The Secretary

Senate Community Affairs Legislation Committee

Suite S159 

Parliament House

Canberra ACT 2600

11 September 2002 

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: ‘Research involving embryos and prohibition of human cloning Bill 2002’

Thank you for considering my comments regarding this legislation.

Firstly I would like to strongly commend the approval of legislation for the prohibition of human cloning passed recently.

I would also like to voice my strong opposition to the use of embryos in stem cell research for reasons both scientific and ethical which I would like to briefly outline:
a)
There is no published evidence to show that stem cells derived from human embryos would be capable of 
producing a useful human medical therapy, nor is there any evidence of successful research using animal 
embryonic stem cells.

b)
Stem cells derived from adult tissues, on the other hand, have been the subject of numerous research papers 
showing promising results in both animal and human models.

c)
Research of this nature would normally be expected to show substantial positive results in animal models before 
being considered for progression to human trials.


It would therefore seem logical that research with stem cells should continue with animal models, and with 
human adult stem cells, but that human embryonic stem cells do not meet the criteria for further research.
d)
The research world is very aware that there are numerous other potential avenues for producing therapies in 
most areas currently under research.  The use of embryonic stem cells is only one of these avenues, yet it is 
attracting large amounts of both attention and funding to the detriment of other less controversial and possibly 
more successful approaches.  For example, research into remedies for repair of damaged neurological tissue 
reveals that there are at least 8 scientific approaches currently under research.  Only one of these involves the 
use of embryonic stem cells. 

Would it not make sense to focus on other less ethically-fraught research techniques first?  Why is there such 
a rush to use stem cells from embryos when there is no evidence that this approach will be any more 
successful, or even as successful as other techniques currently under research ?
4.
It is well-recognised within scientific circles that any potential benefits to medicine from the use of stem cells 
will take decades to develop.  Promises of ‘a cure’ for Christopher Reeves and others are completely unfounded, 
and it is vital that such sensational media falsehoods do not sway the rational decision-making process required 
of the government at this point in time.

5.
Human life, beginning at conception, is worthy of respect and dignity at every moment.  


It is ethically unacceptable to experiment on or cause the death of other human beings, whether as an 
embryo, infant, adolescent or elderly person.  Embryos created during the IVF process are human beings, and it 
is unacceptable to use them for experimentation, whether frozen or unfrozen, ‘wanted’ or ‘unwanted’.


There is an enormous difference between experimenting on and actively ending human life, and simply allowing 
a natural process of dying to continue.  This is a common thread to other relevant ethical issues, and holds 
the same 
truth with reference to human embryonic stem cell experimentation.

This issue is of crucial importance to the future of Australian society.  It determines the value ‘we’ as a society will place on human life in generations to come.  If today we decide to ignore the dignity of a baby in a test tube, what is there to protect the dignity of those deemed ‘less fully functional’ by our society tomorrow?  We are the elderly generations of tomorrow, and those of us involved in this debate will be personally reaping the effects in our old age.  Do we want to be allowed to die with dignity when our time comes, or would it be acceptable for our bodies to be used for experimentation while we are still half-alive, like the frozen embryos whose fates rest in your hands?
This issue will also set a precedent for ‘acceptability’ within medical research.  If such blatantly unstable research can form the basis for government legislation on this occasion, Australians will be left wide open to the possibilities of further unethical research practices with motives potentially other than the health of society.  The integrity of Australian medical research is clearly at stake.

I would urge the members of the Senate to most carefully consider all of the arguments being laid before them on these matters, and to vote against the use of embryonic stem cells for research.
Yours sincerely

Dr Amanda Lamont
