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Artificial reproduction 

Unrestrictive guidelines for UK 
The leaking of the Warnock 

Committee's recommendations has been 
greeted with relief both by researchers 
fearing restrictive regulations and by those 
who see a need for swift legislation, 
especially with increasing commercial 

British universities 

interest in surrogate motherhood. 
Despite the sense of urgency in the 

scientific community and, indeed, among 
the Warnock Committee members, 
government legislation is not likely before 
October 1985. But there is likely to be 
mounting pressure on politicians to achieve 
some form of legal guidelines well before 
then, especially once the report is pub
lished, later this summer. Judith Abel 

THE Warnock Committee's recom
mendations to the UK Department of 
Health on artificial reproduction began 
accurately to leak out last week. The main 
conclusions of the 18-month study, due to 
be published at the end of June, are that 
commercial surrogate motherhood 
agencies should be banned; that hospitals 
and clinics specializing in in vitro fertiliz
ation (IVF) and artificial insemination by 
donor (AID) should be licensed and 
required to register successful births; that 
the children born through AID pro
grammes should be legitimized; and that 
research on embryos should be limited to 
14 days after fertilization. 

Another turn of the screw 

To administer these provisions, the com
mittee recommends a permanent national 
licensing body whose role would also 
include monitoring embryonic research 
and advising government on new develop
ments in artificial reproquction tech
niques. 

On the issue of AID births (already 
accounting for at least 2,000 children in 
Britain each year), it has also been recom
mended that no sperm donor should be 
allowed to father more than ten children 
and that his identity should remain 
undisclosed; it is not yet clear, however, 
what subsequent access a child conceived 
by the AID method would have to inform
ation about his or her natural father. 

The broad conclusions are not, however, 
unanimous. Two of the 16 members of the 
committee hold that surrogate mother
hood should not be completely banned, 
but accessible only when there is no other 
option for a childless couple. The dis
senters advocate that, in these circum
stances, arrangements should be under
taken by non-profit-making bodies such as 
adoption and fostering agencies; the 
British Agency for Adoption and Fostering 
is not, however, enthusiastic about the sug
gestion. 

On embryo research, two further 
minority reports (signed respectively by 3 
and 4 members of the committee) are ex
pected; one opposes on principle all 
research on human embryos, the other 
argues against the special creation of 
embryos for research purposes. 

First indications are that the committee's 
report will be fairly well received by 
physicians and researchers, although some 
claim that the 14-day limit on work with 
embryos is too restrictive. (The Royal 
College of Obstetricians and Gynaecolo" 
gists has recommended a 17 -day limit.) The 
committee also eschewed a time limit on 
how long embryos can be kept frozen 
where parents desire several children, 
although the general specification is that it 
should be long enough to allow for children 
to be well spaced. Parents should be con
sulted on the fate of spare embryos, the 
committee says. 

WHILE British universities contemplate the 
news that their recurrent grant is likely to 
fall in value by more than 2 per cent over 
each of the next 2 years, six of them have 
been named as guinea pigs for a study of 
university efficiency being undertaken by 
the Committee of Vice-Chancellors and 
Principals (CVCP) and the University 
Grants Committee. The chosen six are the 
Universities of Edinburgh, Essex, London 
(University College), Loughborough, 
Nottingham and Sheffield. These insti
tutions will during the coming autumn col
laborate in efficiency studies with a steering 
committee under Sir Alex Jarratt. 

Although universities have been anxious 
to appear willing to cooperate in such 
efficiency exercises, their temper has not 
been improved by recent estimates cir
culated by CVCP which indicate that the 
recurrent grant is likely to fall in value by 
4.4 per cent between the present financial 
year and 1986-87. The estimates are based 
on "indications" provided by the Univer
sity Grants Committee and were arrived at 
by excluding the protected Information 
Technology and New Blood schemes and 
then incorporating government expect
ations for inflation over the next 2 years. 

CVCP's document, circulated to vice
chancellors at the beginning of this month, 
argues pointedly that provisional levels of 
recurrent grant incorporate two levels of 
reduction in value: scheduled cash 
increases are lower than projected cost 
increases, and the cost increases are them
selves lower than government expectations 
for inflation. The cash value of the recur
rent grant is expected to rise from its cur
rent level of £1,249 million to only £1,320 
million in 1986-87. 

Mr Michael Baatz, secretary of the 
efficiency study group, emphasizes that the 
initiative for efficiency studies came from 
CVCP itself, albeit' 'in response to govern
ment interest''. All British universities had 
declared themselves willing to take part, 
but the chosen six represent a variety of 
university types, old and new, large and 
small. The study is supported by a grant of 
£300,000 from the Department of 
Education and Science. 

The plan for the study now agreed is 
unusual in at least two respects. Eight 
topics have been drawn up as suitable for 
investigation, ranging from the all-embrac
ing ("financial management") to the 

particular ("animal houses"). But only 
one topic will be investigated at each of the 
six universities included in the study (the 
topic to be chosen jointly by the university 
and the committee), and so at least two of 
the possible topics will be left untouched. 
And the committee is pledged to make no 
judgement on academic matters, such as 
what subjects should be taught. 

Mr Baatz admits that there will be much 
discussion on what constitutes an 
"academic" matter. While questions such 
as level of provision for each subject are 
clearly out of bounds, the committee will 
hope to make recommendations on how 
resources might best be deployed to achieve 
stated aims. The academic side of these. 
questions is being tackled by a separate 
CVCP working group on academic stan
dards chaired by Professor Philip 
Reynolds, vice-chancellor of the University 
ofLancaster. TimBeardsley 

Reagan's Lysenkoism 
US PRESIDENT Ronald Reagan should be 
awarded a special "Lysenko prize" for his 
''star wars" theories, Academician Evgenii 
Velikhov asserted last week. Velikhov, a 
vice-president of the Soviet Academy of 
Sciences and chairman of the Committee 
of Soviet Scientists for Peace and Against 
Nuclear Wars, was speaking on Moscow 
Radio's "English for North America" ser
vice. 

According to Velikhov, Reagan's allu
sion to "new defensive systems" that 
would give the United States an antimissile 
capability was simply "Lysenkoism". 
Present-day lasers, he said, would have to 
be improved by ten million times to provide 
a reliable antimissile defence system. Like 
Lysenko, he says, Reagan is prepared to 
"put science into storage" if it gets in the 
way of his theories. 

The hope of "protecting all people" is a 
"wonderful concept", but, like Lysenko's 
agricultural theories, is in reality "a lie" 
which cannot be implemented. 

Velikhov says he made this clear during a 
visit to the United States last month, in 
meetings with the Federation of American 
Scientists, the US National Academy of 
Sciences and "people with political and 
military experience". Vera Rich 
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