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HUMAN REPRODUCTIVE TECHNOLOGY AMENDMENT (PROHIBITION OF HUMAN 
CLONING) BILL 2003 

Committee 
The Chairman of Committees (Hon George Cash) in the Chair; Hon Sue Ellery (Parliamentary Secretary) in 
charge of the Bill. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Members will be aware that this matter was considered by the Standing Committee on 
Uniform Legislation and General Purposes, which produced report No 13 dated December 2003.  I note that the 
committee recommended an amendment to clause 8 of the Bill.  Having regard to Standing Order No 234A(2), 
which applies, I am required to put the question - 

That the amendment recommended by the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and General 
Purposes be read into and deemed part of the Bill.   

Do members understand that?  Hon Kate Doust was shaking her head.  It is not for me to explain what is 
occurring, because I could be seen to be interfering with the debate.  However, if the motion is carried, the 
amendment of the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and General Purposes will be deemed to be 
incorporated.  If the motion fails, I will be required to put the clauses individually and see how we go.   
Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  For the clarification of the committee, although this recommendation, if adopted, will 
enable the amendment to be read in and deemed to form part of the Bill, it will not preclude consideration of 
clauses that are the subject of amendments on the supplementary notice paper.  Is that the case?   

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes, in respect of the other matters on the supplementary notice paper.  
Question put and passed.   

Clause 1:  Short title - 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I support the Human Reproductive Technology Amendment (Prohibition of 
Human Cloning) Bill 2003.  It is such an important piece of legislation that I will raise some issues during debate 
on the short title.  In mid 1996 a lamb called Dolly was born in Scotland after being cloned from a mammary 
gland cell of an adult female sheep.  This sparked intense debate worldwide on human cloning, as society was 
very uncomfortable that this would now be possible instead of its simply being science fiction.  In fact, one 
poetic soul wrote: “Mary had a little lamb; she cloned it from a ewe.  The lamb, confused, did ask the sheep, 
‘Am I me or you?’”  The technical side was achieved through somatic cell nuclear transfer, in which technicians 
transferred a body cell from an adult sheep to an enucleated egg and prompted it to begin dividing as an embryo.  
The embryo was then transferred to a surrogate ewe for gestation and birth.  In August 1998 Dolly was joined by 
more than 50 mice cloned at the University of Hawaii.  It made not only clones, but also clones of clones.  There 
are also cow, pig, goat, cat and rabbit clones.   
In January 2001 a rare wild ox native to Asia called Noah was carried to full term by a cow.  That ox is an 
endangered species.  Although he succumbed at the age of only one day, the mere fact of Noah’s birth 
demonstrated the possibility of using surrogates from different species to gestate clones of endangered mammals.  
That practice is referred to in proposed new section 53A in part 4A, “Prohibited practices”.   

Polls taken immediately after Dolly’s birth revealed no support for cloning human beings.  In fact, 93 per cent of 
the people surveyed were against it, only four per cent said that it was okay, 74 per cent said that it was against 
God’s will, and 91 per cent said that they would not clone themselves.  I believe the figures would be similar in 
Australia.  I personally could not contemplate cloning a human.  I even have trouble coming to terms with 
cryonics; that is, freezing a body and putting it into suspension after death so that at some time in the future 
when technology has advanced, the body can be thawed and perhaps brought back to life.  Certainly there is 
nothing unethical about cryonics and people can make that choice, but not many families in Australia have done 
that.  Cloning a human being is totally unethical and should be illegal.   

The object of the prohibited practices in the Bill is to address concerns, including ethical concerns, about 
scientific developments in human reproduction and the utilisation of human embryos by prohibiting certain 
practices and to adopt in this State a uniform Australian approach to the prohibitions.  It is interesting that now 
some sectors of society think that it would be all right to clone their favourite animals.  However, up to one-third 
of cloned cow pregnancies do not last as long as the first month due to the abnormal development of the 
placenta.  The result is a foetus starved of nutrients.  Other cloned pregnancies last longer than they should.  
Many cloned foetuses suffer from a condition known as large offspring syndrome.  Clones can be up to one-third 
larger than normal foetuses.  Their bloated bodies are often filled with enlarged internal organs.  The additional 
length and burden of pregnancy can have fatal consequences for surrogate mothers.  So much for science.  I have 
read that many clones are stricken with respiratory disease.  Sometimes they are born constantly panting due to 
the incomplete development of their lungs.  Many have circulatory problems, heart defects and misfiring 
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immune systems.  If we add to these problems a haphazard collection of deformities, such as being born with a 
squashed face, a bloated tongue and tendons that are too short to allow the hooves to support the animals, we can 
understand why the clones do not live very long.   
I note that proposed new section 53D provides that a person commits a crime if the person places a human 
embryo clone in the body of a human or an animal.  For ethical and health reasons this is justified.  Before Dolly, 
cloning was seen only in science fiction movies, and usually they depicted famous people or robotic human 
forms that were mass-produced and emotionless.  I am sure that we all remember those movies.   
In November 1997, the United Nations Educational Scientific and Cultural Organisation’s Universal Declaration 
on the Human Genome and Human Rights was adopted unanimously by its 186 member nation states, including 
Australia.  The declaration provides a framework for the consideration of the ethical issues of human cloning for 
reproductive purposes.  Article 11 of the declaration states that practices that are contrary to human dignity, such 
as reproductive cloning of human beings, shall not be permitted.  The reasons that have been put forward in 
support of a prohibition on cloning for reproductive purposes include the lack of any medical need for such 
cloning, that it would constitute an infringement on human dignity, that it would have a negative effect on the 
family and personal relationships, that it would undermine individuality and identity, that it would be unsafe, that 
it would potentially pose a threat to human diversity and run the risk of reintroducing notions of eugenics, and 
that it would raise the potential for the coercion of women.   
I now have what I call a mad scientist story about, as some nicer reports say, a controversial scientist called Dr 
Severino Antinori, who runs a fertility clinic in Rome.  He has used mice to incubate human sperm and has 
helped a 62-year-old become pregnant.  Most thinking human beings would be totally against a 62-year-old 
woman giving birth.  Dr Antinori says that he plans to implant up to 200 women with embryos cloned from 
single adult cells.  His plans have been greeted with scepticism by scientists involved in cloning research.  
International resolutions on banning cloning have been drawn up by the United Nations science and education 
body, UNESCO, and the World Health Organisation, but they are not legally binding.  Other countries such as 
France, Japan and the United States have legislation under way to make human cloning illegal.  How far do we 
go?  By outlawing the cloning of human beings we are taking a very big step in the right direction.   

Further consideration of the clause postponed until after consideration of new clause 11, on motion by 
Hon Sue Ellery (Parliamentary Secretary).   
Clause 2 put and passed.   
Clause 3 postponed until after consideration of new clause 11, on motion by Hon Sue Ellery 
(Parliamentary Secretary).   
Clause 4:  Section 3 amended -  
Hon SUE ELLERY:  I move -  

Page 2, after line 15 - To insert - 
(2) After section 3(9) the following subsection is inserted - 

“ 
(9a) Nothing in this Act, or in a licence, authorisation or approval under this Act, 

authorises or permits the use of a human embryo for technical or commercial 
purposes in the testing, creation or manufacture of cosmetic products such as 
lipstick, mascara, face moisturising creams and other like beauty products. 

”. 
This is the amendment that I flagged during the previous debate.  The amendment has been proposed to 
accommodate the desire of some members for a clear statement that the use of embryos for cosmetics purposes is 
not acceptable to the Western Australian Parliament.   
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on next page.] 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 
 


