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Cardinal Keith O’Brien of Edinburgh is “lying”? So claimed Professor Lord Robert Winston, the Labour peer, after the Cardinal’s Easter Sunday attack on the Government’s Embryology Bill.  

“Wicked untruths from the Church” parrotted a Times article by David Aaronovitch.

The principal issues of concern in the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Bill (HFEB) are:

1. That it would permit scientists to create embryos which are half human – half animal – even if at present nobody admits to wanting to do such experiments.
2. That in decisions concerning IVF treatments, the current legal obligation to take into consideration “a child’s need for a father” would be removed – enabling two lesbians to have a cloned baby together.
3. Amendments may be added to the Bill either to make abortion easier, or, in the other direction, to reduce the time limit, forbid abortion on the grounds of disability or insist on better counselling of women before abortion. Currently there are 200,000 UK abortions every year – say three primary schools full of children exterminated every day.

4. Another criticism from the bishops is the absence of a National Bioethics Commission. The current Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority deliberately excludes from its membership anyone with pro-life or Catholic views.

Cardinal O’Brien told the crowds in St Mary’s Cathedral, Edinburgh, “In our country we are about to have a public Government endorsement of experiments of Frankenstein proportion – without many people really being aware of what is going on.” 

He added “It is difficult to imagine a single piece of legislation which more comprehensively attacks the sanctity and dignity of human life than this particular bill…..If I were preaching this homily in France, Germany, Italy, Canada or Australia, I would be commending the government for rightly banning such grotesque procedures. However, here in Great Britain I am forced to condemn our Government for not only permitting but encouraging such hideous practices.”


The 1990 Act already allows scientists to create human beings at the embryo stage, purely for experimentation. They must be killed within 14 days. An estimated two million human beings have suffered this fate since 1990. It also allows identical embryonic clones of you or me to be created.


This 2008 Bill goes further. If passed, it will allow scientists to create genetically modified human beings. It will approve the creation of “cybrids” by the injection of human DNA into an evacuated ovum from a cow, thus overcoming a shortage of women’s eggs for experimentation. The resultant embryos will be 99% human, but 1% animal from mitochondrial (non-nuclear) DNA and RNA. 


Despite scientists’ avowals, the Bill also approves full 50-50 hybrids:  humanzees from monkey sperm plus human egg, or a mancow.  from cow egg plus human sperm, for example. The Cardinal’s reference to Frankenstein expresses the natural feeling of revulsion and taboo at such in vitro bestiality. The “yuck” factor should not be dismissed as emotionalism. It can express a justified deep moral unease.

The Cardinal, of course, has no vested interest in scientific research, although one surmises that he is as anxious to tackle human suffering and disease as the next person.


On the other hand, Professor Winston has a direct personal interest in the field. He rose to fame through his work on in vitro fertilization. He pioneered pre-implantation genetic diagnosis i.e. detecting genetic illnesses in human embryos conceived in Petri dishes, so that they may be discarded, not implanted into their mother’s womb to grow into children.


His career is predicated upon the supposition that we have the right to create, manipulate, experiment upon and discard the human embryo. He must have overseen the disposal of thousands of human beings at the embryo stage.


Coming from an Orthodox Jewish background, he is not an enemy of religion. He has defended religious faith in public debates. However, given his professional work, Catholic teaching on the sanctity of human life from fertilization doubtless appears as a threat to his research. Presumably he holds that the end justifies the means.


His website states that at present: 
“He is exploring innovative ways of introducing new genes into cells, particularly stem cells.   Stem cells are "parent" cells capable of turning into one of the many different types of cell in the human body. When genetically modified they could be used to provide tissues and organs for human transplantation for some of the numerous serious degenerative diseases so common in humans.”

Admirable work, surely? Indeed, the Church has no objection to the use of adult stem cells (ASC) obtained from various body tissues: from bone marrow, fat tissue, olfactory mucous, umbilical cord blood etc. Christians can welcome and applaud this work.


ASC research has proved very promising. Over seventy treatments and clinical trials have worked successfully. The stem cells are injected and coaxed into replacing damaged and diseased tissue. More than 6000 successful transplants worldwide have been reported for heart disease, spinal lesions, sickle cell anaemia, leukaemia, multiple sclerosis and so on. 


The Government Bill, however, does nothing to facilitate this research. Instead, it aims to open up further the field of embryo stem cell (ESC) research. ESCs are harvested from human embryos, destroying them in the process. 


If the HFEB goes through, it will make available an unlimited supply of cybrid embryo stem cells. However, the animal DNA and proteins present may make any results unreliable and inapplicable to human beings. 


The BBC gives the impression that ESC research is the way to go. 

Several charities -  Breakthrough Breast Cancer, the British Heart Foundation, Cancer Research UK, Muscular Dystrophy Campaign and the Parkinson's Disease Society – wrote a joint letter urging all MPs to support the research provisions of the Bill, to widen the scope of embryo research and permit the creation of hybrid human-animal embryos.
Opponents of the Bill have been cunningly cast in the mould of anti-scientific Luddites, indifferent to human suffering, halting research into cures for motor neurone disease, Parkinson’s, Alzheimer’s and so on. One senses the sulphurous tang of the spin doctors at work, hoodwinking the British public.

So let us enquire, how successful is ESC research at producing therapies to heal patients? ASC research – as noted above - has produced 70 therapies and 6000 happy transplant patients.

ESC research has so far produced – wait for it – zero successful therapies, zero successful transplants. No cures have resulted. ESCs have proven too highly active. They form uncontrollable tumours, teratomas. Frequently the patient’s immune system rejects them. Successful treatments are likely to be decades away at least.

So now a question for Mr Gordon Brown and Professor Lord Robert Winston.


Why do they want to encourage an up to now fruitless field of research (ESC), and divert resources away from an alternative (ASC) which is proving highly successful? Is this caring for the sufferers of dreadful illnesses?

Reports suggest that many ESC researchers have given up on the idea of “therapeutic” cloning – to obtain stem cells genetically identical to the patient, to inject back into him or her. Instead they desire to clone embryos for basic research purposes.


In the words of Thomas Okarma, CEO of Geron, one of the world’s largest biotech companies: “The value of nuclear transfer [“therapeutic” cloning] is not for cell therapy, it’s to do molecular research to find out how genetic disease is manifest.”


The big investment money has already moved away from ESC research into the more promising ASC.


Gordon Brown’s Government is way out of line with international opinion. By promoting HFEB, he is going clean against the United Nations Declaration on the Human Genome and Human Rights of 1997. This called on all member states to ban practices contrary to human dignity such as human cloning.


Germany banned all cloning in 1990 and legally prohibits experimentation on human embryos. Canada has a 5-year jail term for those found guilty of human cloning, including “therapeutic”. In France, the Assemblée Nationale attached 7 years prison to the same offence. In Norway, supposedly ultra-liberal Scandinavia, all cloning is banned outright, as in Switzerland, heart of Europe’s pharmaceuticals industry.

The HFEB is also contrary to the Council of Europe’s Convention on Human Rights and Biomedicine (ETS No. 164). Article 18 (Research on embryos in vitro) indicates that:

1 Where the law allows research on embryos in vitro, it shall ensure adequate protection of the embryo.

2 The creation of human embryos for research purposes is prohibited.

Evidently we are dealing with a Whitehall regime which has gone ethically off the rails.

They are in good socialist company. In the mid-1920s, Joseph Stalin ordered Russia's top animal breeding scientist, Professor Ilya Ivanov, to turn his skills from horse and animal work to the quest for an ultimate soldier by crossing human beings with apes. According to Moscow newspapers, Stalin told the scientist: "I want a new invincible human being, insensitive to pain, resistant and indifferent about the quality of food they eat."  For the Red Army, evidently! 


Other materialists deliberately wanted to create human-monkey hybrids in order to “prove” evolution or attack Christian teaching on the uniqueness of man.


Cambridge scientists produced a frog-human hybrid in 2003. A Shanghai researcher produced a rabbit-human cross. Prof Zavos in the USA has produced hundreds of cow-human cybrids. If scientists inject human stem cells into an animal foetus, legislation allows it to grow to half-term.

Who then is lying, Cardinal O’Brien, or Lord Winston? You decide!

For further information see www.bioethics.ac.uk  and www.parliamentaryprolife.org.uk
