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their research.”® The economic reality is that “[a]lthough the
biotechnology industry has noble goals, it is profit driven.”?*' Not only
will these other countries benefit from the contributions made by U.S.
researchers, but they will also benefit economically when the U.S. is
forced to pay for the use of their stem cell lines.**?

It seems that the U.S. has no choice but to provide federal funds
and put in place a regulatory structure aimed at a controlled facilitation
of the use of embryonic cells. Recently, South Korean scientists
announced that they successfully cloned human embryos extracted from
embryonic stem cells and derived from eggs donated by Korean
women.”” The U.S. needs to come to terms with the use of embryonic
stem cells or, otherwise, the U.S. will lose its preeminence in the
scientific arena, the American public will lose out on the potential
benefits of embryonic stem cell research and therapeutic cloning, and
private sector scientists will continue to utilize genetic testing
procedures that are out of sync with American values.

Regardless of how the U.S. government chooses to approach the
use of embryonic cells, it is clear that a hands-off approach will not be
tolerated for much longer as new techniques are rapidly emerging. In
addition, the aging Congress continues to make proposals that federal
monies should be used to fund embryonic stem cell research.*
Congress may one day override the President’s current prohibitory
policy.?® Also, states may continue to pass their own laws and, as a
result, trigger the national government to reevaluate its own regulatory
scheme.”® New Jersey and California lawmakers recently passed
legislation that made a “powerful statement against federal funding
restrictions on such research.””’ Furthermore, inconsistent and vague
state laws may also prompt the federal government to pass uniform
national laws.””® Once the U.S. government takes another stab at
passing regulations concerning embryonic stem cell research and
therapeutic cloning, it would be in the interest of all Americans if our
legislators and President used the U.K.’s regulatory scheme as a model.
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CONCLUSION

Even though the U.K. has codified more rules on embryonic stem
cell research and therapeutic cloning than the U.S., “these regulations
reflect a more permissive attitude toward conducting and funding
research.”” President Bush’s policy restricting federal funding for
these types of research has made it impossible for the NIH to develop
guidelines that “promote medical advancements and appropriately limit
research under the authority of a conflicted federal government.”*®
Congress, the President, and the American public lack enough
information to make informed decisions and to distinguish beneficial
therapies from those procedures that are considered too controversial.
Consequently, the U.S. fails to make any significant breakthroughs in
the fight against potential diseases and in the search reproductive
treatments to be derived from embryonic stem cell research and
therapeutic cloning.
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