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Abstract 
Human Cloning is one of the bioethical issues that raise minds to think if 

it is ethical to clone human beings or not. In this paper we will explore the 

ethical implications of human cloning. All the ethical issues raised in 

support or against human cloning will be form the thrust of this paper. 

Human cloning is the creation genetically identical copy of a human. 

Identical cells descended from a single cell, soul as a bacteria colony whose 

members arose from a single original cell as a result of binary fusion. The 

other view is that it’s as a replica of a DNA sequence, such as a gene, 

produce by genetic engineering. So also the one that also resemble the 

other as in appearance or function. Advances in cloning technology and 

so successful cloning experiment in animals have raised concerns about 

the possibility but also a reality. Human cloning is a scientific revolution. 

However, it also introduced the potential physical harm to human beings 

from this point of view it raises profound ethical, social and health related 

concerned. Most people believed that social procreation should not 

replaced by some laboratory technology.  A lot of problems has been 

identified with human cloning, looking at it from a family perspective.  

 

Keywords; Cloning, Human Cloning, types of cloning, Benefits of 

cloning, effects of cloning, ethical issues involved in human cloning. 

 

Introduction 

This paper is divided into sections in which we are going to do conceptual 

clarifications of the keywords. First section explains cloning and human 

cloning. In the second section we will explain Types of cloning, benefits and 
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effects of cloning human being. In the third section, our concern is the 

ethical issues involved in cloning human being. Finally, the paper 

concludes that even though human cloning has many benefits but the 

sanctity of human life and human diginity should be duly considered 

before legalizing any issue that has to do with human life. 

 

Cloning 

The term clone etymologically, clone is derived from the Greek word klon 

(Twig). The ancient Greeks already knew that planting a twig from a tree 

or bush generally resulted in a new organism very similar to the parent tree. 

Cloning is the creation of an organism that is an exact genetic copy of 

another, this means that every single bit of DNA is the same between the 

two. Going back to history, cloning has been around for much longer than 

dolly which is referred to as the first mammal cloning of a sheep which 

showed up in 1997.1 

The nature of cloning goes thus; the first question that comes to mind when 

cloning is being mentioned is this, how does one go about making an exact 

genetic copy of an organism?, There are couple of ways to do this; the first 

one is artificial embryo twinning and the other one is somatic cell nuclear 

transfer. 

Artificial Embryo Twinning is the relatively low tech version of cloning, as 

the name suggests, this type of cloning mimics the natural process of 

creating identical twins. In nature, twins occur just after fertilisation of an 

egg cell by a sperm cell, in rare cases, when the resulting fertilisation egg 

called a zygote tries to divide into a two-celled embryo, the two cells 

continues dividing on its own, ultimately developing into a separate 

individual within the mother. Since the two cells come from the zygote, the 

resulting individuals are genetically identical2. 
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Human Cloning 

Human cloning is the creation of a copy another human being without 

involving sexual reproduction using sperms and eggs. In this case, the 

nucleus of a cell, that is from the donor, which has to be cloned is isolated 

from the cell, this nucleus is inserted into an egg whose nucleus has already 

been removed. The egg is then subjected to chemical treatment or jolts of 

electricity. This results in the integration of the donor nucleus with the host 

egg and triggers cell division once a desired level of cell division has been 

achieved by the egg, which is now referred to as the zygote, it is implanted 

in the surrogate mother using the technique of in-vitro fertilization. Human 

cloning is the creation of a genetically identical copy of a human. It does not 

usually refer to monozygotic multiple births nor the reproduction of human 

cells or tissue.3 The ethics of cloning is an extremely controversial issue. The 

term is used to refer to an artificial human clones in the form of identical 

twins are the same thing, with their cloning during the natural process of 

reproduction. 

 

Types of Cloning 

Therapeutic cloning and reproductive cloning. Therapeutic cloning 

involves cloning of cells from an adult for use in medicine and is an active 

area of research. Reproductive cloning involves making of cloned human 

beings. 

The possibility of cloning humans had been the subject of speculation for 

much of the twentieth century; scientists began to take prospect in the 

1960s. The scholar who advocated for cloning was a geneticist, ‘Joshua 

Lederberg’.4  

There are two types of popularization of human cloning, the popularization 

that critiques its ethics and implications, and the ones that advocate its uses 

and benefits to the society. The advocates of therapeutic cloning believes 

the practice could provide genetically identical cells for regenerative 

medicine, and the tissues and organs for transplantation in sick patients 
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that one problem or the other in parts of body. Both basic research and 

therapeutic development for serious diseases such as cancer, heart disease 

and diabetes, as well as improvements in burning treatment and 

reconstructive and cosmetic surgery are areas that might benefit from such 

new technology.  

Benefits of cloning 

● Infertility treatment: Human cloning could be blessing for infertile 

couples, as reproductive cloning does not involve the fusion of the 

sex cells. 

● Treating Diseases: As we discussed it above, therapeutic cloning 

can be used to treat a number of degenerative diseases like those of 

nervous system, spinal cord injury and organ failure. 

● Replacing Defecting Genes:  Defective genes could be replaced by 

cloning hence the person lives a healthy lifestyle. 

● Cosmetic treatment: relieving individuals of the diseases that are 

caused due to plastic or cosmetic surgery. 

 

Effects of human cloning 

● Low success rate: Cloning Technology is still at its infancy. 

Experiments with animals show that the success rate of animal 

cloning is quite low. More than 90% efforts to produce a viable 

offspring in animals have failed. 

● Disorders in off-springs: Cloned animals tend to have weak immune 

systems due to which they are prone to infections. 

● Expensive and Extensive procedure: Cloning Dolly involved 277 

eggs, out of them only 30 started to divide and 9 induced pregnancy, 

only 1 out of them survived to term.7 This and other attempts with 

grave consequences cast a doubt over the rationality of cloning 

human being. 
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Ethical issues in human cloning 

One of the most thriving issues that were raised against human cloning by 

some ethicists is that a cloned child’s identity and individuality will be 

compromised given that, she will be saddled with a genotype that has 

already lived. Because of the expectations of the child will re-live the life of 

her genetic predecessor, the child would necessarily be deprived of her 

right to an open future, because all children deserved to have a future that 

is completely open to them in terms of prospects, because being the product 

cloning would deprive the resulting child of these prospects, Which makes 

cloning to be immoral. This objection maintains that a cloned child would 

either lack freewill to live her life according to her own desire and goals or 

that freewill would be severely restricted by her parents or the society that 

has certain expectations of her given her genetic lineage. The child would 

be destined to live in the shadows of her genetic predecessors.5 

The second argument raised against cloning is that cloning entails creation 

of designer children, or it turn children into commodities. If we desire to 

have a child, but what kind of child to have is not what we really ask 

ourselves or bother about, hence we run the risk of relegating children to 

the status of mere possessions or commodities, rather regarding them as 

beings with their own intrinsic worth. When a couple engages in sexual 

intercourse and produces a baby, the child is an offspring but not their 

product whose meaning and destiny they might determine, because 

cloning involves artificial process of recreating a pre-existing genetic code, 

prospective parents could first, choose their child’s DNA thereby creating 

a designer child and secondly, because they are creating a ‘replica’ of an 

existing person, they will consider the child more akin to property than an 

individual in her own right. These factors will contribute to viewing the 

child as a mere commodity. Cloning would deliberately deny by design the 

cloned human being a set of loving and caring parents, the cloned human 

being would not be the product of love, but scientific procedures rather 

than being considered persons, they will be seen as objects to be used.6 
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Another common argument against cloning is that it is playing God or 

because it is unnatural. It is wrong because it oversteps the boundaries of 

human’s role in scientific research and development. These boundaries are 

set by God or nature therefore cloning is wrong because it is unnatural. Any 

method of procreation that does not implement traditional modes of 

conception is guilty of one of this infractions.7  

One of the vital issues that thrive well in the argument against human 

cloning is the process of cloning that has to do with stem cell which can 

only be gotten from human embryos that would have grown up to become 

to become a person if allowed to grow to term which can be referred to as 

abortion or killing of foetus. So also are common cases of abnormal children 

or persons in cloning. 

Another argument against cloning that cannot be overlooked is that respect 

for human rights which underneath we have children’s rights, right to live, 

right to have her own family which cannot be achieved in the case of cloned 

child, that actually know that she is as a result of cloning, the psychological 

damage that will be done to the person, which will allow her to ask some 

questions that who am l? The question of identity, where am l from? Who 

are my parents? Where did l originate from? The resultants of cloning can 

be victims of discrimination. 

Human dignity which is also at the center of human right cannot but be 

overemphasized in over viewing the ethical issues in human cloning, which 

according to some proponents is immoral. Taking a critical look at the 

philosophical interpretation of dignity it implies moral worth, status 

usually attributed to human persons. Thus, persons are typically thought 

to have human dignity an intrinsic moral worth, a basic moral status or both 

which is possessed equally by all persons and a sense of dignity.8 More so 

dignity of human persons stems from his creation. Man or person clone of 

all animate and inanimate creatures is made in image of God; his creator. 

Dignity therefore is a particular moral worth that a person possesses not by 
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virtue of any empirically desirable property but by the virtue of moral law 

that constitutes the autonomous legislation. 

According to Immanuel Kant’s categorical imperative which focuses on the 

idea of respect for human dignity. It states that an act is right because it is 

one’s duty to do it. Respect for human rights does not depend on what will 

happen because certain consequences deem it right, but it comes from a 

sense of duty that recognizes rational human beings as having value 

beyond all prices. Kant believes we should treat humanity whether in your 

own or in that of another as an end not as ameans.9 

Another ethical theory that tackles human cloning is Divine Command 

theory, which holds that mankind is the image of God that the more man 

moves from him, the more that image is tarnished or diminished. If anyone 

believes that life begins at conception and once life begins it has God-given 

purpose.  

Human cloning however has been faced not only with ethical issues and 

the theories that tackled as something that is moral binding. So also is the 

intervention of Government in human cloning as touching its legality, 

whether it should be legal or not. On December 31, 2001, the United Nations 

General assembly began elaborating an international convention against 

the reproductive cloning of humans. A broad coalition of states, including, 

Spain Italy, the philistines, the United States, coats pica and Holy see sought 

to extend the debate to ban all forms of human cloning noting that in their 

view, therapeutic human cloning violates human dignity. In March 2005, a 

non-binding United Nations declaration on human cloning calling for the 

ban of all forms of human cloning contrary to human dignity was finally 

adopted. So many other countries like Australia, Canada, European Union, 

United States, and United Kingdom banned all forms of human cloning 

stating that it should not be legalized as it is against human rights10. 

However, the legal situation varies between different countries. As 

mentioned above, there are countries that formulated laws against human 
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cloning and there some other countries that are still proposing to formulate 

laws to ban human cloning. Federal laws governing the use of human 

beings in research also apply to human cloning. There also an argument by 

some propents/bioethicists about wrongful life. The idea of ‘wrongful life’ 

is simply that an infant has been in a less than satisfactory condition or 

adverse circumstances. The alleged wrong can give rise to legal action for 

compensation. He action being taken to create public policy for human 

cloning are done with respect to the ethical issues of creating a child in this 

manner and to common good.11   

The greatest moral objection placed on human cloning lies in the claim that 

human beings may be unnecessarily harmed, either during 

experimentation or by expectations after birth. According to John Stuart 

Mill, He said bringing children into being without the prospect of adequate 

physical and psychological support as nothing short of a moral crime. 

Recent polls taken of Americans after the cloning of dolly showed that two 

out every three people find cloning to be morally unacceptable while 56% 

said would not eat meat of a cloned animal. 

Ethical standards define what is ought to be done or what ought not to be 

done. The ethical considerations of this new technology are rooted in the 

potential risk to human beings and to the potential human beings. Many 

fear the possibility of a diminished sense of identity and individuality 

which is the concern about reduction or destruction of the quality of family 

life. According to John Stuart Mill the only way to know the whole about a 

subject is by hearing what every other persons has to say, that is different 

opinions should be studied. The issue of human cloning is a very 

controversial one will outrage some and excite others8. This is what will 

occupy us in the next chapter, considering the opinions of two different 

bioethicists,  Leon Kass and John Harris. 
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Speciesism and Natural Kinds 

Some people have attempted to overcome, or rather side-step, this problem 

by simply stipulating that it is human beings that matter. Although this 

move certainly avoids the problem, it does so at some cost. It is difficult to 

imagine how one would defend a moral theory that was founded on the 

stipulation of an arbitrary preference for one kind of creature over another, 

particularly when this preference is asserted by self-interested individuals 

on behalf of their own kind. We are all too familiar with the history of 

similar claims in which the moral priority and superiority of ‘our own kind’ 

has been asserted on behalf of one racial, religious or gender group at the 

expense of another. Simply stipulating arbitrarily the superiority of our 

own kind, whether defined by species membership, race, gender, 

nationality, religion, or any other non-moral characteristic, without further 

argument is insufficient to establish any moral claim. Membership of a 

natural kind, or of an ethnic, religious or other grouping, is not of itself a 

moral property12. This argument is explaining that, reference to animals and 

human beings, one is superior to another in terms of reason, intellect and 

emotions, what must not be carried out on human beings, should it be on 

animals? 

 

Potentiality 

The problem is to distinguish in some morally significant respect, human 

embryos from the embryos and indeed the adult members of any other 

species. The one thing human embryos have that members of other species 

do not is their potential not simply to be born and to be human, but to 

become the sort of complex, intelligent, self-conscious, multifaceted 

creatures typical of the human species. There are, however, two difficulties 

for the potentiality argument. The first, logical difficulty is straightforward 

but telling. We are asked to accept that, human embryos or foetuses are 

persons, morally important beings whose interests trump those of other 

sorts of beings, in virtue of their potential to become another sort of being. 

But it does not follow logically without further premises, even if we accept 
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that we are required to treat x in certain ways, and even if a will inevitably 

become x, that we must treat a as if it had become x, at a time or at a stage 

prior to its having become x. The second difficulty with the potentiality 

argument involves the scope of the potential for personhood. If the human 

zygote has the potential to become an adult human being and is supposedly 

morally important in virtue of that potential, then what of the potential to 

become a zygote? Something has the potential to become a zygote, and 

whatever has the potential to become the zygote has whatever potential the 

zygote has. 

 

Cloning by nuclear transfer, which involves deleting the nucleus of an 

unfertilized egg, inserting the nucleus taken from any adult cell, and 

electrically stimulating the resulting newly created egg to develop, can, in 

theory, produce a new human13. This means that any cell from a normal 

human body has, if appropriately treated, the potential to become a new 

‘twin’ of that individual. 

 

Personhood 

The quest for those features that make individuals morally important is 

often considered to be the same question as the question ‘What is a person?’ 

Toward the end of the seventeenth century in his Essay Concerning Human 

Understanding, the philosopher John LOCKE attempted to answer this 

question in a way that scarcely has been surpassed. 

 

According to John Locke, we must consider what person stands for; which 

I think is a thinking intelligent being, that has reason and reflection, and can 

consider itself the same thinking thing, in different times and places; which 

it does only by that consciousness which is inseparable from thinking and 

seems to me essential to it; it being impossible for anyone to perceive 

without perceiving that he does perceive.14  
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Locke’s definition forms the basis of most accounts of personhood given 

today. One question that immediately arises is: ‘Can someone be more or 

less of a person?’ All of the elements in Locke’s definition – intelligence, the 

ability to think and reason, the capacity for reflection, self-consciousness, 

memory and foresight – are capacities that admit of degrees. Does this lead 

us into a hierarchy of persons and hence of moral importance or value? The 

answer to this question turns on whether or not the degree to which these 

capacities are required for personhood forms a ‘threshold’ or a continuum. 

If a threshold, then once across the threshold the individual is a person. If 

not, the above problems for personhood accounts of the moral status of 

individuals remain15. 

 

People often respond to the prospect of human cloning in two ways. They 

are squeamish about the idea--a squeamishness Leon Kass has argued we 

should take very seriously. They also find something alluring about the 

idea. Such fascination is captured in a variety of films, including "The Boys 

from Brazil" (portraying the attempt to clone Adolf Hitler), "Bladerunner" 

(questioning whether a clone would be more like a person or a machine), 

and "Multiplicity" (presenting a man's attempt to have enough time for his 

family, job, and other pursuits by producing several live adult replicas of 

himself). Popular discussions center on the wonderful prospects of creating 

multiple Mother Teresas, Michael Jordans, or other notable figures.16 

 

The greatest problem with creative media-driven discussions like this is 

that they often reflect a misunderstanding of the science and people 

involved. The film "Multiplicity" presents human replicas, not clones in the 

form that we are discussing them here. When an adult is cloned (for 

example, the adult sheep from which Dolly was cloned), an embryo is 

created, not another adult. Although the embryo's cells contain the same 

genetic code as the cells of the adult being cloned, the embryo must go 

through many years of development in an environment that is significantly 

different from that in which the adult developed. Because both our 
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environment and our genetics substantially influence who we are, the 

embryo will not become the same person as the adult. In fact, because we 

also have a spiritual capacity to evaluate and alter either or both our 

environment and our genetics, human clones are bound to be quite 

different from the adults who provide their genetic code. 

 

Conclusion 

Human cloning which has been explained has having two types, the 

therapeutic and reproductive cloning. Human cloning as we have earlier 

said is the creation of copy of another human being without a sexual 

reproduction using sperms and eggs. The process of human cloning is done 

through the use of nucleus and an egg, whereby the nucleus as inserted into 

an egg and it undergoes some chemical treatment through electricity. The 

egg which is also referred to zygote is implanted into a surrogate mother. 

This is the reproductive doing method. The therapeutic type of cloning is 

carried out through the process of an embryo been developed into stem 

cells, these stem cells is then grown into different organs of human beings. 

However, it seems simple in discussing, but this process of cloning is 

actually complex looking at the stages involved it demands, it is costly and 

also involves a lot of risks and loss. Given the example of dolly sheep as 

explained above in the first chapter, out of 277 eggs cloned out of which 

only one survived, it died after 11 days of delivery. 

 

The crux of this paper to know the issues that revolves around cloning to 

know whether it has come to stay or it should be banned totally. One of the 

paramount issues discussion is that of human dignity, that is explained in 

the words of Kant’s categorical imperative that man should be seen as end 

in itself but not as a means to an end. That the dignity of human is the being 

in its essence which is not be reduced to more objects of cloning. Our 

autonomous nature as being makes to deserve some respect. Creation of 

human being through cloning according to Axel Kih would not be for the 

dignity of live created. However, human cloning has been said to have 
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many benefits like curing diseases, is also seen as a means of providing 

offsprings to infertile couples. Cloning organs for people who lost part of 

their organs to diseases. 

 

The issue of cloning has received several attacks based on its native, we 

have mentioned earlier the ethical issues that surrounds human cloning, 

many arguments have been for and against cloning of human being. One of 

the arguments, is the argument of sanctity of human life, that human life is 

scared, hence is worthy of respect an his valuable, so also is the issue 

exploitations of the woman who donate eggs, who acted as a carrier of 

cloned child, as surrogate mother, children who should be seen as sacred 

from above, are now commodities, objects of more research produced in 

factories. 

 

However, if we look deeply at issues that are ethical, that involves human 

life, it should be reviewed properly before it is allowed in any country, to 

lay more emphasis on autonomy, each country however has its own 

autonomy, but whatever right each country claim to possess, human beings 

whose value of life should be first of all be considered before legalizing any 

issue that has to do with life. That the respect for human dignity should be 

first considered. 
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