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James K. Glassman’s column in
support of human cloning [“Who's
Afraid of Human Cloning? op-ed,
Feb. 10] is grossly misguided and
misinformed. Based on a discussion
Mr. Glassman had with New York
Times reporter Gina Kolata, he
insists that Jan Wilmut's animal
cloning has not " created develop-
mental abnormalities in animals. He

dswrong. " ‘ :
-Instead of Telying on informal

conversations he should have
checked the congressional testimo-
ny of Dr. Wilmut. In his testimony

. before the Senate’s Labof and Hu-
- man Resources Committee, Dr, Wil-

mut stated that in some of his
cloning experiments, as many as 60

« percent of Tambs “died soon-after

birth and showed developmental

: abnormalities.” These results mir-
.+ ror those in many other animal-clon-
-+ ing experiments during the past five

: years that have resulted in severe

- -birth defects, including an almost
. doubling in the size of animals being
. gestated. Citing the “low efficiency”

of animal cloning and the severe

- deformations in many of his cloned

lambs, Dr. Wilmut stated that “it
wotld be quite inhuman to contem-
plate” human cloning at this stage,

" Mr. Glassman further claims that
cloning technology has so improved
over the past year that Dr. Wilmut's

 cloning glitches "are an “anachro-

nism,” Once again, he's wrong. In

* fact; recent reports indicate that

researchers cannot even replicate
Dr. Wilmut’s cloning experiments,
much less improve upon them. Mr,
Glassman's mistakes of fact ‘and
misplaced technological optimism

“ cannot hide the very real possibility

that human cloning could create
thousands of children born with
significant birth abnormalities. Mr.
Glassman and others in the academ-

“'ic and . biotechnology community
. have so far successfully argued
against a congressional ban on hu-

man cloning. I wonder how they

_intend to deal with the wave of

grief-stricken mothers and fathers
of the faifed human cloning experi-
ments that they advocate. .
Mr. Glassman’s last-ditch argu-
ment against the ban on human
cloning is that it will halt lifesaving
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medical research, A review of all the
cloning bills before Congress re-
veals that not a single one would
halt the cloning of human celis or

tissues required for such research.
They would prohibit only the clon-

ing of human embryos and children.

Finally, Mr. Glassman’s assertion -

that banning human cloning would
halt the possibility of human clones
being used to “grow new organs to

replace damaged ones” is surely one -
of the best arguments for such a -

ban, -
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Neither the shortsighted pﬁrsﬁit-‘-- e

of profit by the biotech and infertili-

ty industry nor the specious argu-
ments of cloning’s new evangelists
should prevent Congress from

quickly banning human cloning. We
should join 19 European countries -

and numerous others around the

world that have had the courageand -
-foresight to just say no to hiiman

cloning.
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