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The Immorality of Human Cloning
One of the most important arguments and beliefs that I carry today concerns the topic of human cloning. By definition, cloning can be said to be the production of genetically identical organisms via somatic cell nuclear transfer to produce identical copies of an organism in question (Jaenisch, 2004). Human cloning is a highly debated topic that has attracted a multitude of different views concerning its ethical considerations. Though there have been both arguments for and against the human cloning practice, many debaters agree that the process is neither morally nor ethically acceptable. The reasons behind this majority opinion has majorly been routed within religious and health concerns (LaBar, 1984, pp.325). In this paper, and in light of Kant’s Theory of Ethics, I provide a detailed discussion of why human cloning is totally unethical. Paying due consideration to the various concerns related to the biotechnical procedure, it is easily conceivable that human cloning is a very unethical process that should both be banned and illegalized.
I have read “All the Reasons to Clone Human Beings” by Simon Smith (2002) and I completely disagree with his point of view. In this article, Smith argues that human cloning technology has the potential to bear numerous medical breakthroughs that are miraculous and unbelievable in nature. One of such breakthroughs is that it will cure infertility and restore the dignity of sterile men and barren women in the society. This argument is also supported by the "Potential benefits of cell cloning for human medicine" by Trounson & Pera (1998). Another breakthrough that human cloning will bring about, according to Smith, is that human cloning has the potential to lead to a deeper understanding of cell differentiation, the knowledge and understanding of which may result into the discovery of a perfect cure for cancer and heart attacks. In addition, Smith contends that human cloning will help the gay couples to have a child of their own DNA replication by taking 23 chromosomes from each partner and putting them into a single egg. Although this argument may seem conceivable to many people, I totally disagree with the ethical grounds upon which these medical breakthroughs are based.
To begin with, human cloning is a medical procedure that brings about with it the risk and high possibilities of faster aging (LaBar, 1984, pp.321). Usually, during the cloning process, older cells are utilized in the creation of human clones. The use of these older cells creates every likelihood of having their imprinted age adopted by the embryo developing and growing out of the cloning process. What this kind of risk can lead to is that it can generate some premature aging issues. Other than the premature aging issues, another tragic outcome that cloning can bring about is premature death (LaBar, 1984, pp.321). Children who are born out of human cloning process face a high risk of perishing at very early stages of their lives. Thus, what the cloning process does to the human race is that it increases the infant mortality rate, something that many would agree on the need to prevent. This means, therefore, that one of way of helping to reduce infant mortality rate is by banning and illegalizing human cloning.
The second aspect of human cloning which makes it completely unethical is that the medical process interferes with nature (Brannigan, 2001). Though the success of the few experiments that have been reported as having led to the birth of new born babies are used by the proponents of cloning to accentuate the benefits of modern technological enhancement in human life, the human cloning process is a purely artificial medical innovation that interferes with the natural process of procreation in the world. Nature is an aspect of the world that has its own replenishing processes. The natural process of replenishing the various components of the global environment happens in a way that allows no stress on the natural resources available by the human population. This kind of natural regulation serves a very crucial role of avoiding the depletion of natural resources in the environment. The natural birth process happens in a manner that allows effective control of population growth in the world. Naturally, though a woman has the capacity to give birth to more than one child, many of them give only one child at a time, allowing nature to execute its control on the human population very effectively to avoid stressing the natural resources available within the human environment.
The human cloning process is unethical as it undermines the sense of human diginity among people (Nippert, 2002, pp.54). The modification of genes to bring to life individual beings that are smarter than others would create an environment that is very hostile for the common average man in the society. Human beings behind the orchestration of the cloning process will start developing the feeling and sense that they have the power to create other beings that are just as smart as themselves. This would lead to the creation of hierarchies in the human race, the hierarchies of which have never been witnessed before. This is not a good thing and, by following the propositions of Kant’s ethics theory, the cloning process is unethical (Banham, 2007, pp.587). People will start equating themselves to God, a status that they cannot and will never attain. The common average human being in this kind of environment will feel completely lost and misplaced, reducing the sense of individuality among people. The human dignity is something that all human beings are naturally ordained to respect. However, with human clones living together with the people who facilitated their birth and the average man in the same social setting, the human dignity will become only a description of human respect and nothing beyond.
When people lose the sense of human dignity and individuality, they become potentially dangerous to the lives of others as they develop the feeling that they can do whatever they want to whoever they feel like. The human institutions put in place to regulate human behavior would become completely useless. Without the sense of individuality among people, the society stands a very high chance of being torn apart and all social fabrics destroyed. Moral duty to do good is undermined when the clones are born, something that renders the cloning process unethical as per the dictates of Kant’s theory of ethics. Who will be able to survive in such an environment? Outrightly, no one. This scenario only describes the extreme condition of unethical society that can ever exist anywhere in the world and it is the duty of the current generation, for the better of the future generations, to stand firm and block all the possible ways through which such a state can develop. Given the human clones have the highest potential to create such a hostile environment, it is prudent enough to ban the human cloning process for the sake of safeguarding the future generations. Human cloning is thus unethical and should be made illegal in all parts of the world.
Another reason that renders the human cloning process unethical is that it faces every risk of being used for human exploitation reasons (Brock, 1998, pp.160). The world today has people with different mindsets. Consequently, different people view different opportunities and challenges differently. If the human cloning process continues to take place, there is every possibility that some egocentric individuals in the world may use such human clones for selfish gains. For instance, terrorists may find the clones very useful instruments for them to facilitate their acts of terrorism. This is because human clones will be considered as commodities that can be bought from the manufacture and put to use as intended by the purchaser. Other than being used as instruments of terrorism, other mean individuals may engage in using the clones to perpetrate other crimes like robbery with violence and murder. The crime rate in the society would thus increase to levels that no ordinary human intervention would be able to have any form of control over it. Human Cloning is thus against thus in violation of the moral imperative that Kant’s ethics suggest should guide every human being to fulfil the duty of doing the right things.
The value of human life is another aspect of human existence on this world that stands every chance to be decreased by the human cloning process. The human cloning, if allowed to continue, would soon become a commercial industrial process through which human beings are manufactured (Nippert, 2002, pp.56). This kind of state would bring the value of human life to as low as the value of any other commodity that can be processed through an industrial process and in a manufacturing setting. The commodification of human beings in this manner would even increase cases of human rejection in the society. For instance, women who give birth through the natural procreation means only to dislike the products of their wombs would easily go and clone another child with the hope and belief of getting it perfect the next time. This would mean that cases of murder of infants would become the order of the day for mothers dissatisfied with their natural babies. This is a very unethical and immoral way of valuing human life and would certainly lead to the depletion of the natural human race and fill the world with human clones. Kant’s ethics calls all human beings to the duty of doing good, and stopping human cloning is a duty that will help prevent the murder of innocent naturally born infants by their dissatisfied mothers.
In conclusion, I have explored the topic of human cloning process as a host of many unethical outcomes that, when allowed to continue happening, it would lead to social unrest in the near future. The contemporary society has more than enough differences tearing people and nations apart, and the human cloning process does nothing but to add fuel to the existing tension that these differences have brought in the society. Worst of all, the process creates the perception that man can create a fellow man, shifting the supremacy of creation from God to man. This is a very immoral and awful state of affairs that can only mean disaster to the human race. As Kant’s ethics theory provides, every person has the moral duty to do good, the goodness of which should be imbibed in the act itself. Human cloning has no any form goodness to the human dignity and social fabric, hence a very immoral and unethical process that should be banned and made illegal in all its respects.
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