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"Those crazy scientigs should not be
playing God:" "When they clone a man, |
hope they choose a super-athlete” "I'd
rather see them clone an Eingein.”

The newspapers are ful of dories
decribing the revolution about to be
wrought by genetic engineers. Should
Chrigians view thar operations with
approval or darm? Indeed, with respect to
the doning of human beings, what is there
to be o upset about, if anything at dl?

To answer that question, let us see what
the doning of human beings is. "A done is
created by implating the nudeus of a
human cdl, from any part of the body, into
the enucleated cdl of a femde egg. This
process, which can be repested as often as
eggs and womb are avalable, creates
gendtic copies of the donor of the
nucleus..It has the additiond fillip of
meking possble the abolition of males,
snce the three necessary dements -- a cdl
nucleus, an enucleated egg, and a womb --
can dl be provided by a women.
Successful doning has dready been done
with frogs, sdlamanders, and fruit flies..
Progress toward doning feeds on a stream
of recent success related to in vitro
fertilization, the conception of a child in a
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laboratory dish and the tranamitta of the
blastocyte or fertilized egg to the uterine

wall."L

Man has been doning ussful plants for a
long time. Cloning in animds is ill in the
experimentd stages.  Notwithstanding
David Rorvik's book In His Image The
Cloning of Man, human doning thus far is
imposshle Nor is it likdy in the
foreseeable future. Some "scientigts predict
that it will be at least fifteen years before a
human might be cloned. Many scientiss
say that such a feat will never be
accomplished or never be attempted.
Many people from dl walks of life fed that

it never should be."2

My thess is that the doning of a human
being is unbiblicd; therefore, it should not
be attempted. Chrigians need to examine
doning biblicaly beforehand so that they
are prepared to raise thar voices of
protest and concern. The church has now
a unique opportunity to develop its ethic
before a Stuation actudly arises.

The doning of human beings is unethicd
because it is one example of man in revolt
agand God. The Chrigian's warfare
requires us to destroy speculaions ‘and
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every lofty thing raised up agang the
knowledge of God... teking every thought
captive to the obedience of Chrig" (2 Cor.
10:3-5). Many scientits are in open
defiance of God and are purposng to
edtablish an order apart from Him. They
dream and plan a world in which God is
left out and man is everything, a world in
which manis his own god. Whether or not
aman can be cloned is not the issue. The
issue is should the doning of human beings
even be pursued?

In answering that question, it should be
pointed out that modern scientists are not
the firg to be in open defiance of God,
purposing to establish an order apart from
Him. The tower of Babel in Geness 11
was the earliest, concerted mass effort to
accomplish such a purpose. It provided a
rdlying point so that mankind would not be
scattered in order to replenish the earth.
Geness 11:4 " breathes defiance of God.
After the flood God had bidden Noah
(Gen. 9:1) and his sons 'to replenish the
eath This of necessty, involved
goreading abroad. These Babylonian
builders... preferred to reman a dosdy
welded unit and to refuse to obey God's
injunction. The tower was to provide the
rdlying point and to be at the same time a
token of thar oneness of purpose. So it, of
necessity, becomes the symbol of defiance

of God."

Babel was intended as an advance agangt
God. The doning of man is a modern
tower of Babd, usng microscopic cdls
instead of bricks to advance againg God.
The people gathered at Babel wanted to
determine their own future, ther own
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direction. Those who would done human
beings have in mind the same purpose.
Babel is a symbol of unity againg God's
purpose. So it is with the doning of man.
In the doning of human beings man is a
sovereign, and as such seeks absolute
control over life and death, and the &bility
to create and dter life a will. Everything
must be man-made and man-controlled.
The stage has been set for the doning of
human beings to be accepted by society by
society by the new reproductive
technologies such as atificd insemination
by donor, in vitro fetilization, surrogate
motherhood, and sex selection techniques.
Of these techniques, doning is the epitome
of man's reach for sovereignty.

The reproductive  technologies  are
rationdized as a public good because they
hdp infatile couples to have desperately
wanted children of ther own. The Chrigtian
community has become desengtized to the
socid impacts of these technologies and
that, in turn, has led to a dhift in attitudes
and behavior. This has happened
incrementa without conspiracy or mdice.
As aresult our ethica conscience has been
transformed. The reproductive
technologies, which incdlude doning, must
be examined not in ligt of the infertile
couple they help to have children of ther
own; but rather these technologies must be
examined in ligt of thar dedructive
influence on both the family and God's
intended order of procresation.

Cloning and the other more developed
reproductive  technologies of atificd
inseminaions by donor, in vitro fertilization,
surrogate motherhood, and sex selection
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techniques are dl inimicd to the family for
at least four reasons.

1. These technologies circumvent the act of
love.

2. They "promote the trend toward

regarding sex as just another means of

pleasure.?

3. "They weaken the mde connection to
the psychologicdly potent redm of

procreation,”® thus fostering mde lust and
irresponsbility and contributing to the
further breakdown of the family.

4. They abdicate the tie between the
mother and child, thus removing the very
crux of human identity.

God sad to the firg couple, "Be fruitful
and increase in number..."(Gen. 1:28). The
means that God ordained to achieve that
god is the physicd union of a man and a
woman who are committed to one another
as husband and wife Tha is God's
intended order for the begeting of
children. With doning the need for such
union is diminated. The man or woman
amply contributes a microscopic cdl that is
"processed” through gestation and findly
"birth". The cloned embryo may make use
of a fende uterus, but merdy as a
hatchery in which the cdls could divide,
multiply and develop.

Cloning, the modern tower of Babd,
upsets and contravenes God's intended
order of procregtion; namdy, the physicd
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union of aman and awoman.

Gen. 11:5-8 is clear that God is
exceedingly displeased with man'sintruson
into divine prerogatives. Only God is
sovereign. Man has been made a vice
sovereign, or a viceregent, as the
dominion charter of Gen. 1:26-28 <0
clearly and exceedingly delineates; but man
may not rise above his viceregency without
digoleasing God. The present
preoccupation of genetic engineers withthe
doning of animas to perfect the technique
of doning man is an example of another
intrugon into God's sovereignty. IT is man
meking man after his own image It is
modern science sying, "Come, let us
build...so that we may make a name for
oursalves..."
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