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HUMAN REPRODUCTIVE TECHNOLOGY AMENDMENT BILL 2007 
Third Reading 

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle - Minister for Health) [12.46 pm]:  I move - 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury) [12.46 pm]:  I take a few minutes to put on record my opposition to this 
bill.  I was not here last week during the debate, which is why I take this opportunity.  I will not vote for any 
proposed legislation that, in essence, creates life to experiment upon and then destroys it.  It is something that I 
just cannot accept.  I categorically state that I am against the use of embryonic stem cells, but that I am not 
against the use of adult stem cells.  The bill proposes that we experiment on embryonic stem cells, which results 
in the destruction of embryonic life.  Yesterday, the member for Central Kimberley-Pilbara proposed an 
amendment that I supported.  Unfortunately, it did not get up.  He tried to prevent the ovaries from a foetus that 
has been aborted past the age of 20 weeks from being used to create life to experiment upon.  This is an aborted 
foetus that may have some form of disability.  Clause 7 of the bill provides a definition of the term “hybrid 
embryo”.  The definition states that “hybrid embryo” means - 

(a) an embryo created by the fertilisation of a human egg by animal sperm; or 

(b) an embryo created by the fertilisation of an animal egg by a human sperm; or 

(c) a human egg into which the nucleus of an animal cell has been introduced; or 

(d) an animal egg into which the nucleus of a human cell has been introduced; or 

(e) a thing declared by regulations under the Prohibition of Human Cloning for Reproduction Act 
2002 of the Commonwealth to be a hybrid embryo; 

I have questions.  Where are we going with all of this?  Where will we end up?  What does it all mean?  What 
are we talking about?  All I can say is God help us all.  The member for Central Kimberley-Pilbara suggested 
yesterday that we have started down a road that will become a slippery, sliding path.  I am no scientist; I am no 
medico.  However, my understanding is that cures have been found with adult stem cells, and that there has not 
been any success to date through the use of embryonic stem cells.  Other advances have been made using other 
methods.  Why can we not just leave the issue of embryonic stem cells alone?  In common with everybody else, I 
want cures for all our ills and diseases.  I understand the points of view of people who are, or who have family 
members who are, afflicted with diseases.  I completely respect their position.  However, I do not support 
cloning.  I cannot support a bill that proposes to create life only to have it experimented on and destroyed.  I put 
on record my opposition to the bill, which I find completely abhorrent and hard to accept.   
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 4990.] 
 


