
Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/22 10:38
_____________________________________

IMO there should be a free vote on this topic as there has been on related issues in the past.  I think that human/non
human embryo research is a good thing and holds the promise of many benefits but the debate must be wide ranging
and all of the scientific and ethical problems have to be examined in a public forum that's not been tainted with the
phobias of religious fanatics.





http://www.mirror.co.uk/news/topstories/2008/03/22/cardinal-keith-o-brien-blasts-gordon-brown-over-dna-horror-bill-
89520-20358843/



O'Brien's interference in this debate is unhelpful because he is putting members of the government who happen to be
RCs on the spot.  This is a bad thing for democracy because voters in future elections may well regard RC candidates
with suspicion because they think that they don't have a mind of their own and are in thrall to superstition.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Robin T Cox - 2008/03/22 11:16
_____________________________________

I have no problem with a religious leader giving guidance to his flock

on the application of their faith to the problems of the real world.



However in this instance the Cardinal clearly doesn't understand the

science, and so is actually giving his flock misleading advice. Sadly,

this also means that he is trying to deny the benefits of that science

to the sick.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by DoricMan - 2008/03/22 11:53
_____________________________________

Robin T Cox wrote:

I have no problem with a religious leader giving guidance to his flock

on the application of their faith to the problems of the real world.



However in this instance the Cardinal clearly doesn't understand the

science, and so is actually giving his flock misleading advice. Sadly,

this also means that he is trying to deny the benefits of that science

to the sick.I fully agree with your comments Robin.

The need to understand how disabling disease and crippling human conditions, needs this additional avenue of research,
but only under strict supervision.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/22 12:31
_____________________________________

Some of these comments are quite appalling.   I'm disappointed in yours especially Robin.  I'm used to Lev's phobia
about people who believe in God.     



What you are defending here is the right of scientists (who are NOT going to be strictly supervised incidentally) to do
something that we have always been told would NEVER be done!    They are now doing just that by mixing the cells of
humans and animals.  It is obscene and if you think it is in order to dismiss that view as belonging to someone who just
"doesn't understand science" or want to help the sick then you aren't listening to the argument.  You are also being
grossly offensive and patronising.  I think that is arrogant of you and I also think it shows a blatant disregard for ethics
and for the basic principles and regulations previously associated with such research.  There used to be lines that
weren't crossed Robin.  They have just removed a very, very important line.  I would say that no one is "misleading his
flock" on that point.  Not even slightly.  He happens to be speaking the truth.  When that last line is gone we are in big
trouble. 
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The creation of new beings for the purpose of research and experimentation is not acceptable to many people and they
are not all religious. (Lev, please note!)  In discussing this issue with people of all religions and none I have come across
as many in the "none" category who are fiercely opposed to this development and who are extremely alarmed by it. 
(What IS it with the constant attacks on people with beliefs these days anyway?)  



What will we call these beings Robin?  Presumably they won't have "human" rights once they exist either eh?   They are
there just to be experimented on and then destroyed after they are "created".  Not animal, not human.  Not anything
really so they don't count.  If that's "science" Robin, you can keep it.  It is wrong to start mixing cells in this way.  We are
not talking here about mixing plant life to create exotic new plants to impress other gardeners.  We are talking about
HUMAN cells.  



As for you Lev, back to the usual "religous fanatics" stuff I see.  Again I would say that the comments made on this
subject are quite disturbing so far given that you all clearly see yourselves as entitled to a view while people like me are
to be labelled as unworthy of participation.  What fascist outrageous and complete tosh!  Fanaticism is clearly something
not confined to the group you paint with that label.  Your own words betray you as being a bit of a fanatic yourself.  I'll
pray for you;)

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/22 14:47
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

Some of these comments are quite appalling.   I'm disappointed in yours especially Robin.  I'm used to Lev's phobia
about people who believe in God.



Why are the comments any more appalling than the Bishop's?  I don't have a phobia about religious people.  If people
pick a religion from the hundreds on offer and choose to believe in it that's fine by me but please don't tell me they have
any sort of moral or ethical superiority to the rest of us.   



Clare wrote:

.....mixing the cells of humans and animals.  It is obscene... 



Now you're just being silly.  "Human" and "animal"?  We're ALL animals with far more similarities than differences.  I
don't deny that there are potential hazards in tinkering with genomes but as long as a robust risk assessment is done
and precautions are in place I can't see what the fuss is about



Clare wrote:



You are also being grossly offensive and patronising.  I think that is arrogant of you and I also think it shows a blatant
disregard for ethics and for the basic principles and regulations previously associated with such research.  There used to
be lines that weren't crossed Robin.  They have just removed a very, very important line. 



Whose ethics are you talking about?  Yours?

Regulations have to change as science progresses and lines are crossed all the time.  Otherwise we'd still believe that
the sun revolved around the earth like the church said it did in 1614.  Galileo was effectively gagged, is that what you
want?



Clare wrote:



The creation of new beings for the purpose of research and experimentation is not acceptable to many people and they
are not all religious. (Lev, please note!)  In discussing this issue with people of all religions and none I have come across
as many in the "none" category who are fiercely opposed to this development and who are extremely alarmed by it. 
(What IS it with the constant attacks on people with beliefs these days anyway?)



There wont be any "beings" just a collection of cell in a tissue culture dish.

Of course lots of people of all faiths and none oppose this development - so what?  I'm an atheist but I' not very keen on
abortion unless it's necessary.



Clare wrote:



What will we call these beings Robin?  Presumably they won't have "human" rights once they exist either eh?   They are
there just to be experimented on and then destroyed after they are "created".  Not animal, not human.  Not anything
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really so they don't count....

We are talking about HUMAN cells.



Make up your mind.



Clare wrote:



As for you Lev, back to the usual "religous fanatics" stuff I see.  Again I would say that the comments made on this
subject are quite disturbing so far given that you all clearly see yourselves as entitled to a view while people like me are
to be labelled as unworthy of participation.  What fascist outrageous and complete tosh!  Fanaticism is clearly something
not confined to the group you paint with that label.  Your own words betray you as being a bit of a fanatic yourself.  I'll
pray for you;)



Nobody is denying your right to a view.  But do remember that your view and that of other religious types has no greater
weight just because a loudmouth bishop makes the headlines.  It ill becomes an adherent of the Roman Church to brand
anybody a fascist.  Remember Pius XXII.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/22 16:18
_____________________________________

There you go Lev, "religious types", you just can't communicate any other way can you?  I am NOT a "religious type" I
am a person and my thoughts are my own.  I am not taught how to think or told what to think, got it?  I am also more than
capable of putting my case whereas you just have a go at people simply because they happen to believe in God.  



There is nothing in my previous post that is silly and for you to suggest that human beings are no different from animals
proves just how very silly YOU are!  And no I'm not talking about my ethics.  I'm talking about assurances given that
science would NEVER be permitted to experiment in this way.  So stop twisting the facts to suit your own prejudiced
argument.  



And finally if you want to have a go at people with spiritual beliefs being "told" what to think why don't you have a go at a
Government that refuses to allow a free vote on this issue.  That is surely telling MPs how to vote is it not?  That is
threatening them with punishment (for there will be a three line whip on the issue) if they don't vote for this Bill.  Let's
hear it for democracy eh?

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Robin T Cox - 2008/03/22 16:40
_____________________________________

Before pursuing this matter further, it is important to read what

Cardinal O-Brien is actually saying. The full text of his sermon

can be found here:



http://timescolumns.typepad.com/gledhill/2008/03/cardinal-stop-t.html



Probably the key part of that sermon, as far as the current debate is

concerned, is the following section:



The beliefs which we have previously held, and the standards by which we have lived throughout our lives and by which
Christians have lived for the past 2000 years are being challenged at this present time in ways in which they have never
been challenged before!



The norm has always been that children have been born as the result of the love of man and woman in the unity of a
marriage. That belief has of course long been challenged. However I believe that a greater challenge than that even
faces us – the possibility now facing our country is that animal – human embryos be produced with the excuse that perhaps
certain diseases might find a cure from these resulting embryos.



What I am speaking of is the process whereby scientists create an embryo containing a mixture of animal and human
genetic material. 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.
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However here in Great Britain I am forced to condemn our government for not only permitting but encouraging such
hideous practices.



Our Prime Minister, Gordon Brown has given the Government’s support to the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Bill. 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.



With full might of government endorsement, Gordon Brown is promoting a Bill that will allow the creation of animal –
human hybrid embryos. He is promoting a Bill which will add to the 2.2 million human embryos already destroyed or
experimented upon. He is promoting a Bill allowing scientists to create babies whose sole purpose will be to provide,
without consent of anyone, parts of their organs or tissues. He is promoting a Bill which will sanction the raiding of dead
peoples tissue to manufacture yet more embryos for experimentation. He is promoting a Bill which denies that a child has
a biological father, allows tampering with birth certificates, removing biological parents, and inserting someone altogether
different. And this Bill will indeed be used to further extend the abortion laws.



Further it seems that Labour MPs are not to be allowed a free vote on this Bill and consequently are denied the right to
vote according to their conscience – a right which all other political parties have allowed.



This Bill represents a monstrous attack on human rights, human dignity and human life. In some other European
countries one could be jailed for doing what we intend to make legal. I can say that the government has no mandate for
these changes:  they were not in any election manifesto, nor do they enjoy widespread public support. The opposite has
indeed taken place – the time allowed for debate in Parliament and indeed in the country at large has been shockingly
short. One might say that 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.



Many excuses are being made for this present legislation, particularly that cures will soon be found for various diseases
which afflict mankind through this legislation. Rather the opposite seems to be the case when cells required for ongoing
investigation into cures through medical science can take place through cells obtained in other ways from human bodies
and certainly not through the creation of animal – human embryos.



I contend that matters of such concern to the peoples of our countries should not be left quite simply to a vote by
members of Parliament. Along with my colleagues in England and Wales and my brother Bishops here in Scotland I
would maintain that the establishment of a single permanent statutory national bioethics commission is something which
would indeed bring considerable benefits. As I indicated recently in a letter to the Prime Minister: “This would appear to be
the only way that the issues raised by the swiftly developing biotechnology industry can be adequately discussed and
weighed up in a body which engages with public concerns and informs the government and parliament on matters which
will continue to raise such unimagined and complex ethical questions



Given that the issue under consideration is so serious, one might have

expected such a senior church leader to have addressed it with a little

less passion and a little more compassion, particularly for the sick.

It seems to me that it is strange to bewail the fate of imaginary

babies formed as human/animal hybrids, and at the same time to spare

so little time in the sermon for consideration of the suffering of

real sick people. However, given the obvious strength of the Cardinal's

feelings on this matter, perhaps his intemperate language is understandable.



He is attacking the creation of 'human-animal embryos' in stem cell

research, which is not new for those of the pro-life persuasion.

But he does not say at what stage a bunch of cells is to be regarded

as an 'embryo'.



The reader will find an interesting and sympathetic review of this 

controversial issue here:



http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Stem_cell



Having read the Cardinal's sermon, and in view of the science, I

stand by my view that the Cardinal is misinformed and misguided.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
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Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/22 17:32
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

There you go Lev, "religious types", you just can't communicate any other way can you?  I am NOT a "religious type" I
am a person and my thoughts are my own.  I am not taught how to think or told what to think, got it?  I am also more than
capable of putting my case whereas you just have a go at people simply because they happen to believe in God.  



There is nothing in my previous post that is silly and for you to suggest that human beings are no different from animals
proves just how very silly YOU are!  And no I'm not talking about my ethics.  I'm talking about assurances given that
science would NEVER be permitted to experiment in this way.  So stop twisting the facts to suit your own prejudiced
argument.  



And finally if you want to have a go at people with spiritual beliefs being "told" what to think why don't you have a go at a
Government that refuses to allow a free vote on this issue.  That is surely telling MPs how to vote is it not?  That is
threatening them with punishment (for there will be a three line whip on the issue) if they don't vote for this Bill.  Let's
hear it for democracy eh?



I don't use the term "religious type" pejoratively because I'm an atheist type.  Little of my post was "having a go" at those
who choose to believe in religion.  Physiologically humans are animals; it's the fact that we've got much bigger brains
that sets us apart from any other species.

The proposed experiments will produce cells that might have small parts of their DNA that come from a non human
source and they will be allowed to multiply only to a limited extent.  Anybody who imagines that viable zygotes consisting
of half human half animal gametes will be created just doesn't understand what's being proposed.

Note the first sentence of my opening post of this thread.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by DoricMan - 2008/03/22 17:57
_____________________________________

Could the Cardinal please explain what he understands by this comment.

"This Bill represents a monstrous attack on human rights, human dignity and human life."

 

Excuses, or expanding our knowledge into human suffering and its alleviation?

"Many excuses are being made for this present legislation, particularly that cures will soon be found for various diseases
which afflict mankind through this legislation."

 

The Cardinal is assuming a knowledge of science and research that he does not possess, in the following.

"Rather the opposite seems to be the case when cells required for ongoing investigation into cures through medical
science can take place through cells obtained in other ways from human bodies and certainly not through the creation of
animal – human embryos."

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Robin T Cox - 2008/03/22 19:37
_____________________________________

Frankly, I would not expect even a senior Catholic religious leader

to be much of an expert in human reproductive biology.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by scunnert - 2008/03/22 20:20
_____________________________________

Frankly I wouldn't expect posters here to have an in depth knowledge of transgenic embryonic research.  How many of
us are geneticists?  As for the Cardinal's opinion - they are of no more weight than mine - but I agree with his position -
this research is obscene.



I chaired a research advisory (ethics) committee for some years and have met highly trained clinicians who had as much
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humanity as a dead fish.  Ethics and morality are alien concepts to these folks.  That's why institutions and governments
have ethics committees -  to restrain these folks from fully exercising their macabre interests.



The debate is not about the RC church and Cardinal O'Brien but about the ethics and morality, the perils and the danger,
that this research represents.  



Finally, people's positions on all issues are informed by their belief system - whether communist, capitalist, atheist or
catholic.  To disregard someone's opinion out of hand because of their affiliation to a creed is a poor substitute for debate.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by robbiedoo58 - 2008/03/22 20:51
_____________________________________

To say simply that 'we're ALL animals'...is too ridiculous for words. Clare....you're wasting your time discussing this
matter with those who are NOT Spiritually aware! 'nuff said.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/22 21:01
_____________________________________

robbiedoo58 wrote:

To say simply that 'we're ALL animals'...is too ridiculous for words. Clare....you're wasting your time discussing this
matter with those who are NOT Spiritually aware! 'nuff said.



It's an indisputable fact that humans are, in physiological terms, animals.  We share the same biochemistry and
molecular processes that any other mammal has.  What does "spiritually aware" mean exactly?

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/22 22:36
_____________________________________

Firstly Robbie it isn't necessary to be "spiritually aware" in order to tell right from wrong.  I know good people who have
no religion but they have values, standards and morals.   Many decent people are horrified - regardless of whether they
are in possession of spiritual beliefs or not - at what is being proposed here and it is the case that assurances on the
subject of such experimentation were given a long time ago.  We were told it would never be allowed.  Even in the
secular world many are astounded by this development and opposed to it for ethical reasons because for them the
mixing of human cells with anything else is simply not acceptable.  They are happy with boundaries when it comes to
science and especially when it comes to this specific type of proposal.   The trouble is other secularists get them a very
bad name being as they are utterly detached from the idea that possessing values of any description are an affront to
"freedom" and something only "religious types" bang on about.  Whose freedom?  You may well ask for it appears only
they should have the freedom to speak!  I have to ask are those people not "extremists" in the true sense of the word and
a danger to the rest of us too believing as they do that anything goes when it comes to science, all in the name of
"progress"?   Actually, wasn't Hitler into this sort of experimentation?  My haven't we come far!  Not.    



Lev, it is recognised that man is superior in design to animals in all ways and is therefore different entirely.   For you to
dismiss that accepted fact just to further your own argument (weak as it is already) beggars belief.  I don't resent your
right to a view incidentally but what I do resent strongly is the fact that you use your obvious problem with religion in order
to rubbish views I hold as an individual and which I have reached on my own by researching the subjects I feel most
strongly about.  I resent your dismissal of that by labelling me a "religious type" and I find such an approach obnoxious. 
Any view I hold is a considered one and you should respect that rather than trash my views in the manner you do
frequently.  But I accept such attacks as they are becoming the norm these days in various forums, and nowhere more
rabid than on the Herald sites, where the word "religion" sends those masquerading as intellectuals but who are in fact
just bigots into a complete frenzy.  They know who they are.  They are there currently complaining about a Cardinal
daring to speak on this issue, insulting him in every manner imaginable and ignoring the fact that Keith O'Brien is no fool,
he is in fact a highly educated, intelligent and very informed man.   But that doesn't matter to the bigots or the secular
brigade.  It isn't about listening to the man its about trashing him simply for who he is.  Those same people have nothing
to say about the head of a government who has told his MPs they will do what they are told when it comes to a vote on
this issue.  They call that democracy.  If it wasn't so tragic one could laugh at them.
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============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/22 22:52
_____________________________________

Robin.  It is clear that many expect very little from a senior catholic leader.  More fool them I say.  Keith O'Brien knows
his stuff let me assure you and he is entitled to express his view.  Again I have to say that the tendency here to dismiss
his views simply because of who he is is quite shocking.  It is also clear that those on this particular thread who are
deciding what the Cardinal knows and doesn't know are the ones lacking in knowledge, not to mention respect.  For how
disrespectful is it to dismiss a view with those well-ken't words, "Och, you just don't understand."  Again I would repeat,
wasn't Hitler into all this stuff in his quest to create the Master Race?  And what did he do to those who opposed him? 
Oh yeah, he sent them to the gas chamber along with the Jews he despised!   



Scunny, great post.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by TLJ - 2008/03/22 22:56
_____________________________________

FYI,  I've set up a poll on this.



(I'm a lapsed Presyterian with a middle-name of Knox - but I' definitely with the Cardinal on this one)

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/23 00:29
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

.    



Lev, it is recognised that man is superior in design to animals in all ways and is therefore different entirely.   For you to
dismiss that accepted fact just to further your own argument (weak as it is already) beggars belief.



Recognised by whom?  The only way humans are superior to other animals is in our ability to think rationally and in the
abstract.  Oh and opposable thumbs are a big bonus too.  Left naked in the jungle not many of us would survive very
long but chimps manage just fine - so who is superior then?





Clare wrote:

.

I don't resent your right to a view incidentally but what I do resent strongly is the fact that you use your obvious problem
with religion in order to rubbish views I hold as an individual and which I have reached on my own by researching the
subjects I feel most strongly about.  I resent your dismissal of that by labelling me a "religious type" and I find such an
approach obnoxious.  Any view I hold is a considered one and you should respect that rather than trash my views in the
manner you do frequently.  But I accept such attacks as they are becoming the norm these days in various forums, and
nowhere more rabid than on the Herald sites, where the word "religion" sends those masquerading as intellectuals but
who are in fact just bigots into a complete frenzy.  They know who they are.  They are there currently complaining about
a Cardinal daring to speak on this issue, insulting him in every manner imaginable and ignoring the fact that Keith
O'Brien is no fool, he is in fact a highly educated, intelligent and very informed man.   But that doesn't matter to the bigots
or the secular brigade.  It isn't about listening to the man its about trashing him simply for who he is.  Those same people
have nothing to say about the head of a government who has told his MPs they will do what they are told when it comes
to a vote on this issue.  They call that democracy.  If it wasn't so tragic one could laugh at them.



I don't resent your right to a view either and when have I trashed your views - example please?  I don't have a problem
with religion it's just that I find it odd that so many people subscribe to the delusion.  I disapprove of Brown's decision to
impose a whip on this vote.  BTW why is the term "secular brigade" OK and "religious type" not?  I agree that the abuse
that is sometimes apparent on the Herald News site is unjustified and often bigoted although it's not all anti RC by any
means.
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============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/23 00:40
_____________________________________

Robin.  Keith O'Brien is a science graduate actually.  :)  And the mistake you make is in making this issue a religious one
because it isn't.  Its about how people feel about something very serious and in many cases religion has nothing to do
with it because it is about ethics and boundaries and going far too far.  This sort of research has been banned in France,
Italy, Canada and Australia, were you aware of that?   Maybe they're all religious lunatics too eh?   Did you also know
that the Labour Government allowed free votes on fox-hunting and the docking of animals' tails but they won't allow a
free vote on this?   Odd that isn't it?   It is the case that when those proposing something that will create anxiety and
concern, but especially opposition, supporters of it will invariably pat those again and reassure them there is no need to
worry, that they "just don't understand".  They understand very well.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Martin - 2008/03/23 09:45
_____________________________________

I too happen to support Keith O'Brien in this, but regardless of this, I believe that the bill is definitely being rushed through
with far too much haste and if there is a 3 line whip, then I believe that is totally wrong and you have to question the
agenda here.



I completely agree that a simple religious figure would have little appreciation of this subject (incidentally not the case in
Keith O'Brien's case, he is a science graduate ;) ) but the same could be said of the MPs who are voting on this. I think
we should follow Keith's advice and set up a standards and ethics committee which has members from every persuasion
and who are educated in the subject. Let them examine all aspects of this fraught subject and make recommendations to
Parliament in an educated and calm manner. 



The basic problem is that religious institutions believe in the sanctity of life from the moment of conception which "non
religious types" ;) trash as "delusional". A basic tenet of christian morality whatever the denomination is that the means
never justifies the end.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/23 11:37
_____________________________________

I think we all agree that there should be a free vote on this bill.



The HFEA has had at least sixteen consultations on many aspects of embryo research and fertility issues.  In addition
the Westminster government takes all sorts of legal and ethical views into consideration when framing legislation.

The criticism aroused by O'Brien's intervention was mainly because he was telling RC MPs how to vote.  Even if he had
changed how he said it by suggesting perhaps that they should examine all the pros & cons of the proposals before
making a balanced judgement it would have been better.  The assumption that all adherants of his religion should and
would be against this bill is wrong just as any assumption that all non religious types are in favour would be.



Some religious institutions believe in the sanctity of life from the moment of conception.  Clearly others don't since not all
religions oppose abortion in all circunstances and take the rational stance of looking at the circumstances of each case. 
Unfortunately satisfactory ends sometimes require distastful means and whilst, for instance, I'm not keen on abortion I
could never deny a rape victim the chance to rid herself of the product of her violation.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/23 13:06
_____________________________________

Lev, I'm not going into the abortion debate again as I wrote about that at length quite recently and had hoped to achieve
by doing so a situation where people could read the facts.  Your rape victim is in a category of less than 4% of all
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abortions.  A massive 96% plus of all abortions are performed under the "social" clause on perfectly healthy babies and
increasingly terminations are resulting in live "births", another matter the Commons "ethics" committees didn't want to
know about when the issue of late abortions was raised.  For your information the Catholic Church is not the only one
that is concerned about the abortion issue.  Many are deeply concerned about the callousness with which the whole
issue is now approached.  It is however a separate debate.  



The Westminster Government would not know the meaning of ethics full stop Lev, so lets not get carried away here. 
They illegally invaded Iraq didn't they and there were "regulations" against that in the form of International Law which
they completely ignored at the time.  They lied to Parliament and the people of this country in the process.  Lest you
forget also, they are there to listen, not to dictate.  So don't give me "balanced judgements".  What technical knowledge
do you suppose the average Labour MP has on this subject Lev?  Given that most have the IQ of a cardboard box I'd
say not much.   



As Martin has pointed out below there seems to be a great deal of haste about this issue and urgency too given Brown's
refusal to allow a free vote on it.  You criticise Cardinal O'Brien for dictating Lev yet Brown can have his three line whip in
place on this vote?  And you tell us we can trust them?  What's balanced about a three line whip?  It is perfectly natural
for Keith O'Brien to suggest that when voting on such legislation MPs must pay attention to the consicience.  Frankly I
think any MP without a conscience isn't fit to represent people or are you saying its a handicap?  You know you were
saying yesterday we aren't any different from animals Lev?  Well there's the other difference.  WE are supposed to have
consciences, we humans.  It is supposed to set us apart!  I also agree with the Cardinal that anyone with a conscience
should indeed be against what is proposed.  As I said previously, there must be boundaries and as soon as you start
messing with human cells and mixing them with the cells of animals you are blowing the boundary away.  That isn't on. 
Keith O'Brien has a duty to stand up for the truth.  He has pointed out for example that experimentation using adult stem
cells has produced more success so far.  He has stated that these people have for some time now been storing embryos
for experimentation purposes something, again, which a conscience would surely not be entirely comfortable with.  And
he is right.  Do you know what an embryo is Lev?  What right do we have to take such things and violate them as we do?
 But hey its science so it doesn't matter.  Just let them do as they like, they're trying to help the sick, so to hell with the
fact that they are using as guinea pigs helpless little beings with no say in the matter.   The experimentation on embryos
caused much controversy when it began but they shoved critics out of the way and said, oh it's those religious types
again, just ignore them.  Now they want to go further.  Now they want to mix the cells from the embryos and animals! 
That's how it works Lev.  Its one step at a time until all the boundaries are gone.  It is a dangerous path and it shouldn't
be happening.   It is obscene.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Robin T Cox - 2008/03/23 14:05
_____________________________________

Clare,



I really don't think it helps to bring Hitler into this. And the purpose of the science here is not to create a Master Race but
to find a way to heal people who are suffering from some of the nastiest diseases known to mankind.



In fact, according to Godwin's Law I suggest that you have got very close to deserving to forfeit your debating licence.



http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Godwin's_law

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/23 18:59
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

So don't give me "balanced judgements".  What technical knowledge do you suppose the average Labour MP has on this
subject Lev?  Given that most have the IQ of a cardboard box I'd say not much. 



So on what basis are Ruth Kelly, Des Brown, Paul Murphy and John Reid et al going cast their vote?  No technical
knowledge and a low IQ - Oh, I know, they'll do what their church says.  No balanced view for them then or indeed any
consideration of what their constituents might want.  Democracy in action, eh?  :(

============================================================================

The Gaithering @ Scotsgait - Scotsgait FireBoard Forum Component version: NEW VERSION GOES HERE Generated: 9 January, 2009, 23:35



Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/23 21:23
_____________________________________

Lev, well its THEIR boss who is telling them they don't have a choice. Keith O'Brien is asking them to use their
conscience and think about the enormity of what they are doing. Brown doesn't recognise the part conscience should
play so they aren't allowed to use conscience.  But since you don't seem to understand the meaning of it either I really
don't know why I'm bothering to explain.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/23 21:34
_____________________________________

I'm well aware of how important conscience is.  Even us non religious types have one ;)   My position about a free vote is
made clear in the first sentence on this thread.  Brown is wrong to impose a whip in this case although it now looks as if
he's realising how stupid it's making him look.  There will be a get out for those in the Cabinet who can't support the
legislation.  Despite that it will still pass with a majority of around 150.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Robin T Cox - 2008/03/23 21:37
_____________________________________

So instead of Gordon Brown telling MPs they don't have a choice, we are to prefer the Catholic clergy telling them that
they don't have a choice? 



What kind of choice is that?

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/23 22:42
_____________________________________

Robin, what you keep deliberately missing, as does Lev, is what this whole issue is about and what you are both
defending here:  the experimentation with human and animal cells together.  Don't drag the debate away in another
direction in order to cover up what you are in favour of.  Lev has already attempted to suggest we are just the same as
animals in order to do that.  



Brown is forcing ALL of his MPs to support this bill under threat of disciplinary action.  In Parliament.  In a Bill which
many, many people, not just Cardinal Keith O'Brien are not happy with.  Now THAT is surely disturbing Robin?  He was
happy to allow free votes on the rights of foxes and dogs (during Blair's time) but not on human embryos being mixed
with animal cells.  Read that slowly and let it filter through.  For it makes your comparison between Keith O'Brien's
position and Gordon Brown's absolutely ludicrous.  



Yes Keith O'Brien has stated that conscience MUST play a part here and he is right.  And you know what Robin?  I think
if it was anyone other than the Leader of the Catholic Church in Scotland saying it, many more people would be listening.
 Now THAT is truly sick.  It is ALL about Keith O'Brien, not the issue.  I  cannot believe that so many are willing it ignore
what its all about in order to attack the person provoking the debate simply because of who he is and what they think he
represents.  



What I will say about that approach is that it sends a grave message indeed to those of us who do possess consciences
and who view the mixing of human and animal cells as a complete abomination and abandonment of principles we were
promised would NEVER be compromised.  I saw posts today on the SH site that shocked me.  To hell with the Catholic
Church one said, they should not be allowed to hold science back.  What that small-minded bigot missed completely is
that this isn't and never was a catholic issue.  What he also missed was the importance of the debate for all of us in
permitting these scientists to take another step (for now) until they decide what the next one after that will be.  What he
was happy to ignore was the removal of the boundaries and the lines telling them how far they could go.  I am glad I
have a conscience and I would not be without it.  I am horrified that those who would have themselves thought of as the
"intellectuals" are against conscience because no matter how clever a person is without a conscience they are detached
from too many important things to be considered trustworthy.  They are also highly dangerous.
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============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/23 22:46
_____________________________________

Levenax wrote:

Clare wrote:

So don't give me "balanced judgements".  What technical knowledge do you suppose the average Labour MP has on this
subject Lev?  Given that most have the IQ of a cardboard box I'd say not much. 



So on what basis are Ruth Kelly, Des Brown, Paul Murphy and John Reid et al going cast their vote?  No technical
knowledge and a low IQ - Oh, I know, they'll do what their church says.  No balanced view for them then or indeed any
consideration of what their constituents might want.  Democracy in action, eh?  :(



Lev, you missed the point of a free vote.  Brown is telling ALL of them how to vote.  You saying the get out clause is fair
by allowing only the catholics not to vote?   Its ok for him to TELL everyone else?

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/23 22:47
_____________________________________

Oh and Lev, the fact that you can make wee jokes about this issue shows you do not possess anything remotely
resembling  a conscience. Its disgusting.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/23 22:57
_____________________________________

Oh and Lev, you know your comment about catholic MPs being accommodated re the conscience thing?  You know the
implication of that yes?  Brown is saying NO ONE ELSE POSSESSES A CONSCIENCE!  HE IS SAYING CONSCIENCE
DOESN'T COUNT. Now isn't that something the whole country should be worried about?

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/24 08:48
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

Lev, you missed the point of a free vote.  Brown is telling ALL of them how to vote.  You saying the get out clause is fair
by allowing only the catholics not to vote?   Its ok for him to TELL everyone else?



Clare, you really must read the first sentence on this thread.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/24 08:52
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

Oh and Lev, you know your comment about catholic MPs being accommodated re the conscience thing?  You know the
implication of that yes?  Brown is saying NO ONE ELSE POSSESSES A CONSCIENCE!  HE IS SAYING CONSCIENCE
DOESN'T COUNT. Now isn't that something the whole country should be worried about?



It's quite likely that the vast majority of Labour MPs, and others too, will willingly vote for this bill because they know it's a
good thing.  Why did Brown wanted to impose a whip on this issue in the first place?  There is no chance of losing it.

============================================================================
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Re:Embryo research
Posted by Jaimekens - 2008/03/24 09:18
_____________________________________

Look at what the invention of weapons has caused us...



from spears and knifes ..from swords.. to guns and cannons.. to missles...and bombs.. to the bigg'n.. 

to a constant threat of human existence itself.



the fact that they are never happy with where it is.. it will always be pressed and persevered.  Maybe our best bet is to
draw up lines that will not be crossed, oh yeah, they will... in the next lifetime our children's children will be dealing with
issues that are even more diabolicle than we can even imagine in the here and now.  Because there is a force that
constantly pushes the envelope.. just a little bit further... how about the lamb.  



when a mere tatto.. turns into the dramatic 'changing of a person's identity to .. a lizard looking thing...  its never enough..
it will always be pursued.  Maybe not by him.. maybe by the next fanatic.  the issue will never be dead until they get their
way.  and then some...



what about the fact that...like i said in another issue.. 

i saw a broken woman tell of her life started up as a sperm transfer.. like a dirty word..  not a father that she could look up
to or appreciate.. but by a nameless, faceless sperm.  How indignant can it be to have to think that.  She will not get to
enjoy the father that...produced her.  Living in a fatherless home.. Not knowing the love of a father.  That is like a very
powerful missing link in your whole biology of...environmental make up..  A missing factor.. that will forever skew the
person's views...  and if you dont believe it...   and if you dont think this is an important issue.. how about when they start
pushing to form subhumans 'to go out into space' or to be able to 'live through the climate changes'  now that they have
control and information on their side.. oh the possiblities.. and these environmental issues that are cropping up... as a
'panic' will press people to change their views to 'fit the times'.. and then theyve got you where they want you.  Youve
sold out your view.. and no going back...  Ive heard their ideals.. of taking the speed of a cougar.. or other ideal
greaterness..  but, when you take into account the end product.. the unforeseen.. the twenty years from now.. the girl
who is ashamed of where she was produced from.. and is 'labeled' for life as.. sperm baby..  ..the sperm
generation...:blush:  there are consequences to these actions... the disposal of their...subhumans.  



its for selfish gains.



its for a neverending selfish consuming gain for selfish desires.. that will ultimately have a financial purpose...

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Robin T Cox - 2008/03/24 10:00
_____________________________________

Clare,



I really think it's disingenuous of you to assert that only people who think as you do have a conscience. I am quite sure
that those who conduct stem cell research for the purpose of preventing or curing the sufferings of sick people are also
exercising conscience, and in a more practical and constructive way than those who appeal to the nightmares of fiction,
such as Frankenstein, or bewail the fate of imaginary baby chimeras in order to justify their position.



It is also disingenuous to suggest that Cardinal O'Brien is arguing for a free vote, when he knows very well that he
expects all Catholic MPs to follow the Catholic line. Which is not a free vote at all, but a vote dictated by the Catholic
clergy.



Apart from that, there are very many occasions when the opponents of a particular government policy would rather there
was a free vote: stem cell research is not the only such issue. Nuclear weapons is another, and so on.



As Denis McShane has pointed out:

"MPs are also ethically challenged by decisions to go to war, to vote for nuclear weapons, or on issues like ID cards or
length of detention before charges.



"I respect the Catholic and other religions, just as I respect CND and Liberty, but if every difficult issue with ethical
implications is a matter for free votes, then democracy, Parliament, and the purpose of government becomes
meaningless."

The Gaithering @ Scotsgait - Scotsgait FireBoard Forum Component version: NEW VERSION GOES HERE Generated: 9 January, 2009, 23:35



Moreover, I agree with Lord Winston that Cardinal O'Brien is bringing discredit to the Catholic church with intemperate
and misconceived rhetoric such as he has recently uttered.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/24 12:16
_____________________________________

Levenax wrote:

Clare wrote:

Oh and Lev, you know your comment about catholic MPs being accommodated re the conscience thing?  You know the
implication of that yes?  Brown is saying NO ONE ELSE POSSESSES A CONSCIENCE!  HE IS SAYING CONSCIENCE
DOESN'T COUNT. Now isn't that something the whole country should be worried about?



It's quite likely that the vast majority of Labour MPs, and others too, will willingly vote for this bill because they know it's a
good thing.  Why did Brown wanted to impose a whip on this issue in the first place?  There is no chance of losing it.



They do not "know" any such thing!  Again its only your twisted view that counts Lev isn't it?   I keep forgetting that.  And
as always you conveniently ignore the point I made which is that Brown has just stated that there is no place for a
conscience in the Commons.   I think that proves more than ever that this Bill is anything but "good".

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/24 12:28
_____________________________________

Robin, I think it is low indeed of you to criticise only one side of this debate.  I also think you are deliberately missing the
message and trying to lie your way out of what is actually going on and what these people want to do.   Not admirable.  



Intemperate lanaguage?  Where?  I see none other than from those who are attacking Keith O'Brien for one reason only
and that is because he believes in God and is also, even worse, a Catholic!  And there was me thinking Scotland was
coming through "our secret shame" slowly but surely.  If nothing else the last few days have shown the place is still
swimming in hatred of a particular religion.  What is worse is that the issue a particular catholic has raised is being
ignored simply because of his faith.   His language reflects the horror of anyone faced with the prospect of science
experimenting in the manner proposed.  And I don't mean anyone with a religion, I mean anyone with a conscience.   



You don't want to discuss boundaries Robin do you?  You don't care about them.  Now THERE's a worrying thing.  No,
lets forget about boundaries and let's just ignore these people with religion until they know their place.  Shame on them
for even thinking they have a right to express a view.  Shame on them for believing that MPs should vote with conscience
in all they decide upon.   Shame on them for even wanting people to possess a conscience at all.  To hell with them for
defending creatures who we, the great knowledgeable ones do not consider "viable".   Indeed let's just round up these
people with consciences and lock them up somewhere or hand them over to the scientists.  They can experiment on
them for they aren't viable either if they possess consciences.  There you go Robin.  Sorted.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/24 13:28
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

Levenax wrote:

They do not "know" any such thing!  Again its only your twisted view that counts Lev isn't it?   I keep forgetting that.  And
as always you conveniently ignore the point I made which is that Brown has just stated that there is no place for a
conscience in the Commons.   I think that proves more than ever that this Bill is anything but "good".



Well they know it's a good thing with the same conviction that you know it's a bad thing.  Their judgement is just as valid
as yours.

I don't recall Brown saying that there is no place for a conscience in the Commons; can you provide the quote where he
said that please?

============================================================================

The Gaithering @ Scotsgait - Scotsgait FireBoard Forum Component version: NEW VERSION GOES HERE Generated: 9 January, 2009, 23:35



Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/24 13:43
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

 

Intemperate lanaguage?  Where?  I see none other than from those who are attacking Keith O'Brien for one reason only
and that is because he believes in God and is also, even worse, a Catholic!



I don't recall Keith O'Brien's views being criticised because he was a Catholic it's more that he was trying to do to
Catholic cabinet members what Brown was trying to do to the lobby fodder in the Labour Party.

 



Clare wrote:



And there was me thinking Scotland was coming through "our secret shame" slowly but surely.  If nothing else the last
few days have shown the place is still swimming in hatred of a particular religion.  What is worse is that the issue a
particular catholic has raised is being ignored simply because of his faith. 



I'm actually quite cheered by the reduction in sectarianism in Scotland.  I don't think many people care what religious
viewpoint Keith O'Brien is speaking from because his views are shared by many muslims and those from dozens of other
similar cults and sects and don't forget atheists too.  Sectarianism will be much reduced when the government has the
sense to abolish separate schools for faith groups.



 

Clare wrote:



His language reflects the horror of anyone faced with the prospect of science experimenting in the manner proposed. 
And I don't mean anyone with a religion, I mean anyone with a conscience.



No, you're wrong there.  His language reflects his horror and that of many, but not all Catholics plus some others of other
religions and none.



The rest of your post is a bit hyperbolic so I'll refrain from exacerbating your hypertension even more  :kiss:

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/24 14:08
_____________________________________

Lev, your general assumption that you are right and everyone else is wrong becomes so boring after a while.  



Keith O'Brien has been attacked because he is a Catholic Leader.  End of.  If any other public figure had made the
comments he has, Salmond say, more people would have listened.  



He encouraged MPs, all MPs, to vote with conscience over this issue, which IS an issue of conscience regardless of
what you say in view of the matter under consideration which, just for your benefit again Lev, involves research during
which these wonderful scientists of yours will mix human and animal in order to produce a hybrid to conduct further
research on and ultimately destroy.   Got that?  Issue of conscience.  Got that too?  It isn't your usual run of the mill sort
of Bill when you are proposing to remove previous boundaries regarding the same subject! Boundaries which ordinary
people believe are very important.     



And you are being dishonest about your view of religion Lev.  Your jibes at Keith O'Brien, your sniping and your spiteful,
nasty ridiculing of him, of his knowledge and even his right to a view proved that over and over.  Like your jibes at me. 
Oh, you're on to catholic schools now are you?  Well there's a surprise!   Sectarianism is alive and well clearly.  It isn't
taught in catholic schools, as is obvious by that latest little rant of yours.  You seem to have a bad dose of it yourself.     



No hypertension here Lev so don't flatter yourself.  Your posts are full of nonsense and lies actually.  You misrepresent
the views of so many people.  I have said from the beginning that this isn't a catholic issue, or a religious one, it is an
issue all of us should care about who possess a conscience.  That rules you out as you believe you're no different from
an animal anyway so you won't have a conscience to worry you.  That much was obvious from your posts anyway.  The
other obvious thing is that you have kept this going simply to post more ridicule and to attack a particular group.  Very
unhealthy.
The Gaithering @ Scotsgait - Scotsgait FireBoard Forum Component version: NEW VERSION GOES HERE Generated: 9 January, 2009, 23:35



============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/24 14:13
_____________________________________

Levenax wrote:

Clare wrote:

Levenax wrote:

They do not "know" any such thing!  Again its only your twisted view that counts Lev isn't it?   I keep forgetting that.  And
as always you conveniently ignore the point I made which is that Brown has just stated that there is no place for a
conscience in the Commons.   I think that proves more than ever that this Bill is anything but "good".



Well they know it's a good thing with the same conviction that you know it's a bad thing.  Their judgement is just as valid
as yours.

I don't recall Brown saying that there is no place for a conscience in the Commons; can you provide the quote where he
said that please?



I certainly can Lev.  By agreeing to allow those whose consciences wouldn't allow them to support this Bill not to
participate in the vote Brown has stated by implication that every other MP doesn't possess a conscience to get in the
way.  He is also saying, by implication, that there is no place for conscience in the Commons when it comes to his three
line whips, people will do as they are told and leave their consciences in the car park!  That is why he should have been
more careful what he said because the implications of his statement are horrendous.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/24 14:15
_____________________________________

Jaimekens, fab post earlier.  Enjoyed it very much.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by DoricMan - 2008/03/24 14:15
_____________________________________

Having read all the above posts, I find that contributors come from the various backgrounds and beliefs that such a topic
attracts. 

I do not mean to offend anyone, or their contribution, with this view. However, the thing that strikes me is that we are
lacking a major contribution, that would have come from "the Scottish enlightment", had it still existed. I wonder what
David Hume's contribution would have been, and how this would have brought an entirely new perspective, that is sadly
missing today.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Robin T Cox - 2008/03/24 15:25
_____________________________________

Clare,



As you appear not to recognise either Cardinal O'Brien's use of intemperate language, or indeed your own, far be it from
me to enlighten you.



Let me, however, simply observe that it doesn't help either your cause or the quality of the discussion when you accuse
me of being 'low indeed' or 'trying to lie'.



My objection to what Cardinal O'Brien is saying does not stem from his religion, but from his failure to understand the
nature of the science involved in this research, and from his inability to ascribe other than the most sinister motives to
those carrying it out. And, as I have already said, I regard it as perverse to try to deny research which is designed to
alleviate much real suffering, whilst hysterically protesting about imaginary Frankenstein monstrosities and the like.
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The horror, it seems to me, stems from ignorance, pure and simple.



As I have also said, I regard the argument that only those who oppose such research can be said to be acting in good
conscience as spurious. On the other hand, I think it is right to be highly suspicious of those who parade their
consciences, since it seems that apart from expecting blind respect they really have no serious argument in this matter.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/24 15:44
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:



I certainly can Lev.  By agreeing to allow those whose consciences wouldn't allow them to support this Bill not to
participate in the vote Brown has stated by implication that every other MP doesn't possess a conscience to get in the
way.  He is also saying, by implication, that there is no place for conscience in the Commons when it comes to his three
line whips, people will do as they are told and leave their consciences in the car park!  That is why he should have been
more careful what he said because the implications of his statement are horrendous.



Oh Dear Clare!  One can't state something by implication.  IMO it would be foolish to allow a "conscience" get out clause
for RCs, flat earthers or whatever because that implies (not states) that their consciences are somehow superior to those
of the rest of his lobby fodder and that's obviously nonsense.  To repeat the first sentence of this thread:



Levenax wrote:



IMO there should be a free vote on this topic as there has been on related issues in the past 



There now, I've said it again.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Meg - 2008/03/24 20:23
_____________________________________

My MP is Des Browne and I have been thinking about writing to him on this issue.  If I am honest, I don't know quite what
I think of this research - I think I am persuadable by either argument.  (Sorry I have probably managed to offend
everyone with that comment!)

I did not vote for Des Browne but like it or not, he is my representative in parliament.  I would be very concerned if he was
being pressurised by multi-national pharmaceutical companies which would be the financial beneficiaries of any medicine
developed as a result of this research (if it goes ahead).  He is not their representative, he is mine.  I would say that it is
fair that he hears what they say, along with anyone else who has an opinion including the Catholic Church.  He has voted
many times for things with which I have not agreed  however they have been Labour Party policy.  I might not agree with
the Labour Party but in his election material, Des Browne always made it clear he was a Labour Party representative and
would support the Labour Party's policies.  Nowhere in the literature did he mention being a Catholic as this was
obviously not relevant.  However, if he feels that he should vote on issues in a certain way because of his religion then I
think he should state this in his election literature - just as he might say if any group is giving him donations.

My reason for writing to him would be to ask if he would see his religion as a reason to vote in a certain way and if he is
influenced on the way he should vote by the Church's leaders.  Whilst I will never vote for Des Browne (for other
reasons), I have to say that for the first time, it has made me realise that someone's religious views, whatever they may
be, may be something I should consider when deciding how to vote.

I realise that I will now probably be deluged by abuse from certain quarters however I am just trying to be honest in my
thoughts and I respect everyone's right to their view whether it be religious or non religious.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Robin T Cox - 2008/03/24 20:40
_____________________________________

Meg wrote:

My MP is Des Browne and I have been thinking about writing to him on this issue.  If I am honest, I don't know quite what
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I think of this research - I think I am persuadable by either argument.  (Sorry I have probably managed to offend
everyone with that comment!)

I did not vote for Des Browne but like it or not, he is my representative in parliament.  I would be very concerned if he was
being pressurised by multi-national pharmaceutical companies which would be the financial beneficiaries of any medicine
developed as a result of this research (if it goes ahead).  He is not their representative, he is mine.  I would say that it is
fair that he hears what they say, along with anyone else who has an opinion including the Catholic Church.  He has voted
many times for things with which I have not agreed  however they have been Labour Party policy.  I might not agree with
the Labour Party but in his election material, Des Browne always made it clear he was a Labour Party representative and
would support the Labour Party's policies.  Nowhere in the literature did he mention being a Catholic as this was
obviously not relevant.  However, if he feels that he should vote on issues in a certain way because of his religion then I
think he should state this in his election literature - just as he might say if any group is giving him donations.

My reason for writing to him would be to ask if he would see his religion as a reason to vote in a certain way and if he is
influenced on the way he should vote by the Church's leaders.  Whilst I will never vote for Des Browne (for other
reasons), I have to say that for the first time, it has made me realise that someone's religious views, whatever they may
be, may be something I should consider when deciding how to vote.

I realise that I will now probably be deluged by abuse from certain quarters however I am just trying to be honest in my
thoughts and I respect everyone's right to their view whether it be religious or non religious.



Meg, I quite agree. Since the whole purpose of the modern party system is to ensure that the government delivers on
their election mandate, it is indeed essential to know up-front what the religious allegiance might be of such candidates
as may be asking for our votes.



That's transparency, and to obtain the electorate's votes on the basis of representing a party, whilst subsequently instead
representing another pressure group, is highly dishonest.



Which is yet another reason for saying that Cardinal O'Brien is misguided in turning the Catholic church into a mere
political pressure group, when it is clearly much more than that.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/24 21:47
_____________________________________

Meg wrote:

However, if he feels that he should vote on issues in a certain way because of his religion then I think he should state this
in his election literature - just as he might say if any group is giving him donations.

My reason for writing to him would be to ask if he would see his religion as a reason to vote in a certain way and if he is
influenced on the way he should vote by the Church's leaders.  Whilst I will never vote for Des Browne (for other
reasons), I have to say that for the first time, it has made me realise that someone's religious views, whatever they may
be, may be something I should consider when deciding how to vote.



You make very valid points.  Labour has traditionally relied on the votes of RCs especially in areas like Lanarkshire,
Glasgow and Dunbartonshire and to garner these votes, almost like a tribute, they've usually fielded MPs and councillors
of the right persuasion.  This aberration in Scottish politics has tainted the political pool for decades but thankfully its
influence is on the wane as other parties take over from clapped out Labour.  In the same vein one wonders why any
woman would vote for a muslim MP or councillor in view of the overt misogyny displayed by islam.  Fortunately I can't
imagine Scotland ever becoming like the US where candidates vie with each other to show how pious they are - yuk.   :(

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Meg - 2008/03/24 22:48
_____________________________________

Levenax wrote:

You make very valid points.  Labour has traditionally relied on the votes of RCs especially in areas like Lanarkshire,
Glasgow and Dunbartonshire and to garner these votes, almost like a tribute, they've usually fielded MPs and councillors
of the right persuasion.  This aberration in Scottish politics has tainted the political pool for decades but thankfully its
influence is on the wane as other parties take over from clapped out Labour.  In the same vein one wonders why any
woman would vote for a muslim MP or councillor in view of the overt misogyny displayed by islam.  Fortunately I can't
imagine Scotland ever becoming like the US where candidates vie with each other to show how pious they are - yuk.   :(



I don't mean to sound as if I could not vote for a candidate because they were religious - I would just like to know up front
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what influences them, including religion if this is the case.  Also, there are politicians who will separate their personal
views from those that they think will benefit their constituents or differ from their party's policy.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by scunnert - 2008/03/25 05:49
_____________________________________

I posted this on the Herald - but the thread is going cold - so I post it here 'cause I think it's honest.



Posted by: Scunnert, Travelling in Nihilon on 5:23am today



My view is that this research is actually about finding a cheap and easy way to mass produce viable embryos. The stated
aim of the research is to better understand the disease process of various disorders. Oddly enough these disorders are
often the result of mutations in the mitochondria. The very stuff that is left in the egg once the nucleus is removed -
bovine mitochondria. But we are assured that this does not effect the "humaness" of the embryo as mitochondria is
present merely to provide an energy source. 



That's kinda true - but it's also the source of the disorders the researchers are saying they want to understand. So what's
the real purpose of this research?. Why would anyone want to manufacture "human" embryos using cow's eggs?



Well, human eggs are difficult to source, but cows eggs are readily available. A seed of a technology exists that might
make it possible to mass produce embryos - a valuable commodity Somebody could make a fortune off of designer
embryos for the research market if they held a patent. 



A problem remans, however, how do you sell that idea to a nation?

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Lilybean - 2008/03/25 07:23
_____________________________________

Clare, have you ever read the book, The Naked Ape: A Zoologist's Study of the Human Animal by Desmond Morris?



http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Desmond_Morris



Like it or not, homo sapien sapiens (human beings) ARE animals. We're mammals, at that. Just because we walk upright
and know how to communicate with verbal and written languages doesn't make us all that special from the other animals
on the planet. On the contrary, it often makes us worse, seeing all the damage we human beings cause on planet Earth.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Martin - 2008/03/25 09:55
_____________________________________

Meg, far from being offended by your comments, I think you speak a lot of sense.



I am a practicing catholic and, in fact, I spent a number of years in my youth training to be a catholic priest. (I terminated
my training for purely personal reasons, completely unconnected with church policies or whatever).



I think the way people with a healthy faith behave is being somewhat misrepresented here. 



Anyone with a healthy faith continually nurtures it and informs it. This is done by reading, prayer (don't mock!!) and
serious consideration, not by blindly following what anyone else says. When someone like Keith O'Brien states that
something is evil, then, as a practicing catholic, I give what he says a great deal of credence, so much so that I will go
and try to find out more abut it. Having researched the basis of his opinion, it is up to me whether I accept this basic
reasoning. I then try to decide FOR MYSELF whether the anticipated benefits justify the actions. Then I will form an
opinion whether it is  good thing, a bad thing or barely acceptable or whatever.



I would hope that any catholic politician would do the same.
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To criticise a priest at whatever level for attempting to guide his parishioners makes as much sense as criticising a doctor
for healing people or a teacher for educating. It's what they do! However, I would hope that any person elected to
represent a constituency would have the maturity in their faith to follow their consciences and not "blindly follow"
instructions.



However, the electorate must be aware that catholic politicians will have a catholic influenced conscience and so I
strongly agree with Meg that this should be stated when people are standing for council, or government, whether
Holyrood or Westminster.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Tibbie Dunbar - 2008/03/25 10:05
_____________________________________

I have two questions:



The Vatican urged all Catholics to stop donating money to Amnesty International over the group's decision to back
abortion for rape victims. 



Will the Catholic Church also urge its followers to stop donating money to the two hundred or so charities, including
Cancer Research and the British Heart Foundation who have written to MPs urging them to support the Human
Fertilisation and Embryology Bill?



Secondly, if the Catholic Church is opposed to this Bill on the grounds of conscience, will they also urge their followers to
refuse all benefits from the advances in medical diagnoses and treatments that the provisions in this Bill could bring?

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/25 10:30
_____________________________________

Martin wrote:

Meg, far from being offended by your comments, I think you speak a lot of sense.



I am a practicing catholic and, in fact, I spent a number of years in my youth training to be a catholic priest. (I terminated
my training for purely personal reasons, completely unconnected with church policies or whatever).



I think the way people with a healthy faith behave is being somewhat misrepresented here. 



Anyone with a healthy faith continually nurtures it and informs it. This is done by reading, prayer (don't mock!!) and
serious consideration, not by blindly following what anyone else says. When someone like Keith O'Brien states that
something is evil, then, as a practicing catholic, I give what he says a great deal of credence, so much so that I will go
and try to find out more abut it. Having researched the basis of his opinion, it is up to me whether I accept this basic
reasoning. I then try to decide FOR MYSELF whether the anticipated benefits justify the actions. Then I will form an
opinion whether it is  good thing, a bad thing or barely acceptable or whatever.



I would hope that any catholic politician would do the same.



To criticise a priest at whatever level for attempting to guide his parishioners makes as much sense as criticising a doctor
for healing people or a teacher for educating. It's what they do! However, I would hope that any person elected to
represent a constituency would have the maturity in their faith to follow their consciences and not "blindly follow"
instructions.



However, the electorate must be aware that catholic politicians will have a catholic influenced conscience and so I
strongly agree with Meg that this should be stated when people are standing for council, or government, whether
Holyrood or Westminster.



An excellent post Martin that happens to reflect the views of my convent educated wife (no longer an RC) who always
maintained that the individuals conscience was paramount and took precedence over anything the church says. 
Sensible Catholics take the guidance of their priests with a pinch of salt.  Presumably that's why nearly all of them ignore
the ludicrous policy on contraception.

============================================================================
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Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/25 11:17
_____________________________________

You see Lev?  You just can't help yourself can you?  Martin did NOT say catholics take what their priests say with a
pinch of salt!  He didn't say anything like that.  So don't speak for catholics Lev, you don't have the right. 



Lily, we possess consciences.  Animals don't.  That's the difference.  Quote as many books as you like.  You won't
change that fact.    



Tibbie do you have a view on the mixing of human and animal cells or are you another one who favours ignoring that
issue in favour of catholic-bashing.   



When people started complaining about the things animals were being subjected to at the hands of scientists the
defence was "Oh they're only animals and it isn't as if they're human." When embryos became part of the research the
defence was, "Oh they're only embroyos. Its not as if they're viable." When they started mixing cells from different
animals together to produce weird new hybrid types they said, "Oh behave. Its not as if this sort of thing involves mixing
human cells with anything. That will NEVER be allowed to happen." 



Well we're nearly there. Its about to happen. They are going to mix human cells with those of animals.  And all people
can do, some of them, is attack those who aren't even people now, we're just "RC's" and ignore this research.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/25 12:22
_____________________________________

Meg I enjoyed your post.  My position on this whole thing is that people are now focusing only on MPs who are catholic. 
Incredibly we also appear to be saying that there is no place for conscience in politics regardless of whether one has a
religion or not  I happen to believe that MPs will come across issues which will require a great deal of thought and a final
decision via the examination of their conscience.  I don't mean this in a religious way.  I mean that some decisions are so
massive - like this one - that serious thought on the matter is not only unavoidable but absolutely necessary.  The real
surprise for me is that there are not more consciences in the Commons or indeed, that Mr Brown, believes that
conscience is an issue only for catholics and that others don't possess one.  I have said before and I think it is worth
repeating: if I was not of the catholic faith I think I would feel extremely insulted by that.  



Now we are even appearing to suggest that someone will have to say they are catholic before standing for election.  As a
voter myself I would actually welcome ALL politicians using their consciences a bit more actually.  I think it should be a
natural thing and it certainly shouldn't be seen as unusual.  Perhaps the fact that it is says a great deal about just how far
we have fallen in terms of values.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/25 12:39
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

You see Lev?  You just can't help yourself can you?  Martin did NOT say catholics take what their priests say with a
pinch of salt!  He didn't say anything like that.  So don't speak for catholics Lev, you don't have the right. 



Lily, we possess consciences.  Animals don't.  That's the difference.  Quote as many books as you like.  You won't
change that fact.    



Tibbie do you have a view on the mixing of human and animal cells or are you another one who favours ignoring that
issue in favour of catholic-bashing.   



When people started complaining about the things animals were being subjected to at the hands of scientists the
defence was "Oh they're only animals and it isn't as if they're human." When embryos became part of the research the
defence was, "Oh they're only embroyos. Its not as if they're viable." When they started mixing cells from different
animals together to produce weird new hybrid types they said, "Oh behave. Its not as if this sort of thing involves mixing
human cells with anything. That will NEVER be allowed to happen." 
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Well we're nearly there. Its about to happen. They are going to mix human cells with those of animals.  And all people
can do, some of them, is attack those who aren't even people now, we're just "RC's" and ignore this research.



My goodness Clare there's not much gets past you!  You're quite right, Martin didn't say that, I did.

It's quite clear that the vast majority of RCs just ignore what priests say about contraception because it is clearly
ludicrous so I call that taking their advice with a pinch of salt.  Do you have a better name for it?  I wouldn't dream of
speaking for Catholics - I'm too rational ;) 

Way back in this thread I did point out that humans are, for all practical purposes, physiologically very similar to animals
BUT we did have "the ability to think rationally and in the abstract" i.e. we have the ability to construct a conscience
which is an entirely abstract notion.  I'm sure Lily is well aware of this crucial difference too.

You're confused on one  (one??) important point; they are NOT"....going to mix human cells with those of animals.".  It is
proposed to use some human DNA and parts of animal cells to produce specific types of cells that could be used for
research.

Presumably using similar thought processes you would be in favour of banning the cultivation of opium poppies because
they are used to produce heroin whilst ignoring the benefit of the opiates they also used to produce that are widely used
in palliative care.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/25 12:46
_____________________________________

Levenax wrote:

Meg wrote:

However, if he feels that he should vote on issues in a certain way because of his religion then I think he should state this
in his election literature - just as he might say if any group is giving him donations.

My reason for writing to him would be to ask if he would see his religion as a reason to vote in a certain way and if he is
influenced on the way he should vote by the Church's leaders.  Whilst I will never vote for Des Browne (for other
reasons), I have to say that for the first time, it has made me realise that someone's religious views, whatever they may
be, may be something I should consider when deciding how to vote.



You make very valid points.  Labour has traditionally relied on the votes of RCs especially in areas like Lanarkshire,
Glasgow and Dunbartonshire and to garner these votes, almost like a tribute, they've usually fielded MPs and councillors
of the right persuasion.  This aberration in Scottish politics has tainted the political pool for decades but thankfully its
influence is on the wane as other parties take over from clapped out Labour.  In the same vein one wonders why any
woman would vote for a muslim MP or councillor in view of the overt misogyny displayed by islam.  Fortunately I can't
imagine Scotland ever becoming like the US where candidates vie with each other to show how pious they are - yuk.   :(



Ah, so now "RC's" have "tainted" the political pool have they?  My goodness Lev you're really going to town now aren't
you?  You who keep saying this isn't about bigotry for you!   There are quite a few "aberrations" in Scottish life I would
like to see an end to.  One is the tendency of some to be unable to function without a bigoted approach to everything
leading to the sectarian environment we live in.  I just hadn't realised it was still so bad.  For your information Lev Labour
appealed to the poor in Scotland I believe and it was the Party the poor turned to, the poor of all religions.  You are surely
not saying Labour's massive popularity in Scotland was all down to catholics surely?  We don't have the number of
catholics to justify that statement.  Labour's success here was across the board.  The church incidentally was traditionally
pro-Conservative.       



I have found this debate thoroughly depressing and actually distressing in places if I'm honest.   I love my country, I am
educated, I work and always have worked, I pay my taxes and I try to be a responsible citizen.   The shock for me in
recent days has been coming across people who hate me and any view I express simply because of my religion.  The
fact that my views are considered doesn't count.  I'm a catholic and therefore.....



I'm still proud of my own parents that they did not raise me to judge people in terms of their religion and I am deeply
relieved about that for it must be a trial indeed to function with the trait that is bigotry within you.  My wish for the UK and
Scotland is that both function with responsible politicians who ALL have consciences and who use them as they form
policy so that none of them need to be singled out for ridicule simply for having a certain religion.  As I have previously
stated doesn't the the fact that the issue of conscience provokes such ridicule show just how far we have sunk?    



At least five other countries have banned this research and I believe that fact has also been set aside by the catho-
phobes as unimportant and irrelevant too.  Incredible.

============================================================================
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Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/25 12:47
_____________________________________

Lev, no, you are a bigot and there is nothing rational about bigotry.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/25 13:48
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:



Ah, so now "RC's" have "tainted" the political pool have they?  My goodness Lev you're really going to town now aren't
you?  You who keep saying this isn't about bigotry for you!   There are quite a few "aberrations" in Scottish life I would
like to see an end to.  One is the tendency of some to be unable to function without a bigoted approach to everything
leading to the sectarian environment we live in.



No.  You'll need to pay more attention Clare.  It's the Labour Party's behaviour that caused the aberration that tainted the
pool.  Their cynical exploitation of of a particular demographic in some areas was reprehensible IMO.  It led to farcical
decisions like the prohibition of Ken Russell's supposedly anti clerical film "The Devils" in the early seventies from public
cinemas in Glasgow. 

I share your desire to see an end to the poison of bigotry.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by DoricMan - 2008/03/25 15:29
_____________________________________

I now realise that in voting for a new parliament, I voted for my MP complete with an invisible Siamese Catholic twin. Not
only that, the "twin" can spout any "science" in support of its unsupportable views, hijack the democratic process that I
thought, as a voter, I possess.

What price democracy?

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/25 15:52
_____________________________________

Levenax wrote:

Clare wrote:



Ah, so now "RC's" have "tainted" the political pool have they?  My goodness Lev you're really going to town now aren't
you?  You who keep saying this isn't about bigotry for you!   There are quite a few "aberrations" in Scottish life I would
like to see an end to.  One is the tendency of some to be unable to function without a bigoted approach to everything
leading to the sectarian environment we live in.



No.  You'll need to pay more attention Clare.  It's the Labour Party's behaviour that caused the aberration that tainted the
pool.  Their cynical exploitation of of a particular demographic in some areas was reprehensible IMO.  It led to farcical
decisions like the prohibition of Ken Russell's supposedly anti clerical film "The Devils" in the early seventies from public
cinemas in Glasgow. 

I share your desire to see an end to the poison of bigotry.



I've paid very close attention Lev, and your posts in particular are tainted with bigotry most of them.   Maybe you don't
even realise you're doing it.   You could have avoided that in this debate and you chose not to.  I doubt whether you have
any desire whatsoever to see an end to bigotry Lev.  Your distaste of all things, and all people, catholic on this particular
threads is more than obvious.  You seem very comfortable indeed with that state of affairs.

============================================================================
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Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/25 20:16
_____________________________________

Robin T Cox wrote:

Clare,



As you appear not to recognise either Cardinal O'Brien's use of intemperate language, or indeed your own, far be it from
me to enlighten you.



Let me, however, simply observe that it doesn't help either your cause or the quality of the discussion when you accuse
me of being 'low indeed' or 'trying to lie'.



My objection to what Cardinal O'Brien is saying does not stem from his religion, but from his failure to understand the
nature of the science involved in this research, and from his inability to ascribe other than the most sinister motives to
those carrying it out. And, as I have already said, I regard it as perverse to try to deny research which is designed to
alleviate much real suffering, whilst hysterically protesting about imaginary Frankenstein monstrosities and the like.



The horror, it seems to me, stems from ignorance, pure and simple.



As I have also said, I regard the argument that only those who oppose such research can be said to be acting in good
conscience as spurious. On the other hand, I think it is right to be highly suspicious of those who parade their
consciences, since it seems that apart from expecting blind respect they really have no serious argument in this matter.



Robin, first off, I don't have a "cause".  



I was not involved in bringing religion into this debate and my position was, and remains, that conscience should play a
part in a decision like the one under consideration.  I also believe that no government has the right to impose a three line
whip on such an issue when public opinion may clash with what that government intends to do.  



The person who spoke publicly on the matter happened to be Keith O'Brien.  You are quite simply WRONG when you
declare, by whose authority I'm not sure, that he does not "know" what he is talking about.  He does.  That fact has been
established over the weekend after a few other people made the same judgement about him that you did.  Indeed
anyone who thinks a man of Keith O'Brien's intelligence would make a public statement on such a matter without
researching it first must think he is very stupid indeed.  He is also a Science Graduate.  As for your use of the word
"imaginery" to describe his concerns there we have yet another example of your opinion presented as fact.   



On Sunday, the SH contained a statement by one Dr Minger who claimed that human and animal cells would not be
mixed and that there had been a misunderstanding.  Yesterday the Herald contained in its Editorial confirmation that
there were indeed clauses in this Bill covering just such a situation.  Dr Minger is therefore the person lying here, not
Keith O'Brien. 



The debate on this thread has lacked quality throughout because of the inability of some to move away from religion. 
That issue, religion, catholicism in particular, has dominated unfortunately and at various times people who follow that
religion have been accused of all sorts of things.  I would say indeed that the insults hurled were unhelpful, hurtful and
downright unnecessary but then I was the target so it doesn't matter presumably.  Fine. 



I saw no evidence of "hysteria" from Keith O'Brien.  I read a homily urging MPs to think very carefully about this Bill and
the implications of it.  That is not hysteria.  I think it was excellent advice.  The response of some others was, however,
hysterical indeed.  This man according to most of you had no right to be involved, how dare he.....and so it went.  Let's
get away from the issue and attack the man himself.  And let's also attack anyone who disagrees with us and if they
happen to be catholic also, all the better.  Let's accuse them of intemperate language instead of examining our own
conduct.  So yes Robin, far be it from you to "enlighten" me indeed! 



I have said from the beginning this issue was of great importance to all of us regardless of anyone's beliefs.  I still believe
that.  I know, for sure that is, that many people have reservations about the research and about boundaries being
removed.   I know too that those people care about the sick.  I know that many other countries have banned this
research, and presumably they weren't all forced into doing so by crazy, lunatic Cardinals.  I would like to know why it
was banned.  I would also like to know why the government in this country sort to FORCE their MPs to back it and I
believe that a free vote on some aspects is now to be permitted.  (I think I caught that news earlier somewhere.)  So if
that is true Keith O'Brien has achieved something hasn't he and well done him for as I have always said, it is far easier to
run with the pack on such issues than to ask people to stop and think about the consequences.  Goodness knows he has
been subjected to outrageous attacks in recent days.  



I will not take further part in this particular thread you'll be pleased to know Robin.  I'm sickened by much of what I've
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read.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Robin T Cox - 2008/03/25 21:30
_____________________________________

Clare,



As you are a lady, I concede your right to have the last word. I have nothing further to add.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Jimbo - 2008/03/25 22:23
_____________________________________

There's been a lot of talk on this subject about MPs voting with their conscience. Don't forget, these are the people who
were happy to sacrifice hundreds of thousands of lives in Iraq in their grab for oil. Conscience appears to be something
MPs leave at the door when they enter Westminster.



For what it's worth. I've been following this debate since the start and I have to say that I'm 100% behind Clare, not on
religious grounds but purely on personal beliefs.



I'm all for any research that could in the future eradicate cancer and other diseases but I feel that the cloning of a 'twin' is
just a step too far.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Tibbie Dunbar - 2008/03/26 07:31
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

  



Tibbie do you have a view on the mixing of human and animal cells or are you another one who favours ignoring that
issue in favour of catholic-bashing.   





Yes I do have a view on animal cell/human DNA stem cell investigations.



Catholic-bashing, why Clare? My questions are valid, perhaps you are just unable to answer them.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Lilybean - 2008/03/26 08:57
_____________________________________

Clare, I wasn't quoting from a book, I merely asked you if you'd ever read it. I gather from your reply that you haven't. 



Lev, thank you, yes, I'm aware that the human beings' ability for rational thought and development of a conscience sets
us animals apart from the other animals on the planet; however, I don't see how that ability should privilege is over the
other species that share the planet with us. I know the Old Testment of the Bible (somewhere in Genesis) says, "Man
shall have dominion...." blah, blah, blah, but given the damage Man's dominion has caused.... what's the point in having
a conscience, individual or collective, if it's not going to be exercised with due care?  



In my next life, I'm coming back as someone's pampered pooch! An obnoxious, yappy ankle-biter. :laugh: ;)

============================================================================
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Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/26 10:41
_____________________________________

Tibbie, I asked about your view on it as that was what the thread was about, that's all.  I didn't get into the other issues
you raised as they were obviously a departure from what we were discussing.  I don't have a problem discussing them
elsewhere but I can say I support the work Amnesty does in other areas.  There are sometimes issues obviously with the
type of "help" we provide for our sisters elsewhere in the world.  I recall when the contraceptive injection was first being
trialed and it was the women of Africa who were used as guinea pigs for it.  The drug was effective allegedly for up to a
year, as were the side effects associated with it, which weren't known at that time as it was only just being tried out.  But
then we Western women need to know we're safe don't we?  Better to test these things on the women of Africa first and
call it "aid".        



Lily, the point you appeared to make yesterday was that we were the same as animals.  I said that no matter what book
you refer to you wouldn't change the fact that we are different from animals.  We have consciences. I said that, not Lev. 
We also make the decisions for the planet and what an almighty mess we have made of that.    I haven't read the book
you refer to, no.   



I very much agree that animals get a rough deal from man.  A very rough deal. I think embryos do too.



(I said later yesterday I wouldn't add further to this thread but did so today in order that Tibbie and Lily wouldn't think I
was ignoring their replies to me.)

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Lilybean - 2008/03/26 11:06
_____________________________________

Claire, I am aware you were first to say human beings have a conscience. My comment to Levenax was my way of
thanking him for recognizing that I too am aware of distinction without having to state it outright. 



Embryos created and used for scietific research get a raw deal, true, but at the same time I wouldn't say they're human
beings who have "rights" like the people who walk and talk on this planet. IMO, stem cell research and genetically
altering stuff is a bad idea. Diseases, like war and famine, act as a necessary population control. Cure all the diseases,
let every embryo mature to a live birth and the planet is overrun. Where do we put all the people? How do we feed them?
I cringe.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by DoricMan - 2008/03/26 12:15
_____________________________________

I hope the scientists and the HFEA soon get the platform to put to rest all the misinformation that has overwhelmed and
distorted this important advance in human science.

Once the world was the center of the universe and little has changed in the following centuries.

What I wonder would be the torrent of abuse I would attract if I offered one of my skin cells for implanting in an empty
cow embryo. You see I have rights in what I do with my genetic code, and I fail to see how anyone can prevent me from
doing so.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Martin - 2008/03/26 12:23
_____________________________________

Lilybean wrote:

Claire, I am aware you were first to say human beings have a conscience. My comment to Levenax was my way of
thanking him for recognizing that I too am aware of distinction without having to state it outright. 



Embryos created and used for scietific research get a raw deal, true, but at the same time I wouldn't say they're human
beings who have "rights" like the people who walk and talk on this planet. IMO, stem cell research and genetically
altering stuff is a bad idea. Diseases, like war and famine, act as a necessary population control. Cure all the diseases,
let every embryo mature to a live birth and the planet is overrun. Where do we put all the people? How do we feed them?
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I cringe.



And there, Lilybean, you have cut right to the heart of the issue, thank you very much. :) 



While trying very hard to present a balanced picture, I will try to outline the fundemental difference which underpins this
argument.



The Catholic church, in common with many other denominations and faiths, believe that human life is present from the
moment of conception. Therefore, any manipulation of those cells, (embryos, babies or whatever name your rhetoric
chooses to use) is seen as an act on another human being and, as such, completely abhorrent. So terms like murder in
the case of abortion and frankenstein in the case of cell manipulation are felt to be justified. If you accept the premise
that human life is present from conception, all other scientific arguments justifying the research are irrelevant



In the case of many of the scientific community, they stat that an embryo is not human until it is viable outside the womb,
although they cloud this opinion by saving so many premature births and so are not able to put a figure on this time. Also,
the viability argument can be made just as validly for a car crash victim who is in a coma.



I really don't see an answer to this argument, certainly not in the short term. 



I have tried to present a balanced view of the argument, pointing out he weaknesses in the scientific argument. I think the
weaknesses of the religious argument have already been extensively explored.



I am really disappointed with the tone of this discussion, I have to say. What we have here is a fundemental scientific and
philosophical disagreement, which has been and will be debated for some time to come. However, accusation of people
being delusional, bigoted and many others have polluted this discussion and helped its progress not at all.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/26 13:30
_____________________________________

Martin



I keep saying I'm withdrawing from this debate.  Sorry that I'm still here and I can only hope I don't pollute the debate
further than you may think I have already. 



The "scientific" community doesn't save premature babies by the way, the medical community does.  



Sitting on the fence as you have really isn't the answer either tho is it?  You have, I feel, judged two sides of the debate
without actually committing yourself on the issue.  That is unfortunate.  If we all do that how will anything ever get done?  



My objections to what is proposed are straightforward.  One major lie has emerged in recent days, told by one Dr Minger,
who claimed that research to produce hybrid embryos was not proposed.  Oh yes it is.  That fact has been established
now.  



Many people, I'm not sure of the numbers, are against research of this kind on principle.  Those people are not
necessarily religious, they simply believe in having boundaries in science and mixing humans and animals is something
they feel goes beyond that.  The embryo, regardless of the viability argument, is what we develop from, and for that
reason I cannot view it as raw material for experiments but as something entitled to more respect.  Again I have to stress
this is not just a "catholic" approach but one which many people hold who believe in "conscience" when such decisions
are being made.  



As for your view that the weakness of the "religious" argument has been explored I disagree emphatically Martin.  There
was NO religious argument put.  This issue was simply made into one because Keith O'Brien kicked off the debate and
others clearly resented that and preferred to focus on his religion and attack him on those grounds rather than debate the
issue itself.  



Scientists can happily discuss science and I have no problem with that.  When, however, it interferes as this legislation
does, with those lines and boundaries I keep talking about then I will speak out.  I do not go with the view that scientists
are always right and I certainly don't trust them.  That is why I will opt for boundaries every time.  Then we ALL know the
rules.  



I will say no more on this issue this time.
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============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/26 13:31
_____________________________________

And btw I don't care what people do to my karma.  I'm not here for a high score in Karma :)

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Martin - 2008/03/26 15:28
_____________________________________

Hi Claire, you have accused me, quite fairly, of sitting on the fence. I do take issue, however, with your statement that it
does not move the debate on. What I attempted to do was to put the discussion into some context around which a
discussion can be continued, and take some of the emotion out of the debate which was clouding discussion. The
slagging off of each other as to who is delusional, who blindly follows the instructions of an ill-informed cleric, who is
bigoted, who has or does not have a monopoly on conscience etc is what was stopping this debate going forward.



My opinion, (and I brace myself following this, Lev ;) ) is that life does in fact begin at the moment of conception. The fact
that the medical community (scientists all ;) ) continually save children earlier and earlier into pregnancies and the fact
that no one will put a date on when life begins leads me to that conclusion. Consequently, as a convinced Christian, I
have to believe that if human life begins at conception, then a human soul is created at that point. In Christian theology, it
is the immortal soul that makes us different from the animals. Therefore, if an immortal soul is present, any tampering
with this is fundementally wrong. 



So, if a human egg is fertilised, then life is created. However, there are many other areas of research not fully explored.
For instance strem cell research; stem cells present in many places, eg in the umbilical cord, these are just cells and
experimentation on them is no less acceptable than experimentation in blood. Why do scientists not concentrate efforts
on this form of research?



That's my opinion, Folks, made from thought, prayer and research, including the teachings of my church and priests.
However, they are my own thoughts, not mindless regurgitation.



How's that, Clare. ;)

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Meg - 2008/03/26 16:05
_____________________________________

I too am a fence sitter Clare but this does not mean that I will not come to a conclusion. Like many people, I struggle with
the thought of the research that is being proposed however, I know that in the future, if some medical advance were to
happen as a result of it and I could benefit, then I would most likely want that treatment. I may never be in the position to
need any of that treatment but is it right to deny it to other people?  This is why I find it difficult to decide.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by scunnert - 2008/03/26 16:36
_____________________________________

Regarding Dr. Minger's proposed research I can say the "good" doctor is prone to porkies.



"There are cow versions of proteins and some mitochondria (which provide the cells with energy), but as the cell lines
expand over time, those proteins will be exclusively replaced with human proteins and the mitochondria will become
predominantly human."



tinyurl.com/34kz8a



This isn't true and he should know it.  The research I have read indicates that in NT embryos the oocyte mitochondria
(mtDNA) predominates at the blastocyst stage.

The Gaithering @ Scotsgait - Scotsgait FireBoard Forum Component version: NEW VERSION GOES HERE Generated: 9 January, 2009, 23:35





tinyurl.com/3afhoq



http://www.abbs.info/fulltxt/365/..%5C..%5Cpdf%5C365%5C04p371.pdf



There may mav have been some technical breakthrough that has overcome this limitation but my reading is that any
breakthrough would be in favour of the oocyte mtDNA rather than donor mtDNA. Why would he lie about this?

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by DoricMan - 2008/03/27 12:11
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

The "scientific" community doesn't save premature babies by the way, the medical community does.

The Scientific community has contributed a considerable number of products and technologies to save premature and
babies at risk of dying in infancy.

I worked in a company here in Scotland that developed products for monitoring desperately  ill and weak babies. Many
were prevented from dying due these scientific advances.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/27 14:04
_____________________________________

DoricMan wrote:

Clare wrote:

The "scientific" community doesn't save premature babies by the way, the medical community does.

The Scientific community has contributed a considerable number of products and technologies to save premature and
babies at risk of dying in infancy.

I worked in a company here in Scotland that developed products for monitoring desperately  ill and weak babies. Many
were prevented from dying due these scientific advances.



Very true DM.  I've worked in Biomedical Sciences for more than 30 years and we provided the information that medics
need to diagnose and treat patients successfuly.  Most medics don't have much of a background in science.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/27 14:19
_____________________________________

I didn't say they don't contribute.  I said its the medics who do the saving. I meant in hospitals etc.   



But hey they're only doctors and clearly they don't count much either.   



Martin, I have no comment to make about your post.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Tibbie Dunbar - 2008/03/28 12:22
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

Tibbie, I asked about your view on it as that was what the thread was about, that's all.  I didn't get into the other issues
you raised as they were obviously a departure from what we were discussing.  I don't have a problem discussing them
elsewhere but I can say I support the work Amnesty does in other areas.  There are sometimes issues obviously with the
type of "help" we provide for our sisters elsewhere in the world.  I recall when the contraceptive injection was first being
trialed and it was the women of Africa who were used as guinea pigs for it.  The drug was effective allegedly for up to a
year, as were the side effects associated with it, which weren't known at that time as it was only just being tried out.  But
then we Western women need to know we're safe don't we?  Better to test these things on the women of Africa first and
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call it "aid".        





Are you suggesting that Amnesty International have supported the use of African women as guinea pigs for a
contraceptive trial? That is ludicrous Clare.



As for the issues I have raised, they are not a departure from the discussion. 



"Schools and colleges must not support charities or groups that promote or fund anti-life policies, such as Red Nose Day
and Amnesty International." 

The Rt. Rev Patrick O'Donoghue, Bishop of Lancaster. 



The Catholic Church urges their followers not to support charities if they do not fall in line with church policies. They quite
clearly oppose the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Bill. The Association of Medical Research Charities clearly
opposes the view of the Catholic Church and two hundred of its members are actively lobbying MPs to vote in favour of
the Bill.  So will the Catholic Church urge its followers to stop supporting these charities too? 



Secondly, as you yourself have said earlier in this discussion, the Catholic Church opposes this Bill on the grounds of
conscience. What I am asking you is will they also urge their followers to refuse all benefits from the advances in medical
diagnoses and treatments that the provisions in this Bill could bring?



You can call that 'catholic-bashing' if you want to avoid the questions but they are relevant to the discussion.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/28 13:42
_____________________________________

Tibbie, the topic of the discussion was the Bill about to go through Parliament and the statement made on Easter Sunday
by Cardinal Keith O'Brien.  The other point I repeatedly attempted to make is that this wasn't a religious issue when so
many oppose the mixing of human and animal in such a way.   That isn't about religion but boundaries being set.  Its
about principles and ethics.   



Secondly I am not accusing Amnesty in particular of exploiting the women of Africa by using them as guinea pigs, I am
accusing "the West" in general of that.  It happened.  It is not ludicrous.  The trials happened.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Bananaman - 2008/03/28 14:53
_____________________________________

I have several problems with this vote and with the whole concept of genetic embryo research.



My problems with the vote are related to my scepticism about our elected representatives and their ability and inclination
to consider what's best for our society and the long-term implications of anything.



Given the ongoing saga over their expenses, the jobs they move on to when they retire, the honours for votes sagas, etc
how sure can we be that they are not succumbing to pressure from the large and completely unethical pharamceutical,
petrochemical and agricultural multi-nationals , e.g Monsanto?



If you look at the behaviour over the GM seeds which are infertile, can't remember the name for them, and how it virtually
enslaves peasant farmers who cannot keep any of this year's seeds to replant next year then I'm sure you can
understand this concern. Also the companies then copyright their creations. Which is not that far removed in legal terms
to ownership of a cloned organism and from there to slavery, e.g. Bladerunner.



On the issue of the any church attempting to tell MP's how they should vote and what their conscience ought to be it's an
insult to democracy. An MP is not elected to represent their faith but to represent ALL the people in their constituency,
without favour or prejudice.



And for any religious leader to attempt to pressurise members on the basis of their religious beliefs is unacceptable.



I have no difficulty with any religious leader expressing his or her veiws on a topic. Since I fail to see how one can
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express concern for the wellbeing of one's parishoners without being political, but that's entirely different from telling
elected representatives how they should vote or questioning the quality or depth of their faith.



After all one of our arguments about Iranian democracy is the religious nature of their parliamentary proceedings.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by DoricMan - 2008/03/30 11:18
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

I didn't say they don't contribute.  I said its the medics who do the saving. I meant in hospitals etc.The new scientific tools
give medical staff early warnings of potential dangers, as well as detailed data for proactive action. Science and medicine
are now properly integrated in our hospitals and will continue to develop even further, in the future.



But hey they're only doctors and clearly they don't count much either.Do I assume that this is your view of our Health
Service staff Clare. It is certainly not mine.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Kinghob - 2008/03/30 16:51
_____________________________________

I believe that medical advances for the good of all should be encouraged but strictly monitored, but let's be honest, the
likes of our Westminster government would use the embryo technology not only for the common good but to create the
odd virus or even to see if they can create a goat with the testicles of a bull grafted on to its forehead and a butt for eyes.



You don't need to be 'religious; to know this abuse could happen, (though religion usually knee jerks over these issues)
we have to be careful.



Cardinal O brien didn't mind getting a pacemaker fitted in the cardiac unit of the Royal.



How does he believe that the ability to create a mechanical version of the Sino-Atrial Node actually came about, and
does he realise that many religious types believed that prolonging life in this manner was also against "God's will"?

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Robin T Cox - 2008/03/30 20:15
_____________________________________

I wonder if anyone else saw the report in today's Independent about the Christian Right's funding of MPs to oppose the
proposed new laws on embryo research.

http://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/politics/exclusive-rightwing-christian-group-pays-for-commons-researchers-
802607.html

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/30 22:47
_____________________________________

Kinghob wrote:

Cardinal O brien didn't mind getting a pacemaker fitted in the cardiac unit of the Royal.



How does he believe that the ability to create a mechanical version of the Sino-Atrial Node actually came about....



god's will  B)

============================================================================
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Re:Embryo research
Posted by Martin - 2008/03/31 09:11
_____________________________________

I think the question regarding the Church's thinking on medical research has been clearly explained earlier in this
discussion.



To summarise, the Church is not campaigning against medical research per se, but this particular line of research where
human life is artificially created and then experimented on.



Research on pacemakers never used that line of experimentation.



KH and Lev, I am really disappointed at such a cheap shot from you guys. I have always though better of you.



(I'll be off offline for a week (on holiday) so, if you respond to this, I apologise, but I won't see it till next week).

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/31 09:25
_____________________________________

Lot's of people would think it was God's will.  I remember many years ago when my wife's very religious old aunty from
Donegal was in hospital for a major operation she said quite confidently that God would guide the surgeon's hands.  She
lived for another fifteen years.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Kinghob - 2008/03/31 09:26
_____________________________________

Levenax wrote:

Kinghob wrote:

Cardinal O brien didn't mind getting a pacemaker fitted in the cardiac unit of the Royal.



How does he believe that the ability to create a mechanical version of the Sino-Atrial Node actually came about....



god's will  B)



But that would be like him saying god is only willing to allow medical experimentation if it benefits the bishop himself then,
but if it is other experimentation or for anybody else (perhaps millions of humans) then god isn't as willing?



Like I said, the government is untrustworthy and paranoid enough to believe that they need to keep a chemical/germ
aspect of medical experimentation going as well as one that would benefit people from a medical perspective-that is what
is ultimately dodgy about the embryo research.



You need to have proper control of those allowed to participate, otherwise the moral aspect could be dodgy as it could
potentially cause harm.



I also would be against breeding human organs in half human forms with a heart and blood supply to give out organs 'off
the shelf' as that would also be dodgy and you would end up with some sort of 'terminator' styled super-soldier being
developed! lol

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Kinghob - 2008/03/31 09:28
_____________________________________

Is demonstrating a degree of hypocrisy about the advances of medical science benefitting the bishop himself really a
"cheap shot"?



I don't think so.
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============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Martin - 2008/03/31 10:46
_____________________________________

Kinghob wrote:

Is demonstrating a degree of hypocrisy about the advances of medical science benefitting the bishop himself really a
"cheap shot"?



I don't think so.



If that's what you were doing, then I would agree with you. However, what you were in fact doing, whether deliberately or
not, was misrepresenting the position of the Catholic Church.



Were they opposing all medical research, then having a pacemaker fitted would be crass hypocrisy. However, that is
demonstrably not the case. They are, in fact, opposing one line of research. To my knowledge embryo research was
never used to perfect the pacemaker. 



If I am wrong in this, I will stand corrected and agree with your hypocrisy claim, if not, I stand by my cheap shot statement.



(I will also call for all the scientists involved to be prosecuted as embryo research is not legal as yet).

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/03/31 10:59
_____________________________________

Oh how disappointing, still catholic bashing just for the hell of it.    Cheap shot doesn't even cover this latest little lot.  
The fact that the shots are based on something that was never said by the Catholic Church make them cheaper still. 
The line of research opposed by many people, other than catholics (another wee detail you guys ignore in order to simply
indulge in sectarian bile) has been made clear.   If you are suggesting that anyone who opposes the mixing of human
and animal material makes the person who opposes it not entitled to medical treatment then you really need help.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Kinghob - 2008/03/31 11:42
_____________________________________

Make no mistake, I still attend mass to accompany my mum, though I believe we invent our god to look like us or fit in
with us. Still, I do better than most people who claim to be Catholics (or indeed Protestants) by respectfully sitting through
the odd service.



I have absolutely nothing against the Catholic Church, (was mainly educated in Catholic schools and still know the Gloria
in Latin!) but this embryo controversy is because of the lack of trust in governments rather than lack of trust in a church
who would actually be expected to oppose embryonic research.



At least that is where my misgivings arise. I still believe that if intervention to save a life by pacemaker is allowed, then
the same should be applied to using a condom to save a life!



I am obviously going to be amazed at the retort I will receive from accusers who believe that such a thought is sectarian.
(I have no luck on these forums-this is the very first time I have been called sectarian by anybody and it is not justified as
I don't play to the stupid religious divide between "Christians")



The biggest damage committed by the Catholic Church nowadays is the stupid stance over condoms that has allowed
generations of children and adults to be infected with diseases that should have been preventable.



My mother is a Catholic, a practicing one at that, and yet ensured we ignored such archaic advice from the head of the
catholic Church.



We don't need to be robots, but I really object to being referred to as sectarian presumably by a paranoid Catholic who
knows nothing about what I think.
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============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by DoricMan - 2008/03/31 13:05
_____________________________________

How about now declaring goodwill and respect for our fellow beings, as I think this topic has at last reached its untidy
demise.

Peace to all contributors.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/03/31 15:02
_____________________________________

RIP

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Martin - 2008/03/31 15:04
_____________________________________

Levenax wrote:

RIP



:laugh: :laugh: 



A truce sounds good to me!!



:laugh: :laugh:

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/04/01 13:19
_____________________________________

As the "paranoid" catholic referred to in your response Kinghob can I just bury that myth too?  No paranoia here, only a
person who remains astounded myself by the outcry against an individual, Keith O'Brien, and the church he belongs to,
for simply speaking on a subject that was NEVER about religion in the first place.  It was about ethics and morals and
crossing lines and boundaries by mixing human and animal to produce hybrids for experimentation.  As previously
stated, tho clearly it keeps being ignored, that specific sort of research is creating concern for many people on various
grounds, none of them religious.    



Bringing in the fact that Keith O'Brien had a pacemaker fitted and suggesting he has no right to such treatment since he
has opposed research involving embryos and animals beggars belief.  It is a ludicrous, absurd argument and anyone with
the IQ of a cardboard box should be able to see that.  What are we saying here, that if one opposes any sort of medical
research one therefore must give up all rights to any medical treatment at all?   Think about it Kinghob, for that is exactly
what is being said.   

 

I remain confident that I am right in believing that many of the criticisms made would not have been made had the
messenger been anyone but Keith O'Brien.  Additional comments added on in order to ridicule catholics further do
nothing for the debate either.  I have to also say if such comments were directed at the "trendier" minority groups there
would have been a public outcry!

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/04/01 13:21
_____________________________________
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Doric, bit late for respect is it not?

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by scunnert - 2008/04/01 16:07
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:



"I remain confident that I am right in believing that many of the criticisms made would not have been made had the
messenger been anyone but Keith O'Brien. Additional comments added on in order to ridicule catholics further do
nothing for the debate either. I have to also say if such comments were directed at the "trendier" minority groups there
would have been a public outcry!"



As a prody dog I agree with Clare's assessment.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Jaimekens - 2008/04/02 09:04
_____________________________________

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/health/7323298.stm



call it what you want.  my biggest fears come true.



I think it is quite disturbing that they have decided to do this.  And if you think it will 'end' at this... you are sadly mistaken. 
Someone will always..dream a little bit further to the askew... (and if you dont think it is askew... think of the rapists who
have gone down to children... think of the fetishes.. that go down to necrophelia) 



 Never happy as life is.. we will always be trying to solve 'life's problems'  or what we perceive as life's problems..  but if
you take a step in the deaf world... they think..'we' are the problem at times.  'they are just fine..'  that has to tell you
something.  

We just cannot leave 'well enough' alone, can we?   

So why do you believe that scientists wont grow half humans in years to come?  Well, if it can be done to grow organs.... 
have you ever considered the rh factor?  where your body rejects the abnormal object in your body?  Your body is at war
from within...  Kinghob is right!

I dont see anything gained by this but circus, hocus pocus -freak of nature profits.  They are finished playing with the
plant and animal hybrids.. and now they want to play with the human..and dna's...  Im totally against it.



I heard from Dr Kennedy that a baby this last year had been born at 22 weeks... and lived..



It takes me back to when my second was concieved... and i KNEW from the moment of conception.. i searched for my
doctor and they right away wanted to set me up with a ultra sound as i didnt have a ...hmmmhmmm...  but i KNEW when
my baby started life..  a mystical charge of electricalness  it was so new of a baby... that when they searched for her...
she was just a few cells!  Not even a strip of cells had formed.  And i have a video of each month of her formation...  And
I was SOOO amazed that i could know of her that soon!  I felt her flutter to life and was enamoured by her...  just a few
cells... my dear sweet angel.. i have been blessed ever since!  btw, the initial ultrasound... was weeks after the first
phone call!  I knew from the start.  If you do the timeline thingie backward...:)

 She was made to love.. she was made to share.. she was made to be compassionate of others.. and to be careful and
cautious on how she treated others... she was made to draw us lovely pictures.. and the minute she finds out of your
birthday.. she is off in a corner drawing up a fabulous card for you... she was made to think of others always... She is
such a giving person...she embraces life all around her...and grabs you into it.. like a butterfly...  and to think that this
special life could be just a bunch of cells with nothin special is so disgusting.  I did not 'teach' her 'her' fabulous self... that
is what SHE brought US!!!!  she is such a gift!!!  She gathers flowers in the yard in the spring...  She dances in the wind...
and she is such a rose!!!!   To cheapen her with such thoughts of...  cells and eggs.. dna.. organs... stem cells... sperm...
is atrocious!!!!!  Each of us was born with beauty..we should celebrate eachother and embrace eachother... not cheapen
life to the fullest!!!!!!!!!!!!

Each of my children have brought me great gifts.. that.. had they not been born... i so would have missed out.  I have
been blessed even down to the last cherub who is my cuddlewub.... Life is a blessing.  And this entanglement... of mixing
cells and bodyparts... is as grotesque as partial abortion!!!!!!  Shame on them for playing with life in such a way!  oh yes,
they have no shame.  for where does it end???  if you tell me it will end here, i can guarantee that it will not end here..
only for now... until some whack job moves the bar up!!!!!!! as it has been done today. such a sad day:( 
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To make women feel like their life would be sooo much better if they gave up their babies... the very thought!  First of all,
they played, they pay!  They need to be held accountable for their actions..  our government gave over $300,million for
this very reprehensible deed.  To promote that they should play and not worry about tomorrow...  go ahead.. here is free
birth control.. here is the surgery... you secret is safe with us!  I do NOT agree in this at all.



So to have another organization.. or many more.. playing with baby parts and cells is rather disgusting.  And how much
money will THEY be partaking in.  Clare is right about the birthcontrol thing...  they sit there and test their 'control
patches' on us.. until people start dying.. oops... maybe that doesnt work after all...  maybe the ole... birthcontrol thing
wasnt a good thing for us after all... it wasnt for  me.. thanks to the bloodclots.  condoms dont protect from stds, dont kid
yourself, hob.  its better to have a little..abstain.. than to toy with the fire. I have been on a .. more natural binge.. keep
the hell away from all these drugs as much as possible...  i watched my mom get drugged too much one way.. that she
had to have drugs to get back to normal...  from things as simple as stomache acids..  however did the ole people carry
on... we'll never know...

as much as the side effects on all these meds are.. how are we to REALLY believe that these are good, safe for us to be
using?  or abusing... as now is the case...:( 

science NEEDS boundaries.. because they go off the charts on... discovery...(THEYRE GOING TO ANILATE US!!!!):huh:
 lets dig up an ole plague that people buried away to get rid of... wouldnt THAT be a great idea???:blink:  lets think up...
germ warfare!!!! that will really oust'm... :blink: (us too..) Lets clone a lamb... whats the harm in that???(only the
playfullness that has lead us to this point and further down the road!!!!!!!!!)



sure science has done good...but, yes we need some boundaries of where we WILL NOT GO!!!  Because... as
necrophelia.. there has to be a stop to certain things!:blink: nasty. or people will be marryin their pets...:huh: and.. have
we no shame at all?

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Jaimekens - 2008/04/02 09:30
_____________________________________

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/science/nature/7324564.stm



i mean... there may very well be a d@mn good reason why certain things dont exist or are dead and buryied... why go
diggn up trouble for ourselves...  i mean... if it aint broke, why fix it?  and.. some things were just meant to be.... done
with.. for some crazy reason.. we shouldnt be bring the dinosaurs to life again, eh?:blink: but, you know scientists.. they
live eat and breathe their facsinations...:blink: :blink:

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/04/02 09:56
_____________________________________

Jaimekens, interesting reports elsewhere today confirm scientists have already created these hybrids (involving the
mixing of human and animal).  So its official.  Dr Minger, who claimed in the Sunday Herald ten days ago that people
were mistaken and misunderstood in believing any research of this nature was involved is, well, how can I put this?  He's
a liar!

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by DoricMan - 2008/04/02 10:22
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

Doric, bit late for respect is it not?It's never too late Clare.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/04/02 11:11
_____________________________________
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It so is Doric :)

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by scunnert - 2008/04/03 06:07
_____________________________________

A Times expert explains why a team from Newcastle upon Tyne are causing controversy over stem cell legislation



tinyurl.com/35wgmh

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Jaimekens - 2008/04/04 08:23
_____________________________________

they may feel that they are undercontrol with their little experiment.. but, theyve opened the pandora's box.  Someone
else who is ... not as.. 'moral' as them may take it a step further.. they said that it wouldnt be used to grow half humans...
but, that is 'THEIR' personal oppinion... for the day.    IT DIDNT STOP THEM FROM MAKING THE FIRST MOVE!  and
who is to stop freak whacko scientists...(WHO HAVENT A MORAL COMPASS IN THEIR BONES... WHO HAVE NO
...STANDARDS....

such a provacative move behind the laws that bind us... i would think that that was a bit.... i dunno.... 



ILLEGAL!  



by the bounds of ... laws and contracts and date entities.... i mean... if i was to bounce a check outside the date... of
when i got paid..... even though i KNEW THE MONEY WAS COMING...  even though i get PAID EVERY WEEK
BEFORE.. FOR TEN YEARS... i would STILL HAVE TO PAY THE PENALTY OF MY SINS... dont you agree?  i dont get
any 'SPECIAL TREATMENT'!!!!!!  even if it were for something very important.. such as gas for work... the last rent
payment before eviction...  a crumb of bread to tide me over before pay day...





the nerve of some people!

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Brenna1508 - 2008/04/04 10:41
_____________________________________

Scunnert wrote:

A Times expert explains why a team from Newcastle upon Tyne are causing controversy over stem cell legislation

Thanks for that Scunnert, it is an interesting and enlightening article. (Btw you will need to add another "/" at the end of
tinyurl to reach that page). ;) 



I see that the majority of the public are for the research: A consultation by the HFEA found that 61 per cent of the public
are in favour of this work, if it is used to improve understanding of serious diseases.

I still think the pro or anti argument will continue indefinitely no matter how closely the project is monitored.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/04/04 23:09
_____________________________________

A separate survey claims that 67% are NOT for the research.  Guess it depends which one you quote eh?   And after the
uproar that followed Keith O'Brien's words isn't it amazing that papers like the Herald choose not to cover the results of
the survey I'm talking about.  What hypocrisy! 



As for the research done at Newcastle which has already produced hybrids, the very hybrids Dr Minger said would NOT
be produced under the new Bill, isn't it interesting that even BEFORE the Bill is voted on scientists are already doing
what they like anyway?   Isn't it worrying also?
The Gaithering @ Scotsgait - Scotsgait FireBoard Forum Component version: NEW VERSION GOES HERE Generated: 9 January, 2009, 23:35



============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Brenna1508 - 2008/04/05 10:45
_____________________________________

Clare stated:

A separate survey claims that 67% are NOT for the research.

Please post a link to that survey.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/04/05 11:40
_____________________________________

www.scmo.org



The survey was conducted by the ORB and the details are on the above website.  



RESULTS FROM ORB POLL - 1,000 CATI Interviews –

- Sample is nationally representative of the British population -



Fieldwork : March 27-29th 2008





Q 1           Do you support or oppose allowing scientists to create embryos

        which are part-human part-animal?  How strongly is that?

                (Rotate -50% from support to oppose, 50% from oppose to support.

        Read Out and Code One Only)



            13%            Strongly support

            15%            Somewhat support

            16%            Somewhat oppose

            51%            Strongly oppose





Q 2  At present if a women undergoes IVF treatment the clinic involved must

    ask for the name of the genetic father of the child.  Do you support or

    oppose this requirement?

     (Rotate -50% from support to oppose, 50% from oppose to support.  Read Out

    and Code One Only)



            35%         Strongly support

            29%            Somewhat support

            13%            Somewhat oppose

            17%            Strongly oppose





Summary - 67% against hybrids,  64% for fathers involved in IVF

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by DoricMan - 2008/04/05 12:18
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

www.scmo.org



The survey was conducted by the ORB and the details are on the above website.  



RESULTS FROM ORB POLL - 1,000 CATI Interviews –

The Gaithering @ Scotsgait - Scotsgait FireBoard Forum Component version: NEW VERSION GOES HERE Generated: 9 January, 2009, 23:35



- Sample is nationally representative of the British population -



Fieldwork : March 27-29th 2008





Q 1           Do you support or oppose allowing scientists to create embryos

        which are part-human part-animal?  How strongly is that?

                (Rotate -50% from support to oppose, 50% from oppose to support.

        Read Out and Code One Only)



            13%            Strongly support

            15%            Somewhat support

            16%            Somewhat oppose

            51%            Strongly oppose





Q 2  At present if a women undergoes IVF treatment the clinic involved must

    ask for the name of the genetic father of the child.  Do you support or

    oppose this requirement?

     (Rotate -50% from support to oppose, 50% from oppose to support.  Read Out

    and Code One Only)



            35%         Strongly support

            29%            Somewhat support

            13%            Somewhat oppose

            17%            Strongly oppose





Summary - 67% against hybrids,  64% for fathers involved in IVFThis sounds as though the population came from a
biassed selected group of individuals.

Has MORI or any other professional organisation done such a poll, if so tell us where we can find their data.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Brenna1508 - 2008/04/05 13:31
_____________________________________

Clare posted the link:

www.scmo.org

Thank you for that Clare.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Brenna1508 - 2008/04/05 13:44
_____________________________________

Doric Man asked:

Has MORI or any other professional organisation done such a poll, if so tell us where we can find their data.

The last time MORI conducted a poll on this subject appears to be back in April 2003.

http://www.ipsos-mori.com/polls/2003/amrc.shtml

http://tinyurl.com/5o328m

Here is an excerpt from their findings: 

Around 70% of the British public support the use of human embryos for medical research to find treatments for serious
diseases and for fertility research. Over half of adults feel that the use of human embryos for medical research is only
acceptable to find treatments for serious diseases and for fertility research, but not for most other types of research.
Further, one in six feel the use of human embryos is always acceptable for all types of medical research.

I could find no mention of plans for MORI to conduct another poll on this subject.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/04/06 01:54
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_____________________________________

What's wrong Doric, don't you like the results?  What downright arrogance!  Do the answers not suit you?   



And by the way, the previous post didn't ask the same question asked in the survey I quoted.  The survey question I
have quoted is about the views on the creation of HYBRIDS using human and animal.   



"This sounds as though the population came from a biassed selected group of individuals.

Has MORI or any other professional organisation done such a poll, if so tell us where we can find their data."



Doric you are outrageous by making such a claim.  How dare you rubbish a survey in that manner just because the
results don't suit you.  You really are lower than a snake's belly!   The organisation who conducted the survey IS a
professional organisation.   Visit the link I posted earlier and go and check out their website.   YOU are the one who is
biased here, and prejudiced and downright wrong I have to say.  Your response is utterly disgraceful.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by DoricMan - 2008/04/06 11:26
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

What's wrong Doric, don't you like the results?  What downright arrogance!  Do the answers not suit you?   



And by the way, the previous post didn't ask the same question asked in the survey I quoted.  The survey question I
have quoted is about the views on the creation of HYBRIDS using human and animal.   



"This sounds as though the population came from a biassed selected group of individuals.

Has MORI or any other professional organisation done such a poll, if so tell us where we can find their data."



Doric you are outrageous by making such a claim.  How dare you rubbish a survey in that manner just because the
results don't suit you.  You really are lower than a snake's belly!   The organisation who conducted the survey IS a
professional organisation.   Visit the link I posted earlier and go and check out their website.   YOU are the one who is
biased here, and prejudiced and downright wrong I have to say.  Your response is utterly disgraceful.

In accepting any important data, such as this poll, I always look for similar surveys and this helps me get a balanced
view. Data or comment that is self fulfilling is not acceptable promoting any point of view, e.g. weapons of mass
destruction.

As to my bias, scientific research, such as Steven Hawkings efforts to unravel the processes prior to the "Big Bang", and
research into the many fundamental questions relating to human health and its fundamental understanding, are goals I
wish to see for our advancement.

If my strongly held views and comments have caused hurt or any offence to you in my posts Clare, I apologise.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/04/06 12:26
_____________________________________

Doric, I apologise the "lower than a snake's belly" part of my previous post.  That was inexcusable.  



My only defence is that, as a Scottish person who just happens to be catholic, I have in recent weeks been shocked to
the core by the hostility directed at catholics in general over an issue which should be important to all who care about
ethics.  I truly don't believe religion should even be part of it and I am devastated that it has played such an important
role in this debate, especially in the Herald and the Sunday Herald. I am of the (Scottish) nationalist persuasion and the
fact that so much of the hostility has come from nationanlists posting on those threads has had a profound effect on me. 
I am no longer even sure I want an Independent Scotland if one of the main aims of these people is to persecute
catholics for, well, simply being catholic.  Whatever has happened to One Scotland Many Cultures?   



Thank you Doric for your final comments.  I think what I will do is write a blog about this issue and why it has affected me
as it has.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
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Posted by scunnert - 2008/04/06 18:05
_____________________________________

Don't give up on the dream Clare - eye on the prize.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Lilybean - 2008/04/06 21:07
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

Doric, I apologise the "lower than a snake's belly" part of my previous post.  That was inexcusable.  



My only defence is that, as a Scottish person who just happens to be catholic, I have in recent weeks been shocked to
the core by the hostility directed at catholics in general over an issue which should be important to all who care about
ethics.  I truly don't believe religion should even be part of it and I am devastated that it has played such an important
role in this debate, especially in the Herald and the Sunday Herald. I am of the (Scottish) nationalist persuasion and the
fact that so much of the hostility has come from nationanlists posting on those threads has had a profound effect on me. 
I am no longer even sure I want an Independent Scotland if one of the main aims of these people is to persecute
catholics for, well, simply being catholic.  Whatever has happened to One Scotland Many Cultures?   



Thank you Doric for your final comments.  I think what I will do is write a blog about this issue and why it has affected me
as it has.



Thank you for this post, Clare. I'd been wondering where you were picking up on all the anti-catholic rhetoric because I
wasn't seeing it here at Scotsgait. I've only seen you leaping to the defense of catholics/catholicism ~ I don't care, either
way, I just thought it was odd. Now, you've explained the anti-catholic stuff is coming from comment threads in the Hearld
and Sunday Herald (Scottish newspapers, I assume?) that I don't read. It's all making a lot more sense to me. Thanks.:)

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/04/06 21:42
_____________________________________

Lily, just to clarify, I didn't say it was just on the Herald sites.  It was worst there certainly, it was shocking, but it was here
too on this thread.  The dismissal of Keith O'Brien's views early in the debate was accompanied by personal criticism of
him and the church he is part of and generally ignored the reasons people opposed this research.  These involved ethical
and moral grounds, not religious.  I tried to deal with the issue on those grounds but I was trashed again and again
because my views, no matter how well argued, were coming from a catholic and that seemed to change everything at
times, just as Keith O'Brien's views were trashed too.  Anyway, we could go in cirles on this one and I'm dizzy as it is.  :)

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by scunnert - 2008/04/08 15:49
_____________________________________

It's interesting to note that approximately 60% of posters here support the creation of human - animal hybrid embryos for
"research" purposes.   Human/animal hybrid embryos - Ach!

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Lilybean - 2008/04/09 08:19
_____________________________________

scunnert wrote:

It's interesting to note that approximately 60% of posters here support the creation of human - animal hybrid embryos for
"research" purposes.   Human/animal hybrid embryos - Ach!



Gives a whole new meaning to the phrase "animal husbandry," doesn't it? Methinks we would be wiser, as a species,
w/out this kind of "research."
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============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by scunnert - 2008/04/09 13:34
_____________________________________

Gives a whole new meaning to the phrase "animal husbandry," doesn't it? 



LoL - I guess what the English say about Scots must be true - Baaaa!

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Jaimekens - 2008/04/29 08:05
_____________________________________

http://thescotsman.scotsman.com/latestnews/Exclusive-Half-man-half-chimp.4028970.jp

'humanzee'



:huh:

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/04/29 22:06
_____________________________________

Jaimekens wrote:

http://thescotsman.scotsman.com/latestnews/Exclusive-Half-man-half-chimp.4028970.jp

'humanzee'



:huh:



Hiya Jamekens



I read the article.  Hm.  I'd best not say too much or I'll be accused of being hysterical again about science but one of the
quotes from a scientists sums most of them up for me. 



 "I share their squeamishness and unease, but I'm not sure that unease can be expressed in terms of an ethical
principle."



You got that?  He isn't sure about what ethical principle is being breached by creating a being by inseminating chimps
with human sperm.  Says it all doesn't it?   And we're meant to trust these guys?

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by DoricMan - 2008/04/30 14:01
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

Jaimekens wrote:

http://thescotsman.scotsman.com/latestnews/Exclusive-Half-man-half-chimp.4028970.jp

'humanzee'



:huh:



Hiya Jamekens



I read the article.  Hm.  I'd best not say too much or I'll be accused of being hysterical again about science but one of the
quotes from a scientists sums most of them up for me. 



 "I share their squeamishness and unease, but I'm not sure that unease can be expressed in terms of an ethical
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principle."



You got that?  He isn't sure about what ethical principle is being breached by creating a being by inseminating chimps
with human sperm.  Says it all doesn't it?   And we're meant to trust these guys?Its nothing to do with ethics for those
involved in this proposal Clare. Further, what useful purpose can such a procedure be for? Certainly not for the chimp or
its issue.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by scunnert - 2008/04/30 16:29
_____________________________________

Clare wrote:

Jaimekens wrote:

http://thescotsman.scotsman.com/latestnews/Exclusive-Half-man-half-chimp.4028970.jp

'humanzee'



:huh:



Hiya Jamekens



I read the article.  Hm.  I'd best not say too much or I'll be accused of being hysterical again about science but one of the
quotes from a scientists sums most of them up for me. 



 "I share their squeamishness and unease, but I'm not sure that unease can be expressed in terms of an ethical
principle."



You got that?  He isn't sure about what ethical principle is being breached by creating a being by inseminating chimps
with human sperm.  Says it all doesn't it?   And we're meant to trust these guys?







Hi Clare - what's to say?  They must think there's a buck in it for them somewhere.  Ethics? Morality?  Quaint!

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/03 11:13
_____________________________________

I am sorry I missed this debate, particularly as I have just launched petitions on this very subject on Scottish Parliament
Web site.



The first thing I would like to deal with is the misconception that we catholics are ruled by priest, dogma, cardinals, or any
silly old traditions.

If you want to prove or disprove these issues come to a service.



We do still have much pomp and ceremony which for most of us is a comforting succession of tradition, personally I love
it.



But you really don't have to be involved in it as a catholic the choice is yours.



You don't get thrown out of the cathedral for not quoting the hail mary word perfect or not knowing your creed word for
word we are told we are their to worship God not the church or priest or our traditions.



Have you never given any thought of how free the world is today how could any priest from the pulpit make you believe
something that you do not want to believe, again the choice is yours.



My views on using embryos for research come from my absolute abhorrence at the thought of using live humans even at
the beginning of life.  If anyone throws at me the saying, prove this is no more than a collection of cells, I will return with
prove it is not.

 

It is the catholic belief and it is mine ( I am to independent not to look for myself ) that this little collection of cells is the
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very beginning of life.  If it is not then tell me when God adds the soul is it at eight weeks or ten maybe, or is it after the
24 weeks gestation up to which date live babies are killed and pulled from the womb in little bits of arms legs etc.



I will make the point that not one other family within my organisation that I know of are catholic, it does not come up in
our meetings, but they all are sensitive thinking people and find both subjects, the use of live embryos and the joining of
human and animal embryos and the making of monsters who according to science will have no rights either as humans
or animals.



If you read the actual bill you may understand our fear because this newly convened "Authority" will have the power to
change any of the bill according to the licence it will give to individual researchers.  This means that these hybrids could
be kept longer than fourteen days or implanted into animal or human.

So our so called scaremongering is very real indeed for the future of Scotland.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/05/03 12:08
_____________________________________

Hi Lydia, welcome to the debate on this issue, which as you will have noticed, has been going on for a while here on
Scotsgait.  



Like you I am catholic but I try not to come from a "catholic" perspective when it is one I think all of us should be
concerned with.  I know, like you, many of all religions and none who are concerned with what is going on.   Sadly the
media and some anti-catholic sources are pushing the tale that its a catholic issue and so many automatically oppose it. 
It is thoroughly depressing. 



I recently posted on this thread news of possible plans to implant human sperm in chimps.   I included a quote from a
scientist who couldn't see the "ethical" dilemma in there and basically I rested my case on scientists when it comes being
able to separate their egos and obsession with their own subject from what is morally unthinkable.   That is what worries
me about the embryo research, the creation of hybrids and all.   I have argued for boundaries and lines that cannot be
crossed and sadly Keith O'Brien's same argument was buried not because of his message but because he was the head
of the Catholic Church in Scotland.  I believe if anyone else had said it more people would have listened and the media
would have allowed a proper debate.  The subject ignited such poison on the Herald sites as I have never witnessed
before.  The question is why a "quality" newspaper like the Herald permitted its internet space to be hijacked by bigots. 
The hostility was unbelievable, the facts kicked aside, and the bile thrown again and again at one group in this country
who, for many, are clearly a thorn in their flesh.  I felt wounded by it.  Incredibly wounded and shocked and, truthfully,
afraid finally.  I am Scottish through and through.  I was born here.  I am catholic however and for some, and they were
predominantly nationalists I have to say, I am not 100% Scottish because of that.   I was sitting here at times at the PC
stunned by the hatred these people typed (presumably with steam coming out of their ears) at keyboards in various parts
of our country.   "One Scotland, Many Cultures?" I was saying to myself, but I voted SNP, I'm a nationalist, why do these
people hate me?  It frightened me as I have never before experienced that sort of thing.  It says a lot about the Herald
that they will at various times restrict comments on some sites yet on this it was happy to allow a free for all and permit
posts to stand that do not belong on any decent newspaper site.   



I do facts when I express views and my religion becomes almost irrelevant if I can put it that way because on nearly all of
the issues involved the facts and the truth say it all.  I have many non-religious friends, and friends of other religions who
share my views because of the moral argument involved and the need for boundaries, especially when it comes to
science.  



I have to say Lydia that on Scotsgait you will hear opposing views but they will be put to you in a civilised way.  The
debate gets heated certainly but thank goodness this is not the Herald.  I have disagreed vehemently with some and
have agreed with other posts of theirs and indeed even learned things from their other posts.  Its that sort of site.  Its a
healthy site and long may that continue.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/03 18:37
_____________________________________

Clare you are so right 



I too have encountered total and very vehement bias against catholics and the catholic religion. 
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I found the BBC particularly biased against catholics, and many other papers, what can you do I do not have time in a
day to pray for them all individually, so I just say a wee prayer after my Hail Mary. 

I cannot let other people's lack of open minded thought deter me from my objective and that is to try and make people
realise how dangerous this bill is and not just for Scotland.   I must say I just feel they are missing out on knowledge than
can be quite a comfort by not opening their minds to all people whether religious or not, but that is their problem.

My grandson's best friend is Muslim and the facts that I have learned from that 12 yr old child amaze me.  

My best friend is a seventh day Adventist and we are I suppose as close as friends can be. 

My sister is a spiritualist in Amsterdam and we could not be closer.

My next door neighbor is Chinese and a lovely lad.  On the other side of me I have 2 young people who are totally into
saving the planet. 



I love and  value these people, I cannot aways agree with everything they say, but that does not make it wrong for them. 
It makes it a different point of view.



You are also right when you say that the people on Scotgait seem different they give strong accounts of their point of
view but I can cope with that although I am not very experienced with these sights I believe conversation is truly the spice
of life.

Hope to speak to you soon.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/03 18:57
_____________________________________

Before I had my children I worked as an animal technician, that is a person who looks after animals that are used for
research. My education centred round that subject.



I am passionate about the good research can do. 

I also recognize their are limits to how far we dare and are still able protect human decency and even animal research.

In my family we have many problems I want to see cures for so much, especially for the children in my family.



Any hybrid produced by crossing an ape with a human being would be very much human, and would be kept in a cage.

I wonder at which age would it be decided that this intelligent ape should be CULLED for its organs.

A fully human child must be about one year sometimes younger.

So the next time anyone thinks this research is ok. That these poor things should be produced, then look into the eyes of
the nearest child and imagine that child kept in a cage, put on a slab not a nice little operating theatre and put under
anesthetic, that is if they are feeling kind, and its organs harvested. Now  imagine that it is your child that will receive an
organ from these poor things.

Will they have rights as humans.  Will the Court of Human Rights be involved to decide whether they are humans or apes.



it just does not bear thinking about.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/03 19:01
_____________________________________

The Labour party will not answer even when the request is made under the freedom of information act "Does Gordon
Brown or any faction of the Labour Party receive donations from any of the drug companies or any company connected
with the using of live embryos or the creation of live embryos"

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/03 19:20
_____________________________________

What does strict supervision mean, does it mean that more people should make sure that the cages are kept clean
where these nearly human animals are living.



Already scientists have produced a mixture of cows and humans and managed to keep them alive for three days.

============================================================================
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Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/03 19:35
_____________________________________

I wonder with this post if anyone really understands what is happening with this research.  What is in the process of being
created is another species - half ape and half human and if your conscience could cope with such an intelligent being
kept in a cage to produce organs for human transplant mine could not.



I believe the Cardinal is a very appropriate person to comment and produce a debate on this subject. he is a science
graduate who is a man of seventy and highly educated.  He was forced to use very strong language to produce a debate
on this subject considering he had tried to bring this to the public attention several times. Not once during the debate
have I heard him mention religion.  He has continued to bring to the public attention a bill being sneaked through
Westminster with undue haste with catastrophic possibilities for the future.

I did not hear anyone else try to bring the debate out in the open all doors were closed to us when we tried.

Considering this was not in the manifesto from the labour party then i believe the public had every right to have this
debate.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/03 19:40
_____________________________________

good on you a man with a thinking cap on

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Levenax - 2008/05/03 23:55
_____________________________________

LYDIA REID wrote:The first thing I would like to deal with is the misconception that we catholics are ruled by priest,
dogma, cardinals, or any silly old traditions.



Hmm.  Unfortunately a great deal of what Catholics choose to believe has been made up by princes of the church e.g.
the 1854 declaration that the immaculate conception was dogma by Pius IX.



LYDIA REID wrote:We do still have much pomp and ceremony which for most of us is a comforting succession of
tradition, personally I love it.



I like it too, especially the music.

 

LYDIA REID wrote:this little collection of cells is the very beginning of life.



True



LYDIA REID wrote:If it is not then tell me when God adds the soul is it at eight weeks or ten maybe, or is it after the 24
weeks gestation....



How do you know there IS a god and what is a soul anyway?  Why don't chimps have a soul?

I should add that I'm not very keen on abortion unless it's really necessary e.g. rape victims or foetuses with serious
defects.  It's far better to avoid getting pregnant either by avoiding penetrative sex or using effective contraception.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/05/04 00:09
_____________________________________

Levenax wrote:

LYDIA REID wrote:The first thing I would like to deal with is the misconception that we catholics are ruled by priest,
dogma, cardinals, or any silly old traditions.
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Hmm.  Unfortunately a great deal of what Catholics choose to believe has been made up by princes of the church e.g.
the 1854 declaration that the immaculate conception was dogma by Pius IX.



LYDIA REID wrote:We do still have much pomp and ceremony which for most of us is a comforting succession of
tradition, personally I love it.



I like it too, especially the music.

 

LYDIA REID wrote:this little collection of cells is the very beginning of life.



True



LYDIA REID wrote:If it is not then tell me when God adds the soul is it at eight weeks or ten maybe, or is it after the 24
weeks gestation....



How do you know there IS a god and what is a soul anyway?  Why don't chimps have a soul?

I should add that I'm not very keen on abortion unless it's really necessary e.g. rape victims or foetuses with serious
defects.  It's far better to avoid getting pregnant either by avoiding penetrative sex or using effective contraception.



See Lydia?  I told ya!  :laugh: 



So, Lev, where do you stand on the 96% plus of all terminations performed on perfectly healthy babies, some of whom
survive the termination process and then have to be left to die by NHS staff?   Let's not do "catholics" here Lev, lets do
what is happening in our hospitals today?   Let's do fact.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by robbiedoo58 - 2008/05/04 07:25
_____________________________________

Hello Levenax,

              



               I was brought up as a Protestant, therefore had little knowledge of the Bible. I studied the Bible for some years
with Jehovah's Witnesses before becoming baptised. How do we know there is a God? Well, the Bible is a book
concerning the history of the human race and many other things. The Bible is a book that was written under Divine
inspiration. We can tell that in several ways. One of the best ways is to look at Prophecy given in the Bible. If you read
Matt. ch 23 It tells of the prophecy given by Jesus Christ as to the situation and state of the world in 'the time of the end'.
It reflects absolutely the dreadful state of the human race at this point it time.



Also in the book of Isaiah that Prophet described the planet Earth as being 'like a ball hanging in space, suspended by
nothing' At that time that man would have no idea what shape the world was. When the Americans went into space and
photographed the Earth....it looked exactly how Isaiah described it. There are other examples.



One of the problems we have concerning the Bible is the fact that the established churches continue to tell lies about it.
I'll give you 4 simple examples:



1. Christmas is a lie. What you are actually celebrating is a pagan Roman festival concerning the 'return of the sun'.



2. The Sabbath. Even the Chinese know that Sunday is the FIRST day of the week....not the seventh.



3. Going to Heaven/hell when we die. Human beings were designed by God to live on the EARTH forever. The
resurrection has not taken place yet. Just because Jesus went to heaven at his human death, doesn't mean that dead
humans will follow him. Hell is a misunderstanding of Hades....which simply means 'the common grave of mankind.'



4. Good Friday....Just because Jesus was executed on Friday 2,000 years ago, doesn't mean the anniversary would fall
on Friday every year. Your wedding anniversary doesn't fall on the same day every year does it?



Do Chimpanzees have souls? Yes they do.... Soul, according to the Bible just means 'life'....'And Adam became a living
Soul'....Soul does not mean Spirit.



I sincerely hope this information has been helpful. Jehovah's Witnesses have a wonderful web-site that covers all
manner of interesting topics. I'm sure you would enjoy it. www.watchtower.org 
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All the best........robbiedoo58:)

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/05/04 10:16
_____________________________________

This is exactly what I mean when people start to focus on religion when the subject under discussion, like this one, can
actually be dealt with by concentrating on what is morally and ethically right or wrong via the simple use of something we
are all supposed to possess - a conscience. The other interesting fact about the issue is that at least five other countries
have already banned research of this kind.  That fact has been consistently ignored by the media and buried beneath
claims about what the research will achieve despite existing evidence that research using adult stem cells has produced
results which are far better.



Robbie I could take issue with a number of things in your last post but this isn't the time or place.  Let me just say that I
am happy you have your faith and I would be glad if you afforded me the same courtesy and dropped words like "lies"
when you speak of the beliefs of Christians.  I would repeat, this isn't the thread to do that on, there is a much bigger
subject under discussion here.   



I have never argued from a religious angle on this issue.  Religion only entered the debate because it was Keith O'Brien
who publicly called for a re-think on the Bill in question.  Even he didn't go the religion route, he provided facts to back up
his argument and evidence from scientists too.  His participation however made it not just a religious issue but a
"catholic" issue and, well, the rest is history as they say.   



One interesting development for me was that the doctor the Sunday Herald had putting the case for the research was
exposed, ironically by the Herald a few days later, as having not told the truth about hybrids.  He had claimed no such
plan existed yet the Herald stated in an editorial that hybrids were to be created by combining human and animal
materials.  Then, Newcastle University came out (BEFORE THIS LEGISLATION IS EVEN PASSSED BEAR IN MIND!)
and admitted they had already created such hybrids. Again, incredibly, the media let that go and seemed not to care that
scientists at Newcastle were in fact breaking the law by creating such beings.  But that's scientists for you.   



I think, as I've said before, that we all possess a conscience and that for most of us there are lines we believe shouldn't
be crossed.  For me the mixing of human and animal material is one such line and I am deeply concerned that scientists
are already conducting experiments they are not legally authorised to be working on.  I simply don't believe that many
people wouldn't have similar concerns but I believe the issue has been twisted shamelessly in order to confuse.   



For me, as a person, rather than a catholic, I don't accept that whatever is in the womb at the start of a woman's
pregnancy just comes to life at a point where certain groups will consider it "viable" and be prepared to recognise it as a
form of life.  I think that argument has been used to justify all sorts of things obviously.  I was once at that stage in the
womb, we all were, because it is the first stage of life for us.  Its where we begin.  There is NO getting round that as it is a
biological fact. 



It is very sad to me that this issue has gone the route it has given the importance of it.  The conscience as I have said
before is something I believe we all possess which, I have to say, is why I was so shocked when it was implied that
Brown was prepared to make allowances for the catholics in the Commons who allegedly could not vote for this
legislation.  My question was why on earth would only catholics be bothered by it?   My next question was why are other
MPs not bloody livid that the implication here is that only catholics possess a conscience? In their shoes I'd have had
someone's head on a plate for suggesting such a thing!  



I believe if you walked up to ordinary people and said, "Are you happy with the idea of scientists combining human and
animal materials to create human-animal hybrids?" they would reply very simply, "No."  I think it is something that makes
most people recoil in horror.   I recall some objected to the reference to Frankenstein by Keith O'Brien in this debate, and
yet, why was that reference so inappropriate?  How was the creature made?  Was it not created by a scientist through
combining many different materials all mixed together?  Of course it was.  Yet the hysterical reaction from some was
quite incredible.  



I don't know what the answer is.  I get alarmed when some call for those with religious connections to be kept out of the
conversation and allow the secularists to debate in peace because they aren't "shackled" by religious beliefs.  I'm sorry,
no deal.  When certain groups try to push other groups out of the debate there is usually another agenda.  It was all right
for the churches to oppose the war in Iraq and lambast Blair frequently for his folly, it is fine for churches to call on
governments to address poverty, but let them dare attempt to enter certain other debates and they will be ridiculed,
defamed and accused of speaking where they are not entitled to speak.  What hypocrisy.  Worse still are those ordinary
people who insult other ordinary people by labelling them in terms of their religion when they are simply putting their own
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view, not their Church's view.  It is a sad state of affairs when the value of a person's view will be judged along such lines.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Martin - 2008/05/04 10:23
_____________________________________

I hate to argue, Robbie, but rubbishing other people's religion is cheap and nasty.



1. Christmas is NOT a lie as you so provocatively argue. Christmas is a celebration of the birth of Christ. Since calendars
were not kept at that time, we do not know what time of year he was born, so the church decided to adopt the date of an
existing festival for its celebration. 



2. Again, who says Sunday is the first day of the week. Look at a works diary, it shows Monday as the first day of the
week. Look at a Moslem calendar, it shows Saturday as the first day. It's all a question of tradition. Even if Sunday is the
first day, are you try it is wrong to start your week in prayer?



3. Heaven / Hell are just ways of conceptualising a spiritual state where we will find ourselves after death. It's a case of
Tomatoes - tomatoes, we won't know until after we've died.



4. I refer to my answer to your point no 2. We don't know the date, so one was picked. It's not uncommon; Guy Fawkes
did not attempt to blow up the Houses of Parliament on the 5th of November either.



I worry, Robbie. I believe that there are many ways to worship your God, and no one has the right to rubbish your way. I
believe that if one insists their way is the only way they are guilty of the serious sin of presumption. That holds true for
any religion. We all have much to learn from each other and if we lose sight of that we are going down a very narrow path
to nowhere.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/04 13:59
_____________________________________

How do you know anyone loves you? How do you prove someone loves you?  Love is invisible. 



It is called faith.  



I am perhaps one of the lucky people i have had proof of my faith in so many ways, it would probably astound you, but
even if I had not, this faith is in me and when it is there you cannot ignore it. 



I agree with your views on abortion, except as yet the only doubt I have is rape and only because the situation for a
raped woman finding herself pregnant must be terrible - and then I think but is it the fault of the baby. I am undecided 

If we abort a baby because it is not a perfect human being look at all the joy we are taking from the world.  Some families
are made by having a disabled child or person within their midst.  Would you have had me aborted I am disabled.  Maybe
you should not answer that.



I never make a fool of what other religions believe, I try to have enough understanding to think - well they may believe
slightly differently to me but are any of these things really important, is it not more essential that we all just believe and try
to live a better life because we believe.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/04 14:10
_____________________________________

Well done Martin,

The only thing I would add to that is that it was human life not God that decided we would have days of the week and
because one has been chosen as Christmas day to celebrate the birth of Christ or as we have just had last week the
ascension why is it so important.  If you were an abandoned child and had to choose a birthday would it make you any
less twenty or thirty if you were not absolutely sure of the day.  Do we all get the point, surely it is more important to
celebrate the birth of Christ and know that other people do the same, and even if they attend a different church is not just
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nice to agree rather than pick at little points that are in the greater scheme of things unimportant.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/05/04 15:11
_____________________________________

LYDIA REID wrote:

How do you know anyone loves you? How do you prove someone loves you?  Love is invisible. 



It is called faith.  



I am perhaps one of the lucky people i have had proof of my faith in so many ways, it would probably astound you, but
even if I had not, this faith is in me and when it is there you cannot ignore it. 



I agree with your views on abortion, except as yet the only doubt I have is rape and only because the situation for a
raped woman finding herself pregnant must be terrible - and then I think but is it the fault of the baby. I am undecided 

If we abort a baby because it is not a perfect human being look at all the joy we are taking from the world.  Some families
are made by having a disabled child or person within their midst.  Would you have had me aborted I am disabled.  Maybe
you should not answer that.



I never make a fool of what other religions believe, I try to have enough understanding to think - well they may believe
slightly differently to me but are any of these things really important, is it not more essential that we all just believe and try
to live a better life because we believe.



Hi Lydia



On your comments about terminations and the cases where rape is involved, statistics exist which prove that those
cases, along with cases where the mother's life is in danger or where a child is so badly handicapped that it is not viable
account for less than 4% of all terminations.  A massive 96% + are performed under the social clause on perfectly
healthy babies.  Increasingly many of those babies are surviving the termination process and being born alive.  They
then have to be left by NHS staff to die.   That is the reality of where we are at today.  Disposable nappies represent one
concept, disposable babies represent another concept altogether.  The other misconceptions in the abortion debate
include the slogan, "The Right to Choose" which actually doesn't even exist in law.  Currently the consent of two doctors
is required, it is not a right.  Thus the impression given, that rights are being taken away, is not correct.  The "right" to a
termination has never existed in law. 



When my sister was born my parents were told by doctors that she would only live for four days.  They were quite clear
on that.  My parents couldn't understand why the doctors could be so specific about when she would die.  They were
then told privately that she was to be left to die and would not be fed so would simply sleep away.  Doctors had decided
she wasn't to live and they knew how long it would take for her to die.  My parents went back to the doctors and took
their daughter home.  She is now fifty three years old and, although my parents are now deceased, she is the heart of
our family.  Yes she has difficulties but watching her take on challenges and meet them has been one of the most
rewarding experiences of my life.  She doesn't just take either, she gives and keeps on giving.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/04 15:19
_____________________________________

Clare 

again I find myself agreeing with you but on the other hand I did reply to the posts that discussed religion.



It is indeed dangerous that the real discussion does not centre round what is important here and perhaps in our
organisation we are particularly able to testify to the extent of the dishonesty within the scientific world.



The parents in this organisation all had children and remember these were all real well loved children. Each parent has
lost at least one of their loved children and some more than one.

You would think that would be enough to cope with, enough heartache, but no, we all discovered at varying times that
each child had been literally put on a cold marble slab and had body parts removed and we knew nothing.

We were all told no no not your child and then we found out more. Then we were told but it was only little bits we took
from your child.  Then we kept on until we found out the truth and most of our children had very little left inside them.
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Some had nothing at all in their graves.

At the time we did not question being told not to lift them up or to leave them in peace.  We did not question when an
undertaker told us no no you cannot open the coffin.



You would think that was enough wouldn't you but for some of us it got worse.



When I eventually got hold of my youngest son's medical records I discovered that the doctor I had so much faith in
when I was pregnant, and who I thought tried to save my son, and who delivered my son, was nothing but a liar and a
cheat and had in actual fact used my son and me as an experiment.

I had problems with my blood group I am Rhesus negative and my son was Rhesus positive and to put it simply my blood
produces anti bodies that harms my babies.

This doctor used a catheter to feed blood to my son through the womb, this was over thirty years ago so no proper scans
no ability to see where they were going.

They put the catheter in too far it stuck in my sons gut and they just cut it of and left it in. Crucially they said nothing.

I went into labour early and was delivered by section.

This doctor having used us as one of a batch of 6 families chosen to contribute to his experiment without our knowledge (
we were all told this was procedure) then transferred my son to intensive care and did not tell the pediatricians that the
catheter was in my son.

In his letter to my GP he states he was so sorry he just forgot.

My son died after a huge operation at the age of six days after having seven days of terrible pain no food and no
painkillers. These doctors removed puss from his gut by needle.

The saddest part is that he did not need anything more than a couple of transfusions after his birth.

Twenty years later doctors were all over the media pronouncing this as a new procedure.

If they are willing to use human babies and mothers they will stop at nothing.

Look back at the media reports of woman left with cervical cancer in a control group to see how long it took to grow.

Some scientists have already joined animal and human embryos and one has already implanted human sperm in an ape
female and she is pregnant.

So what are we looking at here.  First we must consider that the DNA of the ape family is very close to human anyway. 
What they are trying to produce is a new species which will produce organs for transplant. They truly think it is ok to
create and use these poor things to help human beings. 

I am conscious that many people are dying for the want of an organ for transplant this is something our organisation
actively supports, trying to get people to willingly donate.



The thought of seeing in cages these nearly human apes and then the thought of them being killed to supply humans
with organs is beyond any thinking persons ability to contemplate, no matter how desperate we are for organs.

  

I simply state again what right do we humans have to take either a human life or a nearly human life to save another. 

If we allow this we are no more moralistic than the man who kept his daughter and her children in a cellar and raped 

her. What is the difference between that young girl and these near human apes --a little bit of intelligence.  A few marks
on the scale which decides whether or not we should belong to Mensa.

Add a human and you add human intelligence.

As it is an ape can be taught to comunicate by sign language.

THEY WILL KNOW THEY ARE KEPT IN CAGES AND THEY WILL KNOW WHEN THEY ARE TO BE KILLED.  

We should though go back to the embryo this so called little collection of cells.  Just by asking the question when does
God add the soul makes you realise that this is simply the beginning of human life.  This collection of cells grows into a
human being.  i don't like all of the humans I meet but neither do I believe I have the right to kill them at any stage of their
existence.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/04 15:40
_____________________________________

Clare I spoke of how I feel about abortion after rape I was writing my comment as you were writing yours. I do not believe
in abortion in general and I agree with your figures.  Unfortunately I cannot agree with how babies are aborted now, most
babies are given an injection into the heart if they are a late gestation and are killed and taken from the womb in bits. 
Which is why they cannot interfere with the current figures of how many babies live under 24 weeks gestation.

A hospital now will refuse to support a baby under 24 weeks gestation. The reason they give is they are not viable but
they do not try, they refuse to try.  When they refuse to lower the gestational age for abortion they then state that no baby
lives under 24 weeks gestation.

These figures are used to influence the reason why they should not reduce the gestational age at which they are to be
aborted.

Well done your parents I too have a sister who has a mental age of about 10/12 but she now lives alone and is very
independent and very much enjoys her cats and her life.
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Other extended family know the joy of a child with downs syndrome so I do know the joy.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/05/04 18:36
_____________________________________

Lydia, I have just read your account of what happened to you at the hands of doctors and I am searching for words here. 
I am so sorry you suffered so, and the other parents too and those children whose organs were stolen because that is
what is was, theft.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/04 23:03
_____________________________________

The one thing we have all learned Claire is this, truly, what does not kill you will make you stronger  It seems there is
always a reason for everything and all I can think of is that in some way God must have a plan for us all.  

If you think about it logically if none of this had happened to our children and probably in particularly to my son, the fight
to stop this would not have taken place. The new bill would not have gone through Scottish Parliament. I would not fight
as hard as I do in my sons name.

Everything is for a reason. I will log of this post and copy a poem to you that I found helped me but not for a while but
someone might find it helpful.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/04 23:04
_____________________________________

LOVE IS LOVE'S OWN REWARD





"I'LL LEND YOU FOR A LITTLE WHILE A CHILD OF MINE," GOD SAID,

"FOR YOU TO CHERISH WHILE HE LIVES AND MOURN FOR WHEN HE'S DEAD.

IT MAY BE SIX OR SEVEN YEARS OR ONLY TWO OR THREE,

BUT WILL YOU, TILL I CALL HIM HOME LOOK AFTER HIM FOR ME?

HE'LL BRING HIS LOVE TO GLADDEN YOU AND SHOULD HIS STAY BE BRIEF,

YOU'LL HAVE A HOST OF MEMORIES AS SOLACE FOR YOUR GRIEF.



I CANNOT PROMISE HE WILL STAY AS ALL FROM EARTH RETURN,

BUT THERE ARE LESSONS TAUGHT BELOW I WANT THIS CHILD TO LEARN.

I'VE LOOKED THE WIDE WORLD OVER IN MY SEARCH FOR TEACHERS TRUE,

AND FROM THE THRONG THAT CROWDS LIFE'S LAND AT LAST I'VE CHOSEN YOU.

NOW WILL YOU GIVE HIM ALL YOUR LOVE NOR THINK YOUR LABOUR VAIN,

AND TURN AGAINST ME WHEN I COME TO TAKE HIM BACK AGAIN.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by robbiedoo58 - 2008/05/05 03:36
_____________________________________

Hello Martin,



To come to the point....I was answering 2 questions posed by Levenax.



1. Is there a god?

 

2. Do animals (chimpanzees) have souls?



Now I have never met Levenax but I would assume he wanted the questions answered truthfully. Which is what I
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did...according to my knowledge of the Bible....NOT the traditions of the churches. Get it?



I would NEVER rubbish anyone elses point of view on most things but when it comes to Spiritual matters I will call a
spade a spade. My comments were not cheap and nasty so I suggest your choice of words were wrong. I will always do
my utmost to guide anyone away from the lies that I was exposed to as a Protestant.



All the best....robbiedoo58:)

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by scunnert - 2008/05/05 05:04
_____________________________________

Lydia - your experiences do not shock me in the least.  I chaired a research advisory committee in a large institution for
folks with developmental disabilities.  I have had researchers of international standing request "access" to the population
of that institution for various experimental purposes.  Their attitude and approach were chilling.  What these people
lacked in humanity was more than made up  for by an overwhelming arrogance. 



I saw a BBC documentary once where they interviewed the MoD "scientist" who thought up the irradiated orange juice
experiment carried out on British children in the 50's.  Never mind the ethics of what she did the science was so bad that
any results would have been meaningless.  When interviewed she was unrepentant.  



The public at large has a very distorted view of "science and scientists".  The ones I've met I wouldn't trust to babysit my
dog.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/05 09:50
_____________________________________

The trouble is scunnert that very few people will speak up.  In this country, so many people still trust.  We did all those
years ago, and even now say when one of the little ones take ill, or you really need them to look after one of the babies. 
The trouble is we want to trust, we trust as a natural reaction. Then along comes the team that looked after our wee
Jacqueline when she took ill.  I could not ask for a better team.  they saved her life. So their are good ones out there.  i
suppose we must just keep our eyes open and stay alert.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/05 10:08
_____________________________________

Hi Robbie,

Don't you ever believe in a different point of view. In every aspect of my life, every person that is close to me, they all
have a different point of view, they all believe differently about their religion.  Some very lively discussions have taken
place but I would not call their view a lie just a different point of view.

If I did not have this attitude can you imagine the confusion in my life.  My father was protestant and I loved him he and I
were very close.  My mother was brought up by her uncle and aunt but the uncle was a minister in the Anglican church. 
My Grandfather was Catholic. 

I chose to be Catholic after many years of searching.  

I just believe we must have tolerance and respect for another point of view.

I can read a passage in the bible and find something different in it when I hear another view or just when I read it again.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/05 12:51
_____________________________________

CLICK ON THIS LINK AND TELL ME WHAT YOU THINK PLEASE



http://uk.youtube.com/user/CARINGWORLD
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============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by Clare - 2008/05/05 15:35
_____________________________________

robbiedoo58 wrote:

Hello Martin,



To come to the point....I was answering 2 questions posed by Levenax.



1. Is there a god?

 

2. Do animals (chimpanzees) have souls?



Now I have never met Levenax but I would assume he wanted the questions answered truthfully. Which is what I
did...according to my knowledge of the Bible....NOT the traditions of the churches. Get it?



I would NEVER rubbish anyone elses point of view on most things but when it comes to Spiritual matters I will call a
spade a spade. My comments were not cheap and nasty so I suggest your choice of words were wrong. I will always do
my utmost to guide anyone away from the lies that I was exposed to as a Protestant.



All the best....robbiedoo58:)



Robbie, you're doing it again, rubbishing other people's beliefs and that isn't acceptable so pack it in and show a wee bit
of respect.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by scunnert - 2008/05/20 19:39
_____________________________________

Dr. Stephen Minger wrote:



"Where the Church has it wrong is in thinking we are mixing human and animal cells together, creating something that is
a true hybrid."



tinyurl.com/52njat



From today's Herald:



"The Commons rejected a cross-party bid to ban the use of so-called "true hybrids" - 50% human/50% animal, where a
human egg is mixed with animal sperm or vice-versa."



tinyurl.com/4y25ft

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/20 20:51
_____________________________________

scunnert wrote:

Dr. Stephen Minger wrote:



"Where the Church has it wrong is in thinking we are mixing human and animal cells together, creating something that is
a true hybrid."



tinyurl.com/52njat



From today's Herald:
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"The Commons rejected a cross-party bid to ban the use of so-called "true hybrids" - 50% human/50% animal, where a
human egg is mixed with animal sperm or vice-versa."



tinyurl.com/4y25ft



Too too late folks this bill is passed and I fear for the future.  



All dissenters were told with the abortion bill, this will only be used to abort babies of woman who have been raped, this
bill will only be used to abort babies where the mothers life is in danger.  



During the debate in Westminster MPs could not agree on the number of millions of normal human babies who have
been aborted in over forty years. 



It was also stated that 1000 woman had had 8/9 abortions each.



In the years since the laying down of the abortion bill our young have changed from the likes of myself who at sixteen
honestly believed that if I sat on a boys knee I would fall pregnant and if I kissed him I would have twins.  We now have
twelve year old children who must have injections to ensure that they do not contract cervical cancer through sexual
activity.

Abortions as young as twelve.  Very young people who have sex outside a nightclub and know they can have an abortion
such is the respect now for life.



This bill is no different and will have frightening consequences for the future of this country.  Dr Steven Minger has openly
lied in interviews when speaking of this bill, when asked about 50% human and 50% animal embryos.  He concentrated
in every interview on using cow egg shells which would end up so he stated as 99% human and save the use of human
embryos. The truth was obvious as the debate moved on in Parliament and even the most knowledgeable MPs had to
admit that part of this bill allowed the use of human sperm impregnating animal eggs or vice versa.



 He is American and as such cannot carry out this research in America as using any live embryo is banned for research
as it is in 21 other countries around the world.



I am stating now that within two years this man will be back to parliament asking for the right to implant these fetus to
create another species for research and also for transplant. That is where his work is leading.



I am also stating that within five years he will produce with the blessing of our parliament half ape half human hybrids
which will live in cages and have organs used for research. They may end up pink and we may be forced to cloth them
and with the level of intelligence which is predicted when these two species are joined they may talk.  



The cruelty of this man when suggesting that people in wheelchairs will get up and walk is the worst sin I have ever
heard.  The hope he has created in the ill and disabled through his pressure to gain funding and get this work done is a
disgrace.



Not once in twenty years throughout the world has one helpful suggestion come from the use of live embryos Very
eminent scientists state that putting money into his research and diverting money from adult stem cell research is another
cruelty.  All other countries are using adult stem cells.



One of the reasons this bill is being pushed through is that Gordon Brown has a son with cystic fibrosis.



For that reason the morals of this nation have been further eroded.



I have worked hard most of my adult life on one campaign or another and accepted defeat with grace on most occasions
if defeat is obvious.  



When this bill went through I cried, it is a tragedy for the human race.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/20 21:01
_____________________________________

scunnert wrote:

Dr. Stephen Minger wrote:



"Where the Church has it wrong is in thinking we are mixing human and animal cells together, creating something that is
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a true hybrid."



tinyurl.com/52njat



From today's Herald:



"The Commons rejected a cross-party bid to ban the use of so-called "true hybrids" - 50% human/50% animal, where a
human egg is mixed with animal sperm or vice-versa."



tinyurl.com/4y25ft



The most obvious opinion to come out of this debate is that we have a country now where many many people are
bigoted against any christian religion and the Catholic religion in particular.  The Cardinal had tried in many ways to bring
this bill to the attention of the public.  He was forced to use some very emotive language to succeed.  How terrible that
people believe he has no right to bring this to the attention of the public and therefore to give a chance for debate
because he is Catholic.



As you show above he had and has a very clear and informative view of this subject. He has a science degree.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by scunnert - 2008/05/20 21:13
_____________________________________

LYDIA REID wrote:

scunnert wrote:

Dr. Stephen Minger wrote:



"Where the Church has it wrong is in thinking we are mixing human and animal cells together, creating something that is
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The most obvious opinion to come out of this debate is that we have a country now where many many people are
bigoted against any christian religion and the Catholic religion in particular.  The Cardinal had tried in many ways to bring
this bill to the attention of the public.  He was forced to use some very emotive language to succeed.  How terrible that
people believe he has no right to bring this to the attention of the public and therefore to give a chance for debate
because he is Catholic.



As you show above he had and has a very clear and informative view of this subject. He has a science degree.





What bothers me about debates surrounding these kinds of issues is the lack of honesty from the proponents, and am
completely amazed at the vociferous support this bill has from otherwise seemingly decent folks.   My reaction to these
proposals is one of visceral repugnance. This is bestiality in a test tube and yet folks think it's a good idea.  I must be
getting past it.  I no longer understand the world.

============================================================================

Re:Embryo research
Posted by LYDIA REID - 2008/05/20 21:48
_____________________________________

scunnert wrote:

LYDIA REID wrote:

scunnert wrote:
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