now means a child who exsts
precisely to fulfill parental wants. Like all the
more precise eugenic manipulatons thar will
follow m s wake, cloning is thus inherently
despotic, for it seeks o make one’s children after
one’s own image (or an image of one’s choosing)

and their future according to one’s will.
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Is this hyperbolicc Consider concretely
the new realities of responsibility and guilt in the
houscholds of the cloned. No longer only the sins
of the parents, but also the genetic choices of
the parents, will be visited on the children—and
beyond the third and fourth generarion; and
everyone will know who is responsible. No parent
will be able to blame nature or the lotrery of sex
for an unhappy adolescent’s big nose, dull wit,
musical ineptitude, nervous disposidon, or
anything else that he hares abour himself. Fairly
or not, children will hold their cloners responsible
for everything, for nature as well as for nurture.
And parents, especially the better ones, will be
limitlessly liable to guilt. Only the truly despotic
souls will slecp the slecp of the innocent.

V.

The defenders of cloning are not wittingly friends
of desponism. Quire the contrary. Deaf o most
other consideratons, they regard themselves
mainly as friends of freedom: the freedom of indi-
viduals to reproduce, the freedom of scientists and
mventors to discover and to devise and to foster
“progress” in genetic knowledge and techmique,
the freedom of entreprencurs 1o profit in the
marker. They want large-scale cloning only for
amimals, bur they wish o preserve cloning as a
human option for exercising our “right to
reproduce™ —our right to have children, and
children with “desirable genes.”™ As some point
out, under our “Aght to reproduce™ we already
practice carly forms of unnatural, amficial, and
extramarital reproduction, and we already pracnce
carly forms of eugenic choice. For thar reason,
they argue, cloming is no big deal.

We have here a perfect example of the logic of
the slippery slope. The prnciple of reproductive
freedom currently enunciated by the proponents
of cdloning logically embraces the ethical accept-
ability of shiding all the way down: to producing
children wholly in the laboratory from sperm to
term (should it become feasible), and to produc-
ing children whose entire genetic makeup will be
the product of parcntal cugenic planning and
choice. If reproductive freedom means the rght
to have a child of one’s own choosing by whatever
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