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means, then reproductive freedom knows and
accepts no limits,

Proponents want us to believe thar there are
legitimate uses of cloning that can be distin-
guished from illegitimate uses, but by their own
principles no such limits can be found. (Nor could
any such limits be enforced in pracrice: once
cloning is permitted, no one ever need discover
whom one is cloning and why.) Reproductive
treedom, as they understand i, is governed solely
by the subjective wishes of the parents-to-be. The
scnoimentally  appealing case of the childless
married couple is, on these grounds, indistin-
guishable from the case of an individual (married
or not) who would like to clone someone famous
or talented, hving or dead. And the pnnaple here
endorsed justfies not only cloning bur also all
furure artificial atrempts to creare (manufacrure)
“herrer” or “perfect™ babics.

The “perfect baby,”™ of course, is the project
not of the infertility doctors, but of the eugenic
scientists and their supporters, who, for the time
heing, are conrent to hide behind the skirts of the
partisans of reproductive freedom and compassion
for the infertile. For them, the paramount right is
not the so-called right to reproduce, it is what the
bologist Bendey Glass called, a quarter of a
century ago, “the right of every child to be bom
with a sound physical and menrtal constitution,
based on a sound genotype ... the inalienable
nght o a sound heritage.” But to secure this
nght, and to achieve the requsite quality control
over new human hfe, human conception and
gestation will need to be broughr fully into the
bright light of the laborarory, beneath which the
child-to-be can be fertilized, nourished, pruned,
weeded, watched, inspected, prodded, pinched,
cajoled, injected, tested, rated, graded, approved,
stamped, wrapped, sealed, and delivered. There 1s
no other way to produce the perfect baby.

If you think that such scenarios require
outside coercion or governmental tyranny, you
are mistaken. Once it becomes possible, with the
aid of human genomics, to produce or to select
for what some regard as “berter babies™—smarter,
prettier, healthier, more athletic—parents will leap
at the opportunity to “improve™ their offspring.
Indeed, not to do so will be socially regarded as
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a form of child neglect. Those who would
ordinarily be opposed to such tnkenng will be
under enormous pressure to compere on behalf
of their as yet unborn children—just as some
now plan almost from their children’s birth how
to get them into Harvard., Never mind that,
lacking a standard of “good™ or “better,” no
onc can rcally know whether any such changes
will truly be improvements.

Proponents of cloning urge us to forger
abour the science-ficion scenarios of laboratory
manufacture or multiple-copy clones, and 1o
focus only on the sympathetic cases of infertle
couples exercising their reproductive rights. But
why, if the single cases are so innocent, should
muloplying their performance be so off-purnng?
{Similarly, why do others object w© people’s
making money from that practice if the pracnce
itself is perfectly acceptable?) The so-called
science-fiction cases—say, Brave New World—
make vivid the meaning of what looks to us, mis-
takenly, to be benign. They reveal that what looks
like compassionate humanitarianism is, in the end,
crushing dehumanizarion.

V.

Whether or not they share my reasons, most
people, 1 think, sharc my conclusion: rthar
human cloning is unethical in itself and dangerous
in its likely consequences, which include the
precedent that it will establish for designing our
children. Some reach this conclusion for their own
good reasons, different from my own: concerns
about distnbutive justice in access to eugenic clon-
ing; worrics about the genetic effects of asexual
“inbreeding™; aversion  the imphcr premise of
genetic dererminism: objections to the embryonic
and feral wastage that must necessarily accompany
the efforts; religious opposition to “man playing
God.” But never mind why: the overwhelming
majority of our fellow Amencans remain firmly
opposed to cloning human beings.

For us, then, the real questions are: What
should we do abour it? How can we best succeed?
These questons should concern everyone eager o
secure deliberate human control over the powers
that could re-design our humanity, even if cloning
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