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Gina Kolata : Clone: The Road To Dolly, And The Path Ahead  before purchasing it in order to gage whether or 
not it would be worth my time, and all praised Clone: The Road To Dolly, And The Path Ahead: 

0 of 0 people found the following review helpful. Taking a "Second Look" at "Clone"By Joseph P. TevingtonIt's 
nearly a decade, since I read this book. While this work was NOT a book in which to search for a proper ethical 
analysis, NY Times reporter Gina Kolata provided a wonderfully readable narrative of cloning "science" up to 
"Dolly." I was particularly struck by certain of her inclusions:* "Marie Antoinette Di Berardino, a serious woman who 
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was a cloning pioneer, and who had been studying cloning in frogs since the 1950s, said she could imagine nothing 
that would justify cloning a human being: 'I'm coming from a Roman Catholic background, and I'm telling you, it' 
killing me,' she said. 'We have lost so much respect for human life in so many ways. I just have a fear that this may be 
taking a step too far'" (pp. 36, 37).* "The early days of embryology were the days of the gentlemen scientists, dressed 
formally in coats and vests, and priding themselves on their worldly interests....those early embryologists sought the 
company and the comments of other great thinkers and purposely tried to envision their work in a philosophical 
context. Science and philosophy, in fact, were intermingled to such an extent that, [Washington University 
developmental biologist David] Kirk said, 'no serious scientist would think of publishing his results without trying to 
draw philosophical conclusions from them.' These scientists took the title Doctor of Philosophy very seriously. For 
much of the 19th century in the early part of the 20th century, science was actually called natural philosophy. And 'at 
least until Darwin's time, a majority of biologists thought that what they were doing was elucidating God's handiwork, 
approaching the mind of God by studying His creations,' Kirk said" (pp. 48, 49).* "The ethics movement had its roots 
in real scandals and moral dilemnas of teh late 1960s and early 1970s....IN order to develop a vaccine for Hepatitis B, 
doctors had purposely infected mentally retarded [sic] children at the Willowbrook State Hospital in Staten Island with 
the liver virus....The study eventually resulted in a vaccine against this incurable disease, but the damage to the 
public's perception of the morals of scientists was done....Once again, it seemed [sic], the weakest and most vulnerable 
were being used by scientists to advance their careers" (pp. 77, 78).* President Clinton asked his National Bioethics 
Advisory Commission to respond to cloning's ethical and legal ramifications. At that time, the commission was 
chaired by Princeton University President Harold Shapiro. It was this same Harold Shapiro who picked Peter Singer 
for an endowed ethics chair at Princeton. Unbelievably, Peter Singer has maintained that human parents should be 
allowed to kill their newborns - up to several months. If the chair of this commission could pick such an individual for 
an endowed ethics chair, what sort of "credibility" could the commission of that era possibly claim? AS per Kolata, 
"the commission's final report suggested banning only the cloning of cells from people who had already been born, 
leaving the door open to many of the possibilities that the infertility doctors [sic] envisioned" (p. 244).* "Steen 
Willadsen...[was a] Danish scientist who was the first to clone a sheep from a sheep embryo cell" (p.129). The follow 
three sentences of Kolata's text are as follows: "In the end, it may come down to a matter of semantics, Willadsen told 
me. Yes, he is pretty sure that humans will be intentionally cloned one day. But, he said, 'it probably will not be called 
cloning' (p.248).As the Vatican's 2008 Instruction Dignitas Personae on Certain Bioethical Questions,"Cloning is 
proposed for two basic purposes: reproduction.... Therapeutic cloning...has been proposed as a way of producing 
embryonic stem cells with a predetermined genetic patrimony in order to overcome the problem of immune system 
rejection; this is therefore linked to the issue of the use of stem cells...."Human cloning is intrinsically illicit in that, by 
taking the ethical negativity of techniques of artificial fertilization to their extreme, it seeks to give rise to a new 
human being without a connection to the act of reciprocal self-giving between the spouses and, more radically, without 
any link to sexuality. This leads to manipulation abuses gravely injurious to human dignity...."If cloning were to be 
done for reproduction....The fact that someone would arrogate to himself the right to determine arbitrarily the genetic 
characteristics of another person represents a grave offense to the dignity of that person as well as to the fundamental 
equality of all people...."From the ethical point of view, so-called therapeutic cloning is even more serious. To create 
embryos with the intention of destroying them, even with the intention of helping the sick, is completely incompatible 
with human dignity, because it makes the existence of a human being at the embryonic stage nothing more than a 
means to be used and destroyed. It is gravely immoral to sacrifice a human life for therapeutic ends."3 of 4 people 
found the following review helpful. Prediction is tough, especially when it involves the futureBy BappyThis is a very 
fine book, even if you don't have a burning desire to make copies of yourself. As Gina K helps us understand, cloning 
is just a huge metaphor for the complexity and wonder of modern biology. To the media, its a way to sell papers and 
ads. To the scientists, its sometimes a way to get grant money, and sometimes the path to the most important medical 
advances imaginable. And, to the public, its an opportunity to get excited and hopeful about the future of man, or 
resentful and apoplectic about the schemes of these bad, mad, godless scientists. And to the moral arbiters of science 
(mostly illustrious residents of Cambridge, MA) its a chance play premature Cassandras to a poorly-informed and 
suggestible public.This must have been a difficult book to write, because a very complicated stage must be set; Kolata 
starts by reviewing the history of cloning, beginning roughly in the 50s with frog cloning (Briggs and King), then 
passing thru whackiness-posing-as-journalism (Rorvik), fraud posing as science (Illmensee) before arriving at genius 
in the person of a Faust-like Danish vetrinarian (Willadsen) and finally the methodical Scottish cloner himself 
(Wilmut).Its obvious that Kolata's journalist/scientist heart belongs to Willadsen, who is the scientist we all wanted to 
be when we were grad students. Contemptuous of arbitrary authority and received wisdom, with golden hands and an 
inborn passion for the mysteries of cell, embryo and organism. Willadsen seems to be the genuine article - he makes 
me proud to be 1/8th Danish!Read this book to see how science really happens. You'll thank me.10 of 12 people found 
the following review helpful. Interesting but too sensationalisticBy Ramesh GopalClone: The Road to Dolly... is an 
interesting book outlining the research that contributed to the creation of the first mammalian clone and its 
philosophical implications.There is much in the book to recommend it. It places the work in its correct historical 



context by describing the chain of discoveries, beginning with those in the early part of this century, that eventually 
led to Dolly.However, the book is needlessly sensationalistic in the way it describes science and scientists, seeming to 
draw parallels with the worlds of power politics and showbiz. Science is really a more subdued and low-key affair - as 
exemplified by the very lab that created Dolly.My major objection is that the book appears to take as its underlying 
assumption that the public (or a large segment) is opposed to science and treats its acheivements with profound 
suspicion. I agree that there exists a vocal minority that thinks this way and may have its roots in various 
fundamentalist movements. However, the majority of people that I have met, while frequently poorly informed, are not 
antagonistic to science, but rather are interested in enjoying the fruits of its labor. This may be why, as the book says, 
while various self-styled experts debate the ethics of cloning, infertile couples are lining up for possible medical 
applications. It is only when the public is either denied the benefits of science, or is not educated about what these 
benefits may be, that it grows resentful. This issue seems to have been overlooked. On the other hand, comparisons 
with the atomic bomb are abundant, though meaningless. The bomb has killed thousands and was created for that 
express purpose. Cloning has created very little and destroyed nothing, except a few egos.Fortuneately, although the 
book begins grimly, it seems to end on a fairly optimistic note, moving away from its opening notions that cloning is 
an evil, dirty business.The bottom line is that whatever else it may do, cloning does not undermine human dignity. A 
person's dignity arises from his or her actions, not whether they were born as a twin, testtube baby or clone. We would 
do well to remember that. To my mind, the most profound line in this book full of lines that compete for that honor is 
one attributed to a Scottish farmer who says, in some perplexity, 'I don't understand the big deal. A sheep is still a 
sheep.'

The birth of Dolly -- the world's first clone -- placed in our hands the secret of creation. Few discoveries have so 
altered our notion of what it means to be human, or presented such a Gordian knot of ethical, spiritual, and scientific 
questions. Noted science journalist Gina Kolata broke the news nationally in The New York Times and was the first 
reporter to speak with Dr. Ian Wilmut, the embryologist who cloned Dolly. Now Kolata reveals the story behind 
Dolly, interweaving the social and cultural tales of our fear and fascination with cloning, reaching back nearly a 
century, with the riveting scientific accountof how a clone came to be and the mind-boggling questions Dolly presents 
for our future.Clone is a compelling blend of scientific suspense, dreams dashed, and frauds exposed, with provocative 
philosophical questions and an astute assessment of why Dolly's birth was only possible now. Like The Making of the 
Atomic Bomb, Lucy, and Chaos, this book gives us a window on history in the making, and an understanding of its 
profound effect on our lives.


