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Ms. FOXX [presiding]. Thank you.
Dr. Mathews.

STATEMENT OF DEBRA J.H. MATHEWS

Ms. MATHEWS. Hello. Thank you very much for having me here
today to share with you some of my thoughts. My name is Debra
Mathews. I am a human geneticist by training. I also have training
in bioethics and science policy.

The first thing I want to say is that nothing—again, reiterate
something that has been said here before today—nothing that Woo
Suk Hwang and his collaborators did or didn’t do has disproved
any of the basic tenets of human embryonic stem cell research, or
taken away any of the potential of the research.

When Woo Suk Hwang and his collaborators were doing this re-
search, parallel research in the United States and other places did
not stop. And the field did not crash and burn with the unfortunate
and reprehensible activities that occurred with Woo Suk Hwang
and his collaborator.

Everyone in the embryonic stem cell research field knew that
this would take a long time, and were surprised when Hwang came
out with the results in 2004 and 2005. And their estimate turned
out to be right. It is going to take time. This research did only
begin in 1998, and that is not when scientists began attempting to
do SCNT. That is when the first human embryonic stem cells were
first derived.

I am going to focus most of my comments on the question of
fraud and the question of egg donation for research. My primary
message here is that oversight is happening, and scientists care
about developing oversight for this research.

SCNT does raise the issue of egg donation for research purposes.
Last summer the National Academy of Sciences issued guidelines,
not only guidelines to govern the research, but also including
guidelines relevant to tissue donors and egg donors.

These guidelines have been broadly adopted by research institu-
tions in the United States. And in addition to the national guide-
lines, the California Institute for Regenerative Medicine has re-
cently issued interim guidelines that go above and beyond the pro-
tections provided by the National Academy’s in their protection of
egg donors.

The California Institute for Regenerative Medicine has also
partnered with the Society for Gynecologic Investigation on a sci-
entific conference this May to focus on the risks of egg donation.

I think that the message from the scientific community on this
issue is very clear. They understand and are prepared to address
the ethical issues raised by stem cell research, including egg dona-
tion for research purposes.

With respect to the question of fraud, again, scientists do not em-
brace fraud. Scientists are slaves to their data, and they want the
data to be as pristine as possible. And fraudulent data is of no use
to the scientific community.

The process of oversight associated with Federal funding pro-
vides some protection against breaches of scientific and ethical in-
tegrity. And the National Academy’s guidelines add additional—
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which, as I mentioned, have been broadly adopted by research in-
stitutions in this country—provide additional oversight.

The National Academy has also announced just recently that
they will be setting up a committee for oversight of stem cell re-
search. Given the lack of Federal funding and therefore the lack of
oversight over this research, the National Academy has taken it
upon themselves to set up an oversight committee specifically for
stem cell research.

The International Society for Stem Cell Research has also set up
a task force to develop internal standards and ethical guidelines for
embryonic stem cell research. And they will be presenting their
findings at the annual meeting in the end of June/beginning of
July.

Finally, recently a group of approximately 60 scientists, ethicists,
lawyers, and policymakers got together and developed a consensus
statement providing recommendations for fostering the ethical and
scientific integrity of embryonic stem cell research in a global con-
text. And I can make those—all of these guidelines available to
you.

Scientists in the United States and around the world recognize
both the promise and the controversy of stem cell research, and
they are willing to step up to the plate and provide and accept ethi-
cal guidance to make sure that this science has the scientific and
ethical integrity that is necessary.

Thank you very much, and I would be happy to answer any ques-
tions.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Mathews follows:]
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