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Please include my written remarks to Committee proceedings, as I had to leave the hearing before testimony began.

As a Grandmother of a grandson with juvenile diabetes, a registered nurse in the State of California, and a resident of Marin, I am very concerned about treatments being made available to patients as soon as possible.  I worry that insisting on accessibility and affordability criteria for funding research initiatives and not proceeding with best scientific promise will delay or deny new therapies to my grandson and million of other children and adults with diabetes and other diseases.

I am sympathetic with the desire of Californians to increase affordability and access to therapies and cures; however, in order to gain access to new therapies, they must first be developed.  Fostering development of relevant research and promoting collaboration should be CIRM's highest priority.

CIRM is a research funding agency and that was not created to fix the social iniquities in our biomedical and health care systems.  These concerns and issues are to be determined by State and Federal Lawmakers and not delegated to scientists, who are trying to develop cutting edge biomedical research.

Limiting CIRM to fund only research projects that promise to yield therapies that politicians deem "affordable" will limit scientific freedom and creativity.  It will discourage industry from collaborating with scientists resulting in slow or even stop the development of new therapies.   

I did not vote for Proposition 71 to foster CA State revenues from intellectual property rights.  But supported the Proposition because of the potential of stem cell research to develop cures and therapies.  I felt that if cures were developed, then health care costs to the State would be decreased, one of California's largest expenses. 

Furthermore, California has already seen an influx of scientists and businesses from out of Sate as a result of the passing of Proposition 71.  These entities will also yield tax-based revenues for the State. 

I thank you for providing me the opportunity to give this testimony.  In closing, I ask you to please allow CIRM to move forward quickly and without excessive restrictions, so they can fund need research.
