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TO CLONE OR NOT TO CLONE
That is not the question

The question is: To clone and kill, or not clone at all
One of the most important issues that Congress is addressing
soon is the matter of cloning. According to Michael Schwartz,
Vice-President of Legislative Affairs for CWA states, “If it (the
Brownback bill on human cloning) passes the Senate, the
world will stay pretty much as it is.  But if the Brownback bill
fails, then utilitarians in laboratories will have a green light to
manufacture human beings for commercial purposes.”  For the
first time in history, the novel “Brave New World” that described
embryo farms and humanity being propagated in test tubes will
become a reality if “therapeutic” cloning is allowed to exist.
Cloning is cloning, isn’t it?
• Therapeutic Cloning: Cloning of human individuals whose stem cells are

“harvested” and used for research.  The process of cloning is the same;
the purpose is different.  These humans will be cloned not to produce an
ultimate living human being, but for the purposes of research.  In the
process of the harvesting of the stem cells the embryo will die. In fact,
there is a prohibition in the bill against implantation for the purpose of a
live birth.  Therapeutic cloning is the “first instance in the history of
Anglo-American law that the killing of a human being becomes
mandatory”, according to Michael Schwartz.

• Reproductive Cloning: This form of cloning is the initiation of a human
life by means of the transfer of the nucleus of a somatic cell (a human
cell with a full complement of 48 chromosomes) into a human ovum
(egg) which has only 23 chromosomes.  The theoretical result is an
individual that is genetically identical to the donor of the somatic cell.
This form and all forms of cloning would be banned under the
Brownback bill.

• The “spin”: Those who support reproductive cloning have altered the
meaning of cloning to be defined as the “bringing to birth” of a new
human being, thus allowing for “therapeutic” cloning since the “clone”
will not be allowed to live.  “Therapeutic” implies that the cells derived
from the cloning have a healing effect in the treatment of diseases of
humans already born.  Stem cells have long been known to have
properties of differentiating into many different types of cells.  The theory
is that by cloning embryos, the stem cells could be “harvested” and then
coaxed into forming different organ and body cells.  Hence, the
committee hearings have been replete with stars with debilitating
diseases testifying that they want this type of research.

Hype concerning embryonic stem cells
Actually the “hype” about the possibilities so far has been just
that.  Stem cells are effective in treating and curing diseases
and adult stem cells have been doing that for over twenty
years.  Placentas and cord blood have also been used to
obtain stem cells for a long time.  A developing embryo is a
source of stem cells because the embryonic blastocyst has not
differentiated into organ systems and contains many of these
“precursor” cells.  Adult tissue also contains stem cells; the
“ultimate” stem cells…a cell capable of differentiating into as
many different tissues as embryonic stem cells has been found

in bone marrow. Mesenchymal stem cells that are found in
bone marrow have been found to “migrate” to areas of injury or
disease in a patient.  There are enough of these cells in one
bone-marrow donation to treat 10,000 people.  The bone
marrow, blood and even fat cells can be used to obtain stem
cells with remarkable results. Those same results have not
been seen with embryonic stem cells; in fact there is evidence
that they are unstable and can grow wildly and in an
uncontrolled way as a tumor does.  Patients also run the risk of
rejecting the cells since they are not from their body.  The
advantage, of course, of using adult stem cells is that a human
life is not lost to treat another human life.
Cloning as science
The much-touted report by Advance Cell Technology of the
creation of a human embryo by cloning was missing some
facts.  They were able to maintain an embryo that had divided
into six cells…embryonic stem cells are not available at this
stage of human development.  Most of the eggs that had
received the nuclear transplant of another human cell died
without dividing.  One researcher with ACT admitted that work
she had done on cloning monkeys prior to her employment with
ACT had produced gross abnormalities in the cloned monkeys.
Dr. Tanja Dominko states that a high percentage of cloned
monkey embryos are really a “gallery of horrors inside.”
Are human beings “raw materials?”
Therapeutic cloning and all forms of cloning reduce a human
being to a commodity.  Cloning for research would be much
like going to the laboratory for “spare parts” like one goes to a
junk yard to cannibalize a car to fix another car.  We would be
producing groups of “sub-humans” that make Hitler’s
experiments look like a Sunday-school picnic.
[For more information: Policy Concerns:  “Cloning: Medical Miracle or Human
Hubris?” by Wendy Wright   http://cwfa.org ]

ACTION:
IT IS URGENT (the vote will be SOON) to educate your
circle of influence about the difference between
therapeutic cloning and cloning.  Contact your senators
and ask them to vote for S. 1899 (with no amendments),
the bill that bans all human cloning. The Senate target list:
Wayne Allard (R-Colorado) George Allen (R-Virginia
Evan Bayh (D-Indiana) Richard Lugar (R-Indiana)
John Breaux (D-Louisiana) Conrad Burns (R- Montana)
Max Cleland (D-Georgia) Larry Craig (R-Idaho)
Michael Crapo (R-Idaho) Michael Enzi (R- Wyoming)
Orrin Hatch (R-Utah) Jean Carnahan (D-Missouri)
Tim Johnson (D-South Dakota) Blanche Lincoln (D-Arkansas)
Mitch McConnell (R-Kentucky) Zell Miller (D-Georgia)
Ben Nelson (D-Nebraska) Craig Thomas (R-Wyoming)
Fred Thompson (R-Tennessee) John Warner (R-Virginia)
Ben Nighthorse Campbell (R-Colorado)
Kay Bailey Hutchinson (R-Texas)
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