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Abstract 

The replication of a human by cloning would alter the very definition of humanity. The fast developments in the field of 
science and their application paved the way for many doubts in the minds of people regarding their ethical issues. One such 
technology is human cloning wherein a genetic copy of a human is created using artificial methods. The whole technology of human 
cloning has led to many controversies as scientist often fails to recognize the ethical issues that comes up with this discovery. The 
clone, being a mere copy of the original has to live in the shadow of its creator and often has to adapt to fit in to the normality of social 
living conditions. The creation of human clone can be compared with the creation of the monster by the scientist Victor Frankenstein 
in the novel Frankenstein written by Mary Shelley. A postcolonial reading of the novel, Frankenstein highlights some dichotomy that 
exists between the creator and his creation wherein the creation is regarded as the ‘other’. This othering occurs when scientists fail to 
address the ethical issues. The ethical implications like the life and moral status of a cloned creature should be taken into 
consideration, failure of which will create conflict between the creator and the creation. The status of human clone and the monster 
clone in the novel can be studied from a postcolonial approach to highlight the similar position shared by them as the ‘rejected other’. 
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Introduction 

The fast evolution of society and the various developments that happen along with it requires acceptance from people. We 
live in a world where science plays a major role in our day-to-day affairs. The developments that are taking place in the field of 
science should be in such a way that their ethical implications should be made known to the general public. The new technologies 
have triggered doubts and worries in the minds of people regarding their application. Human cloning is one such development in the 
field of science which refers to the creation of a genetically identical copy or a clone. Generally, human cloning refers to the artificial 
methods involved in creating an offspring and it has nothing to do with natural conception. Therefore, cloning can be seen as a process 
by which a genetic copy of an individual is created using a laboratory set up. There are mainly two types of human cloning which 
have its own ethical implications. ‘Therapeutic cloning’ involves cloning cells from a human for use in research. The cells obtained 
are used in medical experiments to understand the nature of a disease and also to find new treatments for the same. On the other hand, 
‘Reproductive cloning’ involves creating a full living being. It uses assisted reproductive technologies to create offspring. 

 
 While both types of cloning may prove useful to humanity depending on the situation in which they are used but, it also 
poses great threat when ethical factors are not taken into consideration especially with regards to reproductive cloning. While 
therapeutic cloning involves using the cells for medical research or for treatment, reproductive cloning creates a new life using 
artificial set up. The whole technology of human cloning has paved the way for so many controversies as people believe that this 
technology is not yet fully developed to regard it as safe. Some of the common ethical concerns involved in the process of human 
cloning is that the process of cloning itself is seen as wrong as it involves creation of a new life which goes against the moral 
principles of religion and questions the existence of God. It may also cause difficulties to the life created. In Mary Shelley’s novel 
Frankenstein, the creature finds it difficult to live according to the expectations of a new environment. Amit Marcus in his article 
titled, The Ethics of Human Cloning in Narrative Fiction writes, 
 

Bioethical debates about cloning dwell extensively on the danger of dehumanising clones, treating them as 
objects or second-rate human beings, and violating their dignity. (408) 
 

Therefore, the possibility of human cloning especially using assisted reproductive technologies has led to many debates and 
the subsequent ethical concerns have forced several nations to produce a ban on reproductive human cloning. Even in spite of the ban 
some of the countries do support therapeutic cloning for improvements in medical research. So, the merit of this technology depends 
on the circumstances in which they are used and even how they are used. Human cloning being a controversial topic in society whose 
merit is still being questioned, the reading of the novel Frankenstein by Mary Shelley highlights some similar aspects related to the 
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technology of human cloning. Victor Frankenstein, a curious scientist creates a new life that he later rejects. His creation paved the 
way for his downfall when it couldn’t fit into the normal living circumstances and was seen as an outcaste by human beings. The 
creature created by Frankenstein as a consequence of his scientific rigor can be equated with a human clone. The creature created by 
Frankenstein in the novel and a genetically engineered clone can be regarded as a byproduct of scientific endeavour. The ethical issues 
faced by the creature in the novel and the human clone in adapting themselves to the social conditions, can be studied from a 
postcolonial perspective. Shelley’s novel Frankenstein sets up a dichotomy of the creator versus his creation wherein the creator 
dominates his creation and regards him as the ‘other’. The other can be regarded as a ‘rejected’ self that lacks identity, purity, 
adaptability and hence, it is ‘dehumanised’. This dehumanised other is seen as inferior by the dominant population. Hence, the present 
paper is an attempt to highlight the ethical concerns through the postcolonial mentality of ‘othering’ wherein the creator exploits the 
creation by regarding them as inferior. 

 
Discussion 

In the novel, the central protagonist Victor Frankenstein is a scientist who had a thirst for knowledge. He assembled body 
parts together and created a living being, an act which he regrets later. He comments on seeing the face of his creation as,  

 
Oh! No mortal could support the horror of that countenance. A mummy again endued with animation could not 
be hideous as that wretch. (43) 

 
The scientific process of making a clone is not easy and similarly in the novel, Frankenstein took years to create the living 

entity which later brought destruction to his own life. He started considering his invention as a dangerous monster and loathed the very 
existence of his creation. This event can be compared with the act of cloning human beings. One of the famous examples in cloning is 
Dolly the Sheep which was regarded as the first animal clone. However, Dolly being a cloned animal died early as it couldn’t fit into 
the natural environment like any other animals. With the introduction of Dolly, the first cloned animal and its subsequent death, many 
people started voicing out against the technology of cloning animals and human beings in general. Similarly, in the novel the monster 
created by Frankenstein was not able to adapt to the living conditions like any other natural beings. This inability to adapt to the 
normal condition made the creature hostile to nature and therefore the creature loathed his very own existence. 
 
  Frankenstein is a novel that can be analysed from a postcolonial perspective. One of the main concepts that falls under this 
perspective is ‘othering’. Othering is a postcolonial mindset and it is an assumption that those who are different from oneself are 
regarded as inferior beings. It is a phenomenon by which an individual or groups are labeled as the ‘other’ and they are shunned away 
from the normal social order. These people who are labeled as the ‘other’ are considered as negative and different from the normal 
humanity. In the novel, the creature created by Frankenstein is considered as demonic and as an ‘other’ who couldn’t fit into the 
normalcy of society because of its grotesque appearance. The monster tries hard to mingle and integrate with the society but his 
appearance drives people away from him. Victor Frankenstein who is the creator of the monster shuns his own creation by regarding 
him as the other and makes a miserable life for him. Being thrown away by his own creator, the monster tries hard to fit into the social 
circle. The first challenge that he undergoes is communication, for which he needs to equip himself with the language of the human 
beings. When the creature takes refuge in a small shed adjacent to a cottage, he carefully watches his new neighbours. For him, the 
neighbours represented the entire humanity through which he could also be a part of the society in general. He watched their 
interactions with each other using spoken language and decided to learn the language they used for communication.  
 

I found that these people possessed a method of communicating their experience and feelings to one another by 
articulate sounds. I perceived that the words they spoke sometimes produced pleasure and pain, smiles or 
sadness, in the minds and countenances of the hearers. This was indeed a godlike science, and I ardently desired 
to become acquainted with it. (91)  

 
The miserable condition of the monster in the novel Frankenstein can be equated with that of a human clone wherein, a 

genetically manipulated clone will face difficulty to fit into the normal living conditions. In the novel the monster tries hard to learn 
the language for communicating with his neighbours. Similarly, a human clone even after knowing the language may find it difficult 
to express itself. The life of a clone is totally depended on the life of its genetic manipulator or the parent who exercise full control 
over the clone. The identity of the clone is based on the identity created by its original and hence clone remains as a mere copy of the 
original. A clone lives like a shadow of the original from which it is cloned. As Soren Holm mentions in her article titled, A Life in the 
Shadow: One Reason We should not Clone Humans,  
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It seems to me that it diminishes the clone’s possibility of living a life which is in a full sense of that word his or 
her life. The clone is forced to be involved in an attempt to perform a complicated partial reenactment of the life 
of somebody else. (205) 

 
Without the original, the clone may cease to exist or the only option left for survival is trying to fit in to the social order. The 

monster in the novel Frankenstein is also a type of clone created by the scientist Victor Frankenstein as a part of his scientific 
curiosity, an act which he later regrets. Any scientist can come up with an innovative idea but the society should also be willing to 
accept the discovery. It is the duty of the scientist or the creator to ensure that the ethical issues are considered and the life created is 
accepted by everyone. As Bernard E.Rollin points out in his article titled, Keeping up with the Cloneses: Issues in Human Cloning, it 
is the “plight of the creature” that has to be taken into consideration while discussing the ethical issues(56). In the novel, Victor 
Frankenstein creates a monster out of his scientific curiosity. But later he himself regrets his discovery and also goes to the extent of 
rejecting his creation as the ‘other’ by labeling it as an abominable monster. The very first sight of his creation pained him as he 
comments, 

 
Unable to endure the aspect of the being I had created, I rushed out of the room and continued a long time 
traversing my bed-chamber, unable to compose my mind to sleep. (42) 
 

Conclusion 
This postcolonial mindset of the creator of seeing his own creation as the ‘other’ by dehumanising it paves the way for a 

dichotomy in which the creator subjugates the creation. This dichotomy of creator versus the creation leads to a gap between both 
which can only be erased if the subjugated ‘other’ or the creation rises to the status of his creator. Just like a human clone who is 
raised up by his or her parent according to their whims and fancies, the monster clone in the novel Frankenstein also tries to adapt 
according to the status of his human neighbours. But he fails in his attempts to even communicate with the family as the very own 
sight of the creature creates panic in them. Thus, he remains as a rejected ‘other’. This anguish of not being able to communicate with 
his neighbours who represented the entire human population paved the way for deep agony and vengeance within him and he decides 
to seek revenge on the entire humanity especially towards his creator as he says, 

 
There was none among the myriads of men that existed who would pity or assist me; and should I feel kindness 
towards my enemies? No; from that moment I declared everlasting war against the species, and more than all, 
against him who had formed me and sent me forth to this insupportable misery. (114) 

 
Thus, the creature who was regarded as the monstrous other became a true monster with such a vengeful proclamation 

against his creator and the entire humanity in general. Similarly, the technology of human cloning is banned in many countries due to 
it ethical implications. A human clone is just like the creature in the novel without any identity of its own. A clone has to live in the 
shadow of its creator and if it gets rejected by the creator then the basic purpose for which a clone is made will be futile. This futile 
existence may pave the way for deep agony and pain in the life of a human clone and just like the monster in the novel, the cloned 
being will start to seek out revenge on the creator and other human beings. This same idea is echoed in the article titled Keeping up 
with the Cloneses: Issues in Human Cloning, 

 
One genuine risk to a cloned human grows out of their possibly being identified and labeled by others as 
monstrous, or less than humans. The best way to guard against this risk is to maintain strict confidentiality about 
who is cloned until such time as cloning is socially accepted or at least widespread. (Bernard E.Rollin, 70) 

 
As Rollin points out in his article the best way to avoid clones being regarded as monsters is by strictly maintaining 

confidentiality till the technology of human cloning is widely accepted. Every scientific advancement comes up with its own ethical 
implications and most often the scientist may not even consider the ethical issues. The scientist has to address all the ethical issues 
concerned with their discovery otherwise their invention might pave the way for social destruction.  As Bernard E.Rollin comments, 

 
With scientists tending to divest themselves of responsibility for defining ethical issues to the public (or to 
themselves), the resulting ethical lacuna will inevitably be filled with bad ethics.(70) 
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When it comes to human cloning, it is a technology in which a new life is created through genetic manipulation. It is the duty 
of the scientist or the creator to take full responsibility of the newly conceived life. Every human clone will have a hidden purpose for 
which it is created. Most of the times, the clones are not given a choice and everything is imposed on them. When they fail to fulfill 
the purpose or if they are not able to adapt to the situation, then the creator will reject their company and term them as the ‘other’. This 
‘othering’ of a living entity highlights the postcolonial attitude of the dominant population wherein the minority is exploited and even 
‘dehumanised’. Hence the creature in the novel Frankenstein can be seen as a cloned monster that was rejected by his creator. 
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