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Critical Thinking
Should Cloning be accepted in the Society?
Introduction.
My cousin Jared is passionate about cloning and the effects it could have in the society. I asked him if cloning should be accepted in the society. He told me cloning should never be considered or even included in the human world, unless the things being cloned are not human. According to Jared, cloning will bring in more problems than advantages. He argues that on March 7th 1997 when Dolly was successfully cloned the question changed to when human will be cloned. He believes a human will be cloned soon, and the use the cloned human will be put into is the problem. Jared asks whether the cloned humans will be used to fight for us, or if they will be used as slaves to work for us. Cloning is unethical, dehumanizing and has deleterious risks, so it shouldn't be considered. 
Argument.
Jared rationally and logically defends his argument that cloning should never be accepted in the society. He named the three types of cloning, reproductive cloning, therapeutic cloning and recombinant DNA technology. Therapeutic cloning uses stem cells got from the human embryo to replicate human organs which are later used for transplants and treatment of diseases. His problem with therapeutic cloning is whether it's ethical and moral or not. Recombinant DNA can use tissues from the same species or different species (Nussbaum & Sunstein, 2008). It uses genetically modified cotton, vegetables and fruits that may be safe or unsafe for human use. Reproductive cloning creates a new life, into the form of an animal or a human. It replicates DNA through a process similar to therapeutic cloning known as a somatic cell nuclear transfer (Nussbaum & Sunstein, 2008).  
Reconstructing the argument.
Just line Van (2016), hints, each sound and logical argument must have premises and a conclusion. Jared’s argument can be reconstructed as below; 
"Cloning is unethical."
"Cloning is dehumanizing."
 "Cloning has deleterious risks."
"So it shouldn't be considered (Jared)."
According to Jared, cloning is unethical, is dehumanizing and has deleterious effects. Therefore, cloning shouldn't be pursued. His premises are three and these are “cloning is unethical” and “cloning is dehumanizing”, and “cloning has deleterious effects”. He goes on to look at the other effects it will have on the world, like increasing human's lifespan which might deplete the scarce resources available for the current generation with its lifespan. His main conclusion is that cloning shouldn't be pursued. Jared argument doesn’t have missing premises. His argument is inductive and this is coined from the fact that the conclusion relies on the premises. In other words, the premises strive to provide support evidence as well as the truth to the conclusion which is “cloning should not be pursued.
     Jared thinks that cloning can save humans since it cures diseases and even create new organs for those who lost them for one reason or the other. However, he feels like the cost we should incur is too huge. For instance, therapeutic cloning requires over 10 billion ova since a single stem cell requires over 100 unfertilised eggs. Jared wonders where scientists will get this number of the ovum. They may decide to pay women to donate their ovum. The question is; “what effects this process will have on women?” Those who have participated have complained of pain and some effects after the process like infertility (Nussbaum & Sunstein, 2008). 
He also wonders if the process of getting the ovum from the women to the lab is dependable and safe. He also argues that women who were given drugs to overdrive the process of egg production had their menstrual cycles affected. Even more, he doesn't like the idea of the procedures leaving scars. Research has also shown that the process increases the chances of contracting ovarian cancer (Nussbaum & Sunstein, 2008). In addition, he notes that the cost of paying for humans to benefit from the cloned organs might be too expensive such that it will only be availed to the rich. He feels like it is wrong since humans might move to reproductive cloning if it proves to be effective. 
Jared also touches on the issue of when human life begins and how human beings should be protected. He thinks it's immoral to use human embryo as if it is a piece of thing. He argues that it is wrong to use human life for experimentation. Jared feels like it's wrong to create a human life just to cure another human. He also feels like the cloned human will be used for the wrong purposes since human beings tend to discriminate that which is different. Clones will be different since they won't be born naturally or conceived naturally, and this will expose them to a new type of discrimination (McGee & Caplan, 2000). Jared argues that destruction of human life should never be taken lightly and that destroying the embryo after attaining the required tissue will be a new type of murder. 
Moreover, he argues that therapeutic cloning is the vilest and morally revolting idea ever thought of by humans. Jared goes on to argue that cloning is predicted to lengthen lifespan, which will lead to depletion of scarce resources because of the increased population. If therapeutic cloning will cure diseases and provide organs for people, the size of the population will rise drastically, and strain the few resources available (McGee & Caplan, 2000). It will also waste time and money, so it shouldn't be considered or allowed to progress.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Jared’s argument is sound. So far human beings haven't been cloned yet, and there are no laws in the United States that prevent scientists from cloning a human being. Several countries including England disallow reproductive cloning but allow cloning for research. Research on the topic has those who support the idea of cloning and those who don't support it. I would side with those who don't support cloning since several countries have banned reproductive cloning. The United Kingdom only allows cloning for research purposes (Jaenisch, 2004). Since the cloning of human beings hasn't occurred yet, human beings haven't shown how they would behave with clones around them. 
Cloning can lead to the production of designer babies, which isn't ethical or even sensible. Human beings have a habit of treating with a lot of hostility that which doesn't appear normal to them. Designer babies will undergo a lot of discrimination, which will bring a new type of discrimination and hatred to the world. We have enough problems with racial and class discrimination as it is. Cloning is a violation of the clone's human rights, including the right to life if it's killed after the organ needed is acquired. No human being should be used for selfish purposes and then destroyed after whatever was needed is extracted from its body. Abortion is an already existing topic on this issue and has never been resolved. Governments need to sort it out before they allow clones to exist or to be destroyed before they live. Embryonic cloning is associated with cellular degradation, which is the abuse of human life and cells (Jaenisch, 2004). Cloning brings unique identities, which raise the question of the human or moral right to an exclusive identity. Also, cloning can produce psychological distress to the society or to the clone. The person the clone is got from might feel like they own the clone, which might stress the clone and the person who provided the stem cell. Therefore, cloning shouldn't be allowed. 
In summation, the argument by Jared about cloning can be used in understanding the construction or arguments. As noted, the overall conclusion is that cloning should not be allowed since it has critical risks, it is unethical and it is also dehumanizing. From the premises, we learn that cloning may lead to increased population and hence competition for scarce resources, the clones might be discriminated, may lead to infliction of pain and suffering on humans and also, such an aspect is linked to “creating” another human being which is unethical. The argument presented is highly inductive and on analysing the premises, it is apparent that the conclusion is sound and this is also supported by facts and evidence from scholars.
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