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Memorandum of Law

TO: Triad F


FROM: Lindsay Freund

DATE: November 19, 2010

SUBJECT:  Stem cell research provides hope for undiscovered treatments to cure diseases that we have recently known to be permanent.

ISSUE

The history of stem cell research began in the 1800’s when scientists discovered that embryonic cells had the ability to transform into different types of cells, thus curing oneself with a little bit of help from a doctor.  The experiments were carried out using both animals and humans (History, 2002).  Then the controversy of the subject came into play.  The animal rights activists opposed experimentation of animals, and in order to make use of the embryonic cells, the fetus could no longer live (Rollin, 2010).  Other research has shown that stem cells are also located in bone marrow and in umbilical cords.  In order to obtain the cells of the bone marrow, the procedure is painful and time consuming in comparison to receiving the cells from an embryo.  There has been practice of preserving the umbilical cords or newborns in order to ensure them of stem cells just in case anything were to happen to them in their future (Oak, 2010). 

Many people who are very religious see the practice as immoral.  In an interview conducted by Betty Rollin, Richard Doerflinger states that an embryo is “ a human life nonetheless,” implying that the research wrongfully acts toward unborn lives.  When it comes to a couple creating and manipulating another embryo in order to save an older sibling, protesters completely disagree with the manipulation.

On the other hand, research advocates like Manali Oak say that not only can the stem cells transform themselves into other types of cells, but also they have to ability to reproduce.  This is believed to be a huge medical break through that can better the lives of many people.  With this knowledge, the paralyzed can feel and move again and infectious diseases have a better chance of being cured.  In my opinion, the research gives us great knowledge that should be explored. The bill has been passed into law, which is ideal, and there is nothing I would do the change the status of it. The only thing I wish for is for the law to be maintained.

ANALYSIS

Legislative

The Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Reauthorization Act of 2010 was introduced into the Senate on August 5, 2010 (CR S6900-6901). This bill amends the Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Reauthorization Act of 2005 to revise the National Cord Blood Inventory. Also on August 5th, the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions were active in referral, markup, and reporting (CR 6901). On the 23rd of September of 2010, the bill was placed on the Senate Legislative Calendar under General orders, Calendar No. 587. Five days later, the bill passed Senate with Unanimous Consent (CR S7650-7651) and was received in the House. On the same day, Mr. Pallone moved to suspend the rules (CR H7186-7189) and pass the bill. The debate was held for forty minutes (S. 3751); the chair motioned to suspend the bill. Mr. Burgess objected to the vote on the grounds that a quorum was not present. Further proceedings were postponed and the point of no quorum was withdrawn. Two days later, on September 30, 2010, the bill was still considered as unfinished business (CR H7380). The same day, the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill was agreed by voice vote (CR H7186-7188), the motion to reconsider laid without objection. Later that day, the bill was cleared for the White House. On October 4, 2010, the bill was presented to the President; he signed four days later. As of October 8, 2010, Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Reauthorization Act of 2010 became Public Law No. 111-264. Bill H.R. 6081 is an identical bill by CRS. No amendments have been made.

Judicial

In the case of People v. Hill, presented on May 16, 2001, Jonathan Hill was convicted on probable cause for residential burglary and forcible sodomy. Victims Melissa K. and Medea D. lived two blocks from each other and both experienced the same sequence of events from a man who they described very similar. Although validation of DNA test kits was not mandatory, the process was carried on. Due to the Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Act of 2010, Jonathan Hill was convicted on account of accurate DNA comparison and sealed his guilty fate. The Act not only focuses on the use for therapy, but also research when obtaining information on crime victims and witness programs (42 U.S.C.A. § 3751). The judges presented with the case were Hon. Thomas R. Adams Jr., Hon. Paul H. Coffee, Hon. Arthur Gilbert, and Hon. Kenneth R. Yegan. 

In the case of Creekmore, v. Attorney General of Texas, presented on August 30, 2000, the registrant, who pleaded guilty of sex offenses brought action challenging the constitutionality of Texas’ sex offender registration program. Congress concluded that it would be in the best interest of the public if all states had such a registry, which was the reason for enacting the Wetterling Act. The Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Act of 2010 allowed a grant to assist states with the local governments carrying out specific programs which offer a high probability of improving the functioning of the criminal justice system (42 U.S.C.A. § 3751(a)). The judge presented with this case was Hon. Earl S. Hines.

Both of these cases argue the use of the act as a positive way to obtain evidence from a criminal offense. I agree with the use of DNA coding as a productive means of conviction.

Executive

The Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Reauthorization Act of 2010 is a law amending the Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Act of 2005 to revise the National Cord Blood Inventory Program and provide high quality cord blood units in consistency with the Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Act of 2005. President Barack Obama signed this bill into law on October 8, 2010 after President George W. Bush vetoed the bill in 2005. Congress amended Section 2 of the Act of 2005 by adding “the inventory goal of at least” before “150,000” as well as other amendments concerning the amount of cord blood to be held in inventory (42 USC 201). Due to the extremely recent signing of this bill, presidential documents were slim. In my opinion, the recently signed bill is a good law to have because of the amount of knowledge and possible cures that can be gained.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The history of stem cell research came about over 200 years ago when it was discovered that stem cells had to ability to transform into different types of cells. Scientists made the observation that umbilical cords and unborn fetuses are very abundant spots for these cells. This subject remained controversial because it encouraged termination of pregnancy to gain the cells from unborn fetuses and their umbilical cords. The issue is still controversial, but has made some progress.

As of October 8, 2010, President Barack Obama signed the Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Reauthorization Act of 2010 into law. This now means that it is legal to use taxpayers’ money in order to emit stem cells from terminated pregnancies and also the preservation of umbilical cords. Personally, I am content with President Obama’s final decision of the bill and the only thing I would do is maintain the status quo. Government officials were able to pass the bill into law, which is essentially ideal.  The next step is to maintain the status and experiment with cures for diseases. 

 The Alzheimer’s Association is very enthusiastic about the new law because experimental studies have shown that stem cells can create cures for Alzheimer’s, type I diabetes, and other diseases that involve mutated or lack of cells. Their document from several years ago expresses their thoughts on the productivity of diseases curable by stem cells in which they express their opposition to any restrictions or limitations on human stem cell research (Alzheimer’s National Board of Directors, 2004). The National Bar Association has also expressed positive opinion on the matter by stating that “Stem cell research…suggests enormous therapeutic potential…” which sums up their optimistic thoughts of the new law (White, 2002).
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