SECOND SUPPLEMENTARY SUBM SSI ON after the | NQUI RY HEARI NG i n
MELBOURNE on 1 March 2000,

CARCOLI NE CH SHOLM CENTRE for HEALTH ETH CS, East Mel bourne,
to the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATI VES STANDI NG COVM TTEE on
LEGAL and CONSTI TUTI ONAL AFFAI RS
REVI EW of AHEC s REPORT on
SClI ENTI FI C ETHI CAL AND REGULATORY CONSI DERATI ONS RELEVANT TO
THE CLONI NG OF HUVAN BEI NGS

l. Since the Ml bourne hearing of the Inquiry and ny first
suppl enentary subm ssion | have had an opportunity to read the
subm ssion of the Archdi ocese of Ml bourne and of the Australian

Catholic Bishops' Conference. | have also had occasion to |earn
of the reasons in support of the positions adopted in these
subm ssions. | agree with the Bishops' stand that culturing ES

cells represents continued unethical collusion wth the
destruction of the enbryos (blastocysts) from which they were
t aken.

[ It is anomalous that reproductive research that would be
against an Australian State's law or the NHVRC Ethical
gui del i nes on assisted reproductive technology can be done by
Australian scientists, or have it done by others, overseas and
the results of that research inported to this country. It seens
the Commttee should recommend to the Commonwealth and all
Australian States and Territories to inmpose a |legal ban on al

destructive research on all human enbryos, be they I|VF or
cloned, and a ban on the inport or the use of products of such
destructive research. Furthernore | wurge the Commttee to

request the NHWRC tighten its guidelines on reproductive
technol ogy to exclude the sane destructive research on all hunman
enbryos, be they |IVF or cloned. Australia's National Statenent
on the Conduct of Research in Humans requires State law to be
observed in this respect, and for the rest recommends the NHVRC
Qui delines be consulted. Wth regard to Australians doing
research overseas it sinply states in paragraph 1.21

Wiere research is conducted in an overseas country under
the aegis of an Australian institution or organisation, the
research nust conmply wth the requirements of this
Statement as well as the laws and guidelines of that
country.

This could be anended to include conpliance with the NHWRC s
Et hi cal guidelines on assisted reproductive technology both in
Australia and overseas. Furthernore research conmenced by
others overseas contrary to laws in Australia or the NHVWRC
Ethical CQuidelines should not be permtted to continue in
Australi a.
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