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The World's Most Dangerous Ideas

TRANSHUMANISM
By Francis Fukuyama
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manism of a sort is implicitin much of the research
Underlyingthis ideaof the equalityof rightsis the
agendaof contemporarybiomedicine.The new pro- beliefthatwe all possessa humanessencethat dwarfs
ceduresand technologiesemergingfromresearchlab- manifest differencesin skin color, beauty,and even
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citizens of the world's poorest countries-for whom
biotechnology's marvels likely will be out of reachand the threat to the idea of equality becomes even
more menacing.
Transhumanism'sadvocates think they understand
what constitutes a good human being, and they are
happy to leave behind the limited, mortal, natural
beings they see around them in favor of something better. But do they really comprehend ultimate human
goods? For all our obvious faults, we humans are
miraculously complex products of a long evolutionary
process-products whose whole is much more than the
sum of our parts. Our good characteristics are intimately connected to our bad ones: If we weren't violent and aggressive,we wouldn't be able to defend ourselves; if we didn't have feelings of exclusivity, we
wouldn't be loyal to those close to us; if we never felt
jealousy, we would also never feel love. Even our mor-

tality plays a critical function in allowing our species
as a whole to survive and adapt (and transhumanists
are just about the last group I'd like to see live forever). Modifying any one of our key characteristics
inevitably entails modifying a complex, interlinked
package of traits, and we will never be able to anticipate the ultimate outcome.
Nobody knows what technological possibilities
will emerge for human self-modification. But we can
already see the stirrings of Promethean desires in how
we prescribe drugs to alter the behavior and personalities of our children. The environmental movement
has taught us humility and respect for the integrity of
nonhuman nature. We need a similar humility concerning our human nature. If we do not develop it
soon, we may unwittingly invite the transhumanists to
deface humanity with their genetic bulldozers and
psychotropic shopping malls. [i
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