HB-21 Stem-Cell research – Revised – Information as Currency of Democracy

I now stand in support of stem-cell research but against HB-21 which will “fully” fund it by the government.


It has become apparent that the stem cells used for the research will be purely from excess from fertilization and will not go against my moral values.  These embryos would end up being destroyed so it makes sense to put them to good use to cure disease.  There is definitely a great potential for medical discoveries that should not be ignored.  As long as the embryos used are respected and dealt with in a healthy manner, I see no reason why they should not be used and voice no objection.


However this bill hinders research and does not promote it to it’s full extent.  It actually imposes limits.  There is more money available in the private sector for this research and that should be explored as a primary option.  Also, at the moment something amazing is discovered and someone makes a fortune off of it, the interest in funding this research will explode.  There is nothing wrong with making money off of this research, as it will create jobs and create more money for those who funded it, as well as provide obvious medical benefits for those who need it.

Government funding does the opposite.  By setting a limit of 150 million dollars a year per facility, it creates a crutch on the system and does not support it.  If we truly want these benefits to be discovered than we have to create a bigger incentive for them.  Unfortunately, in the world we live in, the most powerful motivation is personal gain.  We can either deny this fact and hinder our results, or use this innate human behavior as a tool to get to where we want to go.   We can improve lives through stem-cell research, but the answer is not government funding.


My stance on this issue changed slightly, only based on personal evaluation.  If it can saves lives and is not disrespectful to human life than I see no problem with it.  My stance on this bill, however did not change.  I felt this bill was extremely poorly put together and argued during full-session and it is a shame that it still passed.  It is a prime example of people voting the issue, not the bill and is something that I found characteristic of many people on both sides of the spectrum.

