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From the Desk of your Coordinators:

We are pleased to present the version of

the Policies that will govern us until our
Biannual Conference in Brazil. Please take
thetimetolook at the Policies, particularly if
you are on the Advisory Board, serve as a
Country Representative, or are interested in
applyingfor atravel and/or registrationgrant.
Note that the Grants Committee consists of
Anne Donchin, Viola Schubert-Lehnhardt,
and Susana Sommer. Also, note that there
hasbeen achangeinthe Program Committee
for the 2002 Brazil Meeting. Because of an
extraordinary opportunity to pursue her own
research and writing work for ayear at Duke
University, Hilde Nelson will not have the
time to serve as co-chair with DeboraDiniz.
Fortunately, Sue Sherwin has agreed to take
Hilde' s place. The full Program Committee
includes Sue Sherwin, Debora Diniz, Laura
Shanner, Susana Sommer, and Rosie Tong.
Congratul ationsto Hildeand much appreciation
to Debora.

Plans for Brazil are already in motion. Sue
and Debora have been contacted by Dr. Volnei
Garrafa, the Congress organi zer for the Sixth World
Congressof the International Association of Bio-
ethics(Oct. 31-Nov. 3). A satellitemeeting of FAB
isalready included inthe IAB’s planning for their
Sixth World Congress (FAB’s Fourth Biannual
Conference). Thelikely datesfor the FAB meeting
are October 29-30, 2002. Dr. Garrafawill bework-
ing directly with Debora and Sue, and indirectly
with the rest of the Program Committee. We are
looking forward to seeing as many of you as pos-
sibleinBrazil.

We are especially interested in hearing your
ideas about the direction in which FAB should pro-
ceed. Wealso areinterested in soliciting any ideas
you might have about improving the web page,
the listserv, and the Newsletter. Just because our
organization isfunctioning well doesnot mean that
it cannot function better. Please contact us, amem-

ber of the Advisory Board, and/or your Country Represen-
tative with your thoughts about how FAB should shape
itself in the year 2001 and beyond.

Best wishes,

Sue Sherwin and Rosie Tong, Coordinators

Per spectivasbioéticas
Director: Florencia Luna

Thisisthefirst journal wholly devoted to bioeth-
icspublished in Argentina. It began in 1996; now
itisarriving at its 11" issue. Spanish writing au-
thors and the inclusion of translations of well-
known internationa philosophers such as Ruth
Macklin, Margaret Pabst Battin and others have
contributed to a rational discussion of bioethics
inavery conservative society where bioethicshas
been monopolized by the Catholic Church. Al-
though devoted to bioethics in general, it has al-
ways endorsed feminist views about problems,
especialy thoserelated to reproductive health. Is-
sues can be obtained at: nrighetti @flacso.org.ar

Susana E. Sommer
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FAB Abstracts: IAB 2000

What follows are the second half of the abstracts from papers presented at FAB 2000. (The first half

appeared in the November 2000 Newsletter.)

Babiesfor Sale. Commodification and I nternet Adoptions
Toni Schosdler, Ingtitutefor Medical Humanities, University
of Texas-Medical Branch, USA, toni2scott@ev1.net

TheInternet has been utilized to reunite adult adopteeswith
their biological families, to facilitate matching between fami-
lies at opposite ends of the country, and to make adoptions
faster and easier than ever before. However, the Internet is
first and foremost a market tool. Not only does the Internet
offer to all members of the adoption triad the advantages of
modern technology, it also adds market valuesasan entirely
new dimension to the goals of adoption. The Internet has
certainly not caused theintrusion of market forcesinto adop-
tion, but it has made them exceedingly prominent and it has
brought the role of money to the foreground. Most disturb-
ing, isthe element of commaodification that the Internet en-
courages. The fact that a particular adoptive situation is
presented with a price tag is the bothersome factor. Like
many other new and innovative technologies, it is easy to
overlook the dangers associated with the Internet for all of
its benefits. This paper hopes to bring attention to the dan-
gers of Internet adoption and propose some regulation of
the Internet’s content.

Technology and Justicein Health Infor mation Digtribution
Jean Amoura, M.D., University of NebraskaMedical Cen-
ter, USA, jamoura@unmc.edu

One major outcome of the women's health movement was
the empowerment of patients by increasing their access to
healthinformation. With theinformation explosion brought
about by online networks, enormous amounts of health in-
formation have become readily available online, but the po-
tential down sides of thistransforming technology have yet
to be fully elucidated. One such problem is that the poor
andilliterate (both morelikely women, especialy indevelop-
ing nations) arefar lesslikely to be able to reap the benefits
of these systems. Also, the appeal of this technology as
applied to medical information underscores individualism
and privacy, values of primeimportanceto middle-classwhite
Americans but less significance to other segments of soci-
ety. Strengthening policy for health education is essential,
particularly education via formats shown to reach the
underserved, in the U.S. and around the world.

Justicefor Women: It IsNot aMatter of Theory Alone
Kausar S. Khan, Community Health Sciences, The AgaKhan
University, Pakistan, kausar.skhan@aku.edu

A theoretical construct of justiceis often unable to address
actual casesof injustice. Each of thefour fundamental insti-
tutions of society, the home, community, the market and the
state, have their own ways of embodying gender injustice.
Class and gender discrimination forms the nexus of injus-
tice. The injustices persist, hidden behind the silence of
women and reinforced by the silence of the onlookers--es-
pecialy when the state, the largest of the institutions, is
indifferent to the plight of women, and is negligent of its
obligationsto the poor. An example of the above phenom-
enon is Pakistan. Pakistan is representative of many coun-
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trieswhere thetheory of justiceisnot practiced in waysthat
affect real people. For example, research on womenin Paki-
stan generates information that often does not help the
womenwho arethe basis of that research. The sociocultura
determinants of poor women’shealth contribute extensively
to the high MMR in Pakistan and are ignored by research-
ers. While researchers see the conditions in which women
live in Pakistan, nothing is done to change those condi-
tions.

Thelnfluenceof theBritish Schemefor Regulating Repro-
ductive Technologies: Feminist Per spectives (Panel)
Anne Donchin, Department of Philosophy, IndianaUniver-
sity, USA, adonchin@iupui.edu

In 1990 the British Parliament passed the Human Ferilisation
and Embryology Act which established an authority to moni-
tor uses of gametes and embryos outside the human body.
Subsequently, a host of other countries have modeled their
own regulatory proposals on the British scheme. Thispanel
explorestheethical framework onwhichthismodel isbased,
focusing onitssignificancefor women’shealth, gender para-
digmsand family norms. Presenters: AnneDonchin, Margrit
Shildrick, Roxanne M ykitiuk and DeboraDiniz.

Genesisof theHuman Fertilisation and Embryology Au-
thority: A Feminist View

Anne Donchin, Department of Philosophy, Indiana Univer-
sity, USA, adonchin@iupui.edu

Britain wasthefirst country to initiate systematic regulation
of embryo research and fertility services. Many othersfol-
lowed, often looking to Britain for guidance on how to rein
intheir own fertility industries. This paper examinesthein-
gtitutionalization of fertility servicesin Britain, exploresfemi-
nist apprehensions about this regulatory scheme, and ar-
gues for a more pragmatic model responsive to a broader
diversity of interests.

Reconfigurationsof Reproductive Difference

Margrit Shildrick, Research Fellow, Staffordshire University
and University of Liverpool Dept of Primary Care, England
m.shildrick@liverpool.ac.uk

As the introduction and potential of new biotechnologies
concerned with human reproduction have accel erated at the
turn of the century, the major regulatory body in Great Brit-
ain, theHFEA, has clung tenaciously to the social and moral
structures of post-Enlightenment liberal humanistic society.
Although it acknowledges that the changes in reproductive
practice have presented serious challenges to conventional
ideas, the HFEA is swift to reassure critics that the centres
and clinics under its control are acting properly. What is
meant by thisisnot that the field has been opened up to new
and more adequate paradigms, but that the normative stan-
dards of modernism--theinherent value of the nuclear fam-
ily, individual best interests, protection of the vulnerable--
have been recuperated. Whilst | accept that certain safe-
guards are necessary, it is not clear that the HFEA's ethical



framework isadequate to the devel opments of apostmodern
age. | ask what differenceit would makeif we accepted that
the issues thrown up by the potential to vary the conditions
of reproduction, of motherhood, and indeed of the human
being itself, would be better addressed by a postconventional
set of considerations that specifically seek to break down
the binary categories of the norma and the abnormal, of
fertile and infertile, of motherhood and fatherhood. And
what would be the dangers of adopting this more fluid and
open approach?

Regulating Reproductive and Genetic Technologies in
Canada

Roxanne Mykitiuk, J.D., Osgoode Hall Law School, York
University, Canada, mykitiuk@yorku.ca

In 1996 thefederal government of Canadaintroduced as Bill
C-47 the Human Reproductive and Genetic TechnologiesAct,
intended to establish criminal law sanctionsfor various prac-
tices relating to reproduction and genetic research. At the
same time awhite paper promised to establish a regulatory
body and framework within which the regulation of accept-
able practiceswould take place. Under the various pressures
of an upcoming federal election, however, the proposed regu-
latory body failed to materialize and Bill C-47 died. Inits
place a voluntary moratorium has continued in effect, and
littleexplicit legidation related to NRGTs hasbeen passed in
Canada at either thefederal or the provicial/territorial level.
However, the federal government has promised that new
NRGT legidlation will beintroduced in 2000 to address both
regulatory issues and prohibited practices. This paper will
either evaluate and respond to such legislation as may have
been introduced before September, or will discuss state in-
action asaform of state regulation. In my view inactionis
itself an instance of quasi-legal and state regulation, which
needsto be examined from afeminist perspectivefor itsim-
plications for women/gender and health.

TheFewer theBetter? An Egalitarian Feminist Analysis
of MultipleGestation

Mary B. Mahowald, Ph.D., University of Chicago Center for
Clinica Medical Ethics, USA, mm46@midway.uchicago.edu

After describing circumstances in which multiple gestation
arises, different methods and risks of fetal termination, and
the risks to pregnant women and potential children of mul-
tiple pregnancies, | critique the terminology used in dis-
cussing methods of fetal termination with pregnancy preser-
vation (FTPP). The perspectivel then bring tothetopicisa
version of feminism which demandsthat differencesbeiden-
tified and evaluated for the extent to which they are associ-
ated with gender inequality. My analysis of specific cases,
both real and concocted, leads to the conclusion that on
empirical aswell asethical grounds, “fewer are better” isan
appropriate guideline for infertility specialists as well as
women. |f thisguidelinewere prevalently applied, theinci-
dence of multiple births might return to its natural rate of
occurrence, i.e., less than one-third of the current rate in
countries where fertility drugs and in vitro fertilization are
utilized.

Insightsfrom Anthropology About Ethicsand Assisted
Fertility Technologies
Kate H. Brown, Ph.D., Creighton University, USA,
kbrown@creighton.edu

This presentation uses anthropological concepts and eth-
nographic findings to explore ethical questions surround-
ing the use of assisted fertility technologies (AFT) for hu-
man reproduction. My comments focus on the interplay of
individual agency and socio-cultural imperativesfor women
seeking AFT in a variety of cultural settings. Questions
include: Towhat extent doesAFT expand“choice” for indi-
vidual women, or isAFT amedicalized extension of the so-
cial control of women? Are exploitative gender rolesrein-
forced by AFT, or can these medical options enhance the
status of vulnerable women who are otherwise unable to
conceive? What equations of risk/benefit do women con-
struct when seeking AFT? Drawing on anthropological re-
search about fertility, gender roles, and kinship, | providean
analytical framework that is attentive to both local circum-
stances and general principles of feminist ethics such as
relationship (e.g. kinship obligations and patterns of ex-
change and power) and rights (e.g. the freedom to choose
and equal accessto AFT).

A Feminist View of Artificial Reproductive Technology
Applicationsin Turkey

Serap Sahinoglu-Pelin, M.D., Ph.D., AnkaraMedical School,
Turkey.

Since 1979, alot of couples have had babiesthrough ART
methods. There are presently about 15 centresin existence
for this purposein Turkey. There are two approved regula-
tions in operation, the second being an improved form of
theformer. During ART application, the body of thewoman
concerned is directly affected. After every application, the
possibility of not having aliving baby can adversely affect
the physical and psychologica sate of the female in ques-
tion. This trauma can sometimes be beyond endurance. In
the two approved regulations mentioned above, the ethics
of ART applications has been questioned. This paper will
discuss ART applicationsin Turkey, asviewed by feminists.

Who Should Have Accessto Artificial Reproductive Tech-
nologies? A Comparison of Restrictiveand Liberal Regu-
latory Frameworks

CynthiaH. Cassell, M.A., Duke University Medical Center,
USA, casse002@mc.duke.edu

Due to ethical issues, assisted reproductive technologies
(ART) continueto challenge many peopl€'sreligious, politi-
cal, and philosophical viewpoints. Theextent to which regu-
Iation should govern such areas as human reproduction and
procreative liberty remain contentious. Consequently, a
consensus concerning the need for regulation of ARTs has
been extremely difficult to attain, particularly the question
of who should have access to ART. This paper examines
two current model s of restrictiveand liberal regulatory frame-
works of eigibility requirementsin ART regulation. The
restrictive regulatory framework is based on the Infertility
Treatment Act 1995 in Victoria, Australia. Theliberal regu-
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latory framework isfound in self-regulation of dligibility re-
quirementsin the United States. This paper evaluatesthese
regulatory frameworks using two principlesfundamental in
aliberal society: respect for autonomy and the prevention of
harmto others. Itisfound that both regulatory frameworks
cause undesirable moral consegquences and therefore eligi-
bility requirementsare morally unjustified.

It’sAll in Your Head! Gendered Social Construction of
ThreeDiagnostic Categories(Panel)

Barbara Secker, Coordinator, University of Toronto Depart-
ment of Philosophy and Joint Centre for Bioethics, Canada,
bsecker@chass.utoronto.ca

Within afeminist bioethicsframework, three papersexplore
the gendered nature of three socially-constructed, allegedly
medical conditions: (1) decisional (in-)competence, (2) men-
tal retardation, and (3) gender identity disorder (GID). All
three papers share central methodological, ontological and
political assumptions regarding the importance of resisting
a naturalization of these conditions, working with a rela
tional, contextualized notion of autonomy, and the centrality
of situated gender in relation to principles of social justice.
Panel participantsare Bar abar a Secker, Licia Carlson and
Kathryn Pauly Morgan.

A Feminist Social Constructionist Philosophy of Mental
(In)competence

Barbara Secker, University of Toronto Department of Phi-
losophy and Joint Centre for Bioethics, Canada,
bsecker @chass.utoronto.ca

This presentation sets out different theoretical senses of
social construction and then illustrates these by showing
how social construction entersinto thelegal medicalizing of
the concept of mental / decisional incompetence and associ-
ated assessment practices. Arguing that the cognitive defi-
cit model camouflages genderized threatsto care, autonomy
and justice, the presentation brings into focus the devastat-
ing risks to women’s moral and legal personhood posed by
the medical/legal institutionalization of competency assess-
ment practices.

Diagnosing Feeble-Minded Women: Feminist Bioethical
LessonsTobel earned from theHistory of Mental Retar da-
tion

LiciaCarlson, Department of Philosophy, University of Se-
atle, USA, liciacarlson@hotmail.com

This presentation explores the hidden gender dimension of
the category of mental retardation. It shows how complex
social, political and philosophical factorsenter into the con-
struction of naturalized typologies of persons labeled men-
tally retarded. Looking specifically at the history revealsa
complex gender web of power among women invariousroles,
such as institutionalized inmates, caregivers, mothers, re-
searchersand feminist reformers. Attentionisalso directed
to the symbolic role played by the concept of the feeble
minded woman in generating an oppressive set of political
and therapeutic practicestargeted at all women regarded as
deviant and assimilable to this symbolic norm particularly
with respect to reproductive and genetic rights.
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Farewell to Tomboys: Some Reflectionson the Scary Di-
mensionsof theDiagnosisof Gender |dentity Disorder
Kathryn Morgan, University of Toronto Department of Phi-
losophy, kmorgan@achass.utoronto.ca

This presentation examinesthe diagnostic category of Gen-
der Identity Disorder in the current Diagnostic and Statisti-
cal Manual of the American Psychiatric Association, par-
ticularly as it applies to women and girls. Seen as one of
many mental illnesses captured under theincreasingly vague
pathological umbrella of gender dysphoria, gender identity
disorder-identified girls and women are increasingly sub-
jectedtoingtitutional confinement and surgical, pharmaceu-
tical and other invasive therapeutic interventions. The pre-
sentation examines the ontological and socio-political pre-
suppositions built into the diagnostic criteria, drawing link-
agesto other instances of the medical pathologizing of girls
and women'’s behaviour.

Careand Autonomy in Discussionson Psychiatric Patients
Rights: A Pergspectivefrom theNetherlands

Selma Sevenhuijsen, Department of Communication and
Welfare, University of Utrecht, the Netherlands,
s.sevenhuijsen@fss.uu.nl

Guy Widdershoven, Department of Communication and
Welfare, University of Utrecht, the Netherlands

Inthefirst part of thispaper we present anormative analysis
of Dutch policy discussion on Ulysses contracts for psy-
chiatric patients. We argue that the discussion until now
has been dominated by an ethics of rights. The discussion
focuses on the question of whether those contracts can be
seen to be in accordance with principles of autonomy as
self-determination. In the next section we go into the ques-
tion of whether an ethic of care could contribute to the dis-
cussion. Three characteristics of the ethics of care can be
considered relevant: the notion of care asamoral practice,
its conception of moral subjectivity and theideaof an alter-
native moral epistemology. Against this background we
discussthe potential contribution of notionslike communi-
cativeinteraction, relational autonomy, ambiguity, responsi-
bility and trust, with the goal of substantiating the conclu-
sions via empirical research in the tradition of grounded
theory.

ContextualizingtheDiscussion: A Feminist Policy M eth-
odology

Lenore Kuo, Center for the Study of Women and Society,City
University of New York Graduate College, USA,
Ikuo@gc.cuny.edu

How can feminist theorists develop policies which are co-
herent, defensible and adequately contextualized which dem-
onstrate the appropriate awareness of and response to the
current situation of diverse constituencies of women, which
universally includes gender subordination? This paper ar-
gues that any adequate public policy analysis must con-
sider the current practice, current conceptual construction,
innate qualities and ideal of the relevant activity in order to
coherently advocate for a specific policy position. Tradi-
tional philosophical policy analysis failed to consider all
four aspects, overemphasizing therole of theideal, viewing
conceptual constructions as timeless universals, believing
that the existence of some minimal innate qualitiesjustified



essentialism, and speculating about current practice. | will
discussin what ways each of these four features of an activ-
ity isimportant to policy formation, as well as suggesting
necessary changes in philosophic research methodology.
Throughout | will be using prostitution policy to explicate
my position.

Feminist Bioethics: Going Forwardin theNew Millennium
by Going Back to Basics
Carol Quinn, University of
cquinn@mailbox.syr.edu

Syracuse, USA,

In December 1999, the Portland Oregonian ran a five-part
series on human testing of the pesticide azinphos methyl,
more commonly known by its (Bayer Corporation) brand
name, Guthion (December 5-9, 1999). Guthionisclassified as
aClass| pesticide— themost toxic. M ost recently, in 1998,
Bayer Corporation sponsored human trials of the pesticide
Guthion on university students in Britain and Scotland.
Pesticide companies have made widespread use of human
trials, inthe U.S. and abroad, sincethe 1960s. Such trialson
newborns(in Milan, Italy), prisoners (in astate of California
Department of Public Health sponsored test), and others,
are often conducted without the subjects’ consent. Unfor-
tunately, unethical or dubiously ethical experimentation is
not uncommon despite several measuresin placeto prevent
them. The medical community, despiteitsgreat advancesin
genetics, reproductive technologies, and so on, still has not
got it right with respect to basic human decency. This paper
will serve asan introduction by way of summary for afour-
part lecture series| am devel oping which putsforth four key
virtues— dignity, integrity, respect, and trustworthiness—
which | suggest must beinculcated in the bioethical commu-
nity. Herel challenge standard conceptions of these terms,
drawing on insightsfrom the testimony of experimental vic-
tims.

Women and Contemporary Bioethics: L egacy, Paradox and
Affirmation

R.R.Kishore, M.D., L.L.B., Indian Society for Health Laws
and Ethics, India, kishore@giasdla.vsnl.net.in

In aworld which takes pride in its human content and as-
piresto preserveit asacommon heritage of humanity, women
continueto bethevictims of fanaticism, violenceand indig-
nity. Inan order claiming to be founded on science, ethics
and liberty, 585,000 women die every year due to causes
attributableto pregnancy and childbirth. Biasagainst women
isaglobal phenomenon. Women, who havelong beeniden-
tified with pregnancy, childbearing and domestication, have
come under additional pressure due to the advent of newer
fertility techniques, intensifying the pro-natalist sentiment
for biologically related children. In India, 30-50% of HIV
positive persons are women, most of whom have been in-
fected viaheterosexual transmission, owing to their inability
to refuse sexua intercourse. In this paper | anayze the
existing scenario and conclude that gender equality is an
inseparable component of lifeand liberty, and women'sem-
powerment is a prerequisite for social security, economic
advancement and health for al.

TheEthicsof Placebo-Controlled Trialsfor Mater nal-Fetal
HIV Transmission in Developing Countries

Patricia C. Farrell, University of Washington, USA,
pfarrell @u.washington.edu

In September 1997, an editorial appeared in the New En-
gland Journal of Medicine denouncing the conduct of clini-
cal trids in Africa, Asia and the Caribbean that were de-
signed to reduce maternal-fetal transmission of HIV. The
controversy surrounding these trial s centered on the use of
a placebo control. Bioethicists have supported both sides
of this controversy--one group maintaining that the only
reliablemethodological regimenistheclassical clinical tria -
using a placebo-controlled arm; the other stating that only
when there is no known treatment can a placebo be used.
These two positions reflect an ontological and epistemo-
logical aswell asan ethical divide. In order toinvestigatethe
foundational bases for thisimportant problem in the ethics
of clinical research, | use Margaret Urban Walker’s discus-
sion of the theoretical-juridical models of ethics and the
expressive-collaborative models of ethics to analyze the
texts of the discussion of this issue.

Women at the Center: The Relationship between Science
and Ethicsin HIV/AIDSVaccineTrials| n Developing Coun-
tries

LindaM. Richter, School of Psychology, University of Na-
tal, South Africa, richterl @psy.unp.ac.za

Doug R. Wassenaar, School of Psychology, University of
Natal, South Africa

Young women in developing countries, most especially in
southern Africa, havethe highest risk for HIV infection and
currently have the highest prevalence rates in the world,
reaching 40-50% in some areas of South Africa. Thisgroup
is frequently spoken about as the axle around which the
whedl of infection and spread turns, by means of their sexual
relationshipswith men, their connection with their children
through pregnancy, birth and breast feeding, and their role
as caretakers of the sick and dying. Young women are also
the target group of HIV vaccine trias already in progress
and planned to beginin Africainthe next two years. Through
the activities of the HIV/AIDS Vaccine Ethics Group at the
University of Natal, funded by the South African AIDS Vac-
cinelnitiative, we haveinvestigated several aspects of ethi-
cal trial practiceinarural community identified asapotential
vaccine site. These include informed consent and under-
standing of trial design concepts, such as randomization
and placebo. Thispaper reflectson the current femalefocus
of AIDS prevention activities in developing countries in
terms of gender injustice, and the relationship between sci-
ence and ethics. In particular, it deals with the problems of
treating ethical practice as separate from scientific practice.
Instead, we will argue that scientific reliability and validity
areintrinsically dependent on ethical practices, as evidenced
from socia psychological studies of participant behavior in
research.
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Misogyny, Homophobiaand theHIV Pandemic
Elizabeth Crock, RMIT University, Australia

Historically, the negative evaluation of female sexuality has
formed the foundation for the stigmatization of male homo-
sexual behaviour. Male homosexua behaviour waswidely
accepted in ancient Greece and Rome, but attained itsprivi-
leged status only by using female sexuality as a negative
reference. Passivity or effeminacy are strongly stigmatized
in male citizens. Recently, too, feminists and lesbian and
gay writers recognise that the essence of men’s hatred of
male homosexuality istheir horror of female sexuality and
the fear of such potential degradation in themselves. Inthis
paper | argue that misogyny is at the root of homophobia,
andthat itisimplicatedin apivotal way intheHIV pandemic.
Homophobia must be acknowledged to be a consequence
of misogyny and ethical approaches to the HIV epidemic
must address this if they are to promote justice and enable
prevention.

Feminist Per spectiveson Wellness: Women’sAutonomy,
Empower ment, Health and Community (Pand)

Annette Dula, Ed.D., Tuskegee University National Center
for Bioethics and Research, USA, dula@spot.colorado.edu

The purpose of this panel isto broaden the current notions
of women's health into the rubric of wellness. We argue
that women'’s health depends on meeting economic, emo-
tional, political, sociocultural, and spiritual, aswell as physi-
cal, needs. Health, so defined, or wellness, is rooted in au-
tonomy, empowerment, and community. Wewill providethree
examples of how women’swellnessisundermined, and how
it can be enhanced through feminist action. Panel partici-
pants: Anette Dula, Margo Okasawa-Rey, Gwyn Kirk,
Alison Jaggar.

Militarization, Wellnessand Autonomy

Professor Gwynn Kirk, Women's Studies, Hamilton College,
USA, Margo Okazawa-Rey, San Francisco State University,
USA

The degradation of the natural environment due to military
operations contributesto high incidence of certain negative
health effects. That isbut one example of thewaysinwhich
women’'swell-being isundermined by militarism. Thispaper
discusses the work of the East AsiaUS Women's Network
Against Militarism, a project concerned with the effects of
the US military presence on women and childrenin Okinawa
(Japan), South K orea, and the Philippines. Thefocusof our
work is on increasing the effectiveness of grassroots orga-
nizing in support of women and Amerasian children, amuch
neglected and stigmatized group, in the face of continual
violence against women and children by the US military per-
sonnel, and the negative health effects of environmental
hazards caused by military operations. Relatively littlework
has been done on this complex topic, which raises sensitive
guestions of violence against women, racism, and national
sovereignty and security. We argue for a re-definition of
security that could ensure the well being of women, aswell
as of children and men, throughout the world. We draw on
frameworksthat link race, class, gender, nation and the glo-
bal capitalist economy, and start from an anti-militarist, anti-
imperialist perspective.
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Globalizing Gender Justice, Women’sAutonomy and Hu-
man Care

Professor Alison Jaggar, Philosophy and Women's Studies,
University of Colorado at Boulder, USA,
jaggar@spot.colorado.edu

Globalization has become a buzzword that means very dif-
ferent thingsto different people. It isoften presented asthe
result of recent technol ogical advances, but in fact intercon-
tinental travel and trade have always existed. Even capital-
ist globalization is not new. Instead, the age of European
imperialism produced the steeply sloping playing field onto
which the contemporary form of capitalist globalization was
introduced in 1945 as the world turned to reconstructing
societies that had been crushed by war. Fifty years ago,
many people were optimistic about the possibility of creat-
ing new socia ordersthat would be morefree, equal and just
than those undermined or destroyed by war. Today, as the
global economy becomes ever more tightly integrated, ad-
vocates of thisintegration make even more dazzling prom-
ises. These include prosperity, peace, environmental pro-
tection, democracy and an end to racism and ethnocentrism.
The promisesalsoinclude an end to ancient formsof patriar-
chy and the inclusion of women as full participantsin poli-
ticsand the economy. This paper surveys some of theways
in which the breaking of these promises has had disastrous
conseguences for women's health around the world. It ar-
guesthat taking seriously the goal of promoting good health
for women requiresarenewed commitment to fulfilling these
promises, and that this, in turn, requires atransformation of
the current model of globalization.

A Neglected Bioethical Issue: The Health of Women of
Color

Annette Dula, Tuskegee University National Center for Bio-
ethics, USA, dula@spot.colorado.edu

The poor health of women of color is an ethical issue of
global magnitude. Itisan ethical issue because poor health
statusisoften aresult of the unfair distribution of resources;
it isaglobal issue because poor health is a phenomenon of
women of color regardless of whether they liveintheindus-
trialized countries of the Americas and Europe or the less
industrialized nations of Asiaand Africa. Certainly main-
stream bioethicists, and particularly feminist bioethicists,
have commented onissueslikefemal e genital mutilation and
even the ethics of research on populations in poor coun-
tries. However, they havefor the most part not explored the
commonalities that contribute to the poor health of women
of color in the US and in other countries. \WWomen of color,
whether from the north or the south, have similar problems
that diminishtheir well being: thelack of accessto adequate
housing, employment and health care; lack of personal au-
tonomy and agency. Unfortunately the absence of well be-
ing inwomen of color isacommon and accepted fact in both
the US and in other countries where women of color live.
Using African American women asoneexample, | will exam-
inefactorsthat influence the general well being of women of
color and discuss bioethical issues relevant to women of
color in the north and the south.



L eshian Ethicsand Bioethics: M aking Connections(Pand)
AidaSantos, Coalition Against Trafficking in Women-Asia
Pacific, Philippines, af s@qinet.net

Thispanel, moderated by Aida Santos, will exploretherela
tionship (actual and potential) between leshian (bio)ethics
and thelarger bioethical discourse. Participantsare Jeanelle
de Gruchy, Aida Santosand Alison Brookes.

Between Assmilation and Recognition: Lesbian Healthcare
Ethics

MaryAnn Bendfeld, Department of Philosophy, Dalhousie
University, Canada ma.bendfeld@ns.sympatico.ca

Susan Sherwin, Department of Philosophy, Dalhousie Uni-
versity, Canada, susan.sherwin@dal.ca

This paper is concerned with examining the site at which
ethical decision-making in healthcare operates. As many
feminist bioethicistshave noted, thissiteis social and politi-
cal. Assuch, itissubject to variousformsof discrimination,
including discrimination against gays and lesbians. Various
legal initiatives seek to prohibit discrimination on the basis
of sexuality, their aim being generally to treat gaysand leshi-
ansasjust like everybody else and gay and lesbian partner-
ships the same as heterosexual marriages. We argue that
bioethicists may miss relevant factors that should be con-
sidered if they view gays and lesbians' situation ssimply as
similar to that of heterosexuals. We explore areas where
attention to difference is important to bioethical delibera-
tions.

Ethicsthat Exclude: A South African Case Study
Jeanelle de Gruchy, Ph.D., Nottingham Health Authority, UK
jeanelle@degruchyl.freeserve.co.uk

South Africais emerging from decades of systematic racial
and other forms of discrimination, which have affected ev-
ery aspect of civil society, including the health sector. Fol-
lowing thefirst democratic electionsin 1994 there have been
attempts within the health sector to address the involve-
ment by health professionalsin human rights abuses during
apartheid. One particular research project aimed to docu-
ment the human rights violations experienced by gays and
leshiansinthemilitary in the context of medical care, and to
explore how the military, through psychiatrists, constructed
homosexuality as deviant behavior. This paper discusses
the difficulty encountered in receiving approval from the
ethics committee of one of the national science councils. It
exploresthe waysinwhich ethics' can be used as amethod
of exclusion for research that challenges hegemonic hetero-
sexuality.

L eshian Ethics: Dig/AdvantagesFromtheMargins
Alison Brookes, Ph.D., LaTrobe University, Australia
alison.brookes@l atrobe.edu.au

This paper will discuss the potential of engagements with
and critiques of health disciplines’ practice and theory that
arefacilitated by exploring issues from marginal positions.
It is not new for marginalised groups to engage with and
critique health care practices and theory. What islesscom-
mon is the question of what ethical frameworks developed

by such groups have to offer the development of bioethical
theory. Leshian ethics, while influenced strongly by, and
often framed by, feminist ethics, hasmuch to offer bioethics.
Thecentral claim of the paper isthat |esbian ethics has much
to offer as well to the development and implementation of
models of healthcare.

Property and Women’sAlienation from Their Own Repro-
ductiveL abor

DonnaDickenson, Medical Ethicsand Law, Imperid College
London, UK, d.dickenson@ic.ac.uk

Thereis an urgent need for reconstructing models of prop-
erty to makethem morewoman-friendly. However, we need
not start from scratch; both canonical and feminist authors
can sometimes provide concepts which we can refine and
apply towardswomen'’s propertylessness. This paper looks
in particular at women’s alienation from their reproductive
labor, building on Marx and Delphy. Developing an eco-
nomic and political rather than a psychological reading of
alienation, it then considers how the refined and revised
concept can be applied to concrete examplesin global jus-
ticefor women.

Trust AsFramework For Organizational Ethics
Susan Dorr Goold, M.D., Internal Medicine, University of
Michigan, USA, sgoold@umich.edu

Itiswidely acknowledged that trust isavital component of
and basis for relationships between clinicians and patients,
and that these interpersonal trust relationships have moral
content. Trustisparticularly important in health care, andis
present in relationships with organizations such as hospi-
talsandinsurersaswell aswith clinicians. Inthispaper | will
describe the relationship between individuals and health
careinstitutions using trust asaconceptual framework, then
draw conclusionsfor the ethics of health care organizations
and arguefor atrust-based account of organizational moral-
ity. Next | will describe the nature and elements of trust-
based institutional/individual relationships. Finally | will
discuss conditions which influence trust, and contrast those
with conditions of trustworthiness. A better understanding
of ingtitutional trust will provideinsight into the morality of
organizational actions.

Scienceand Moral Agency inaComplex World: Longino's
Feminist Virtues

SylviaNagl, Bloomsbury Centrefor Structural Biology, Uni-
versity College London, UK, nagl @biochem.ucl.ac.uk

Increasingly urgent calls for a new contract between sci-
ence and society are being heard, prompted in large part by
the extremely rapid developments involving genetics and
bioetchnology in medicine and agriculture, and by equally
pressing issues concerning the deteriorating state of the
physical environment and the biosphere. However, a de-
mand for a new contract retains the idea that these two
spheres of human activity are somehow separate, that there
is an interface between science and society across which
negotiations need to take place. Thisview alsoleadsoneto
posit a demarcation line between the scientific and social
agency of scientists, across which scientists ought to nego-
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tiatetheir ownmoral positioning. My current work drawson
Helen Longino’sfeminist virtuesto show that these virtues
allow usto transcend such adichotomous perspective. This
alternative approach is based on an understanding of scien-
tific knowledge as social knowledge. Within this concep-
tual framework, scientists are always and indivisibly both
knowledge-creating and social agents. Seeing scientists as
agents situated in complex socia systems whose agency
may be guided by Longino’svirtues, providesfreshinsights
and possible routes toward a science for the twenty-first
century.

Isa Global Bioethics Possible? Some Feminist Per spec-
tives

Rosemarie Tong, Center for Applied and Professional Eth-
ics, University of North Carolina Charlotte, USA,
rotong@email.uncc.edu

Inthispaper | arguethat aglobal bioethicsispossible. Spe-
cifically, | present the view that there are within feminist
approaches to bioethics some of the conceptual and meth-
odological tools needed to forge a bioethics that embraces
the health-related concerns of developing and developed
nations equally. To support my argument | discuss some of
the challenges that have historically confronted feminists.
If feministsaccept theideathat women are entirely the same,
then feminists present as fact the fiction of the essential
woman. Not only does woman not exist, she obscures im-
portant racial, ethinic,cultural and class differences among
women. However, if feminists stress women's differences
too much, feminists|ose the power to speak coherently and
cogently about gender justice, women's rights and sexual
equality ingeneral. Analyzingthewaysinwhichtheideaof
differenceaswell astheideaof samenesshaveled feminists
astray, | ask whether it is possible to avoid the Scylla of
absolutism (imperialism, colonialism, hegemony) ontheone
hand and the Charybdis of relativism (postmodernism, frag-
mentation, balkanization) ontheother. Finaly, after reflect-
ing upon thework of UmaNarayan, Susan Muller Okin and
Martha Nussbaum, | concludethat there isaway out of this
ethica bind. By focusingonwomen'’s, children’s, and men’s
common human needs, it is possible to lay the foundation
for ajust and caring global bioethics.

ReproductiveHealth and I nter national Development Assis-
tance: IsReform Fair toWomen?

Nicola Jones, United Nations Population Fund, USA,
nicola@unfpa.org

There isincreasing pressure on international devel opment
agenciesto carry out reformsthat will make them more ac-
countable to stakeholders for the resources that they con-
trol. A main platform of these reforms is an emphasis on
identifying and achieving devel opmental and organizational
results. This paper focuses on international development
aid in reproductive health, and examines how thesereforms
may effect women's equitable accessto resources. How can
we ensure that such reforms are in the interests of women,
and that the definition of results, the ways of measuring
results, and the strategiesfor achieving them are responsive
to the needs of poor women in developing countries, rather
than a reflection of the interests of the developed world?
How can we ensure that women areinvolved in defining and
monitoring results, and that these do improvewomen'’slives?

The International Network on Feminist Approachesto Bioethics

Women’sViewson Justicein Health Care: Experiences
from Germany

ViolaSchubert-Lehnhardt, Ph.D., University of Halle, Ger-
many, kd.schubert@verwaltung.uni-halle.de

At the end of the century Germany is undergoing a great
debate on health care reform. Will Germany continue to
have a healthcare system based on financial solidarity be-
tween the generations, between genders, between the rich
and the poor, between the chronically ill and more or less
healthy people? The paper presents results of empirical re-
search which shows that men and women disagree about
what isto be expected from further development of medical
techniques, and on what counts as justice in health care.
Both agreethat competition of providers--one of the corner-
stones of the new system, according to politicians--should
have little or no place in the health care system. The paper
concludes with a description of how German women are
trying to realize their vision of a healthcare system for the
next century.

Emerging Health Pluralism, Priority Debatesand the Vi-
sionsof Tomorrow

R.R.Kishore, M.D., L.L.B., Indian Society for Health Laws
and Ethics, India, kishore@giasdla.vsnl.net.in

Medical and health careisnolonger afiduciary relationship
between a physician and a patient; many new players have
descended on the scene. In aworld where requirements of
health range from safe drinking water to breast prostheses,
biotechnology can range from humanizing animalsto creat-
ing new life forms, and human rights can range from the
rights of the dead to the rights of the unborn, conceptual
inadequaci es and competing--and sometimes conflicting —
interests have enhanced the possibilities of ethical miscar-
riage. Inlight of thisrange of issues, priority setting poses
aformidable challenge. Prioritizing means harmonization of
legitimate interests of diverse parties, within the parameters
of value concepts and socioeconomic constraints. Thiscalls
for radical reassessment of fundamental concepts. Thispa
per addresses 10 essential issues that need to be faced in
setting health priorities for the new century.

TheValueof Difference
MelindaM. Hurgt, LosAngeles, USA, MAMHurst@aol.com

Thispaper describesthe experience of acommunity member
serving on Institutional Review Boardsin the United States.
It delineates her successes, disappointments and personal
development. There is particular emphasis on the impor-
tance of broad community participation with suggestions
for more aggressively responding to the Federal Regula-
tions which call for diversity in race, gender and cultural
background. The author recognizes the weakness of the
health establishment’ s response to the mandate and the con-
comitant weakness of the role played by the community
representative and suggests ways to remedy the essentially
undemacratic nature of today’s research review. The paper
describesthismember’sinterest in women as participantsin
research from which they have been unfairly excluded, the
belief that anincreasein persons not affiliated with theinsti-
tution would strengthen the ethical basis from which deci-
sions are made, and the need to develop strategies to bal-
ance the power relationships within the membership.



Moral Reasoning and the Review of Resear ch I nvolving
Human Subjects

Lisa Eckenwiler, Department of Philosophy and Religious
Studies, Old Dominion University, USA, leckenwi@odu.edu

Research ethics committees can be understood as a special
case of an important move made in moral life: showing re-
spect to others by reasoning about their interests. In this
paper | argue that whileimpartiality, theideal of moral rea-
soning that asksmoral thinkersto refrain from giving special
weight to particular preferences, needs, or attachments has
generated fruitful insights as the preferred way of showing
moral respect to personswho may participatein research, it
lacks resources for illuminating the intricacies of how re-
search can beunethical. For research review to offer mean-
ingful gestures of moral respect--understood as promoting
theideals of respect for personsand social equality--it should
adopt a conception of moral reasoning that embraces rather
than resists or underestimates the influence of particularity.
Dialogical reasoning that embraces particularity can be es-
pecially potent for the most vulnerable members of particu-
lar societies, as well as for potential subjects in economi-
cally underprivileged countrieswhereresearchis carried out
with thefinancial support of more affluent ones.

Revising I nter national Guidelinesfor Biomedical Research
I nvolvingHuman Subjects: TheRoleof Feminist Bioethics
Janet Borgerson, Sweden

Feminist bioethics is uniquely suited to deal with concep-
tual issues arising in the debate over the ethics of interna-
tional health research. Onaworld-wide scale, the practice of
human subject useisundergoing aformal shift, and we need
to focus energy on issues that are being debated on this
global scale. Feminist ethicists have long dealt with the
troublesome aspects of personhood: who is excluded and
who included, particularly in regard to race, sex and class.
But Robert J. Levineand others have argued that personhood
isawestern concept, and that in transporting it across cul-
tural lines, naive westerners engage in cultural imperalist
domination. Informed consent isalso being reconceptualized.
Feminist Bioethics must draw upon its analytical and theo-
retical resourcesand participatein the redefinition of critical
terms and global policiesthrough which poor people, often
of color, are potentially the most exploited.

Keeping Abreast of the Silicone Breast mplant Debate: A
Feminist Critique ] ]
Jennifer A. Parks, Department of Philosophy, Loyola Uni-
versity, USA, jparksl@luc.edu

My paper considers questions of risk and rationality asthey
refate to the use of silicone breast implants. Init, | treat a
variety of questions, including the following: How can we
determine acceptablelevels of risk with regard to theseim-
plants? Can (or should) we distinguish between women's
use of implants for cosmetic (augmentation) versus recon-
structive (post-mastectomy) purposes? |san objective, neu-
tral scientific account of the harms to women caused by
these implants possible? Should corporations like Dow
Corning beresponsiblefor hlghlal contested claimsthat their
siliconeimplantsare harmful? My analysisof risk, rational-
ity, and the ethics of silicone breast implant usage is in-
tended to deepen and further the current media, bioethical,
and legal debate surrounding thisissue; for, as| will argue,

public debate surrounding silicone breast implantation has
failed to deal satisfactorily with questions about sexist bi-
asesin rationally assessing its medical risks.

Xenotransplantation and theBlurring of SpeciesLines
Dr. Elizabeth McGregor, Harvard Medical School, Harvard
University, emcgrego@caregroup.harvard.edu

Xenotransplantation, the transplantation of animal cells, tis-
sues or organs between species (in our case study “Ethics,
Science & Governance”, between the pig and humans), raises
several ethical issues. Perhaps most important istherisk that
apig virus would infect the human recipient and would be
transmitted from that recipient to the general public causing
an epidemic not unlike AIDS. That the potential of such a
risk exists is clear; the magnitude of the risk is unknown.
Other ethical issue include: the North-South divide, since
benefits are likely to accrue to individuals in industrialized
nations although the burden of any potential global pan-
demic would be borne by developing nations as well; the
legal and theological issues regarding the creation of
transgenic animals; the blurring of speciesindividuality, and
the need to have international agreement since a pandemic
would not respect national boundaries. From the standpoint
of women and children, special attention needsto be shed on
issues such as the differential access to this technology, the
differential impact on vulnerable populations of any poten-
tial pandemic similar to the AIDSvirus, the commodification
of the human body and its parts, the sacredness of life and
our impulsion to extend itslimits at great societal cost. This
paper seeks to stimulate vigorous exchange on a feminist
framework for consideraton of one of biotechnol ogies most
remarkablefuture possibilities- thetransplant of organsacross
specieslines. Co-presenter: VictoriaMartins

M edical Resear ch, Ethics, and Women: Revision of theDec-
laration of Helsinki on the Agenda of Feminist Bioethics
Dr. MarilenaV. Correa, I nstituto de MedicinaSocia daUERJ,
M correa@ism.com.br

The Declaration of Helsinki represented acrucia ethical land-
mark for the clinical research involving human beings. Since
1964, when the Declaration was promul gated, aseries of revi-
sionsand modificationswere applied to the original text, but
they did not alter its humanist character and itsinternational
forcefor theregulation of clinical research. For the past four
years, a proposition for a profound revision of the ethical
principles guiding the Declaration has been debated. In case
this proposition is approved, the clinical international re-
search with human beingswill beradically modified, further
increasing the vulnerability of certain social groups. The
advocates of the new version of the Declaration defend the
necessity of establishing nationally defined ethical references,
thus suppressing the universalistic and supra-regulatory
character of the declaration. In this context, it is of crucial
importance to critically analyze the ethical arguments em-
ployed by the advocates of the new proposition, which will
require aredefinition of the condition of protection to vulner-
ability included in the Declaration. In thisarticle, we show
the historical process that led to the promulgation of Decla-
ration of Helsinki and the most recent debates about the new
draft. Thearticleanalysesthe socia implications of the new
text for underdevel oped countries, arguing for apolitical con-
sideration of the concept of vulnerahility.
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Book Review Section

A review of Violence Against Women: Philosophical
Per spectives, edited by Stanley G. French, Wanda Teays,
and LauraM. Purdy. Ithaca and London: Cornell Univer-
Sity Press, 1998. 260 pages, $49.95cloth; $16.95 paper.

This collection of essays is divided into five the-
matic parts (sexual assault, domestic violence, sexual ha-
rassment in legal and medical contexts, pornography and
prostitution, and policies and perspectives on violence),
almost each chapter relating excruciating accounts of vio-
lence perpetrated against women. Although the collection
painfully reminds the reader of these persistent atrocities,
the subtitle is somewhat misleading. While some authors
succeed in establishing clear links between philosophical
thought and the specificity of violent actsagainst women
(seethe excellent chapterswritten by Clelia Smyth Ander-
son and Yolanda Estes, aswell asArnold R. Eiser’scontri-
bution), theoretical backdrops in the remaining chapters
tend moreto take inspiration from medical anthropology
(Abby L. Wilkerson), feminist legal theory (Debra A.
DeBruin, Wanda Teays, Catharine A. MacKinnon), sociol-
ogy (Roksana Nazneen, Semra Asefa), international rela
tions and development theory (Natalie Dandekar), femi-
nist critique (NadyaBurton), and politico-juridical analy-
ses (PatriciaKazan, Catharine A. MacKinnon).

Indeed, taken as a whole, the anthology revolves
more around issues pertaining to feminist legal theory and
the philosophy and history of law rather than philosophy
per se. Theimportant presence of feminist legal anaysisis
not surprising in light of the fact that feminist-based laws
or theenforcement of existing onesoffer perhapsthe most
practical way of eradicating violent acts against women.
However, and as most of these essays point out, existing
laws oftentimes do not suffice even when serious political
attempts at enforcing them are made. In addition, and su-
perbly demonstrated by the philosophical development
made by Anderson and Estes in their chapter, “Myth of
the Happy Hooker,” the nature of violence inherent to the
encounter between aprostituteand a“ client” impliesmuch
more than what any law could encompass; it involves a
form of moral evaluation by both the prostitute and the
“client” relativeto thisact of mutual “objectification” and
the harm engendered by it. In thefinal analysis, what this
particular chapter illustratesal so functionsasafundamental
but rather hidden leitmotif throughout the anthol ogy, that
is to say, the necessity of obtaining a profound under-
standing of differing philosophiesand cultura world views
that strongly resist integrating international human rights
textsin general and feminist legal analysisin particular.

The International Network on Feminist Approachesto Bioethics

The only criticism | would have, then, isthat Violence
Against Women constitutes more of an interdisciplinary femi-
nist approach than a purely philosophical one to different
formsof violence specifically directed towardswomen. How-
ever, this does not take away from the quality of the essays
within, and the book’s pedagogical potential for introducing
specific contours of violence against women through numer-
ous case studies.

Jennifer Merchant, Paris
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A review of Thinking About theBaby: Gender and Transi-
tionsIntoParenthood, by Susan Walzer. Philadel phia: Temple
University Press, 1998. 224 pages $49.95 hardcover; $16.95
paper.

The other day | was having lunch with a faculty col-
|eague who had been a college acquaintance. Talking about
hishomelife, awife and ten-year-old daughter, he said, “We
have donethingsthetraditional way, | guess; my wife stayed
home after we adopted our child.” Given the lessons of Su-
san Walzer’'sbook, in casefeministsdidn’t already know this,
weare even more sure than beforethat thisarrangement even
in modern-day professional families with feminist leanings
and egalitarian aspirations is not an accident; it didn’t “just
happen”.

Think about peoplewe know in our professions, at our
hospitals, and universities, and law practices. If we are in
heterosexual householdsraising achild or two, how many of
us “just happen” to find that women reduce their employ-
ment or leave it entirely when children are young? If you
thought that Nancy Chodorow’s groundbreaking (but now
twenty-two-year-old book) The Reproduction of Mothering
couldn’t still be true, read Susan Walzer and take another
look. Regardless of education and class, and regardless of
whether they remained in or out of the paid labor force, the
white married women in her admittedly small sample (25
couples) became primary caretakers of their infants and tod-
dlers in twenty-three out of twenty-five of the couples she
interviewed--not in the 1970s, but in the late 1990s. In her
clear, readable prose, Wal zer tells us about the lives of these



couples whom she interviewed after their children were at
least ayear old. What shetellsus may not be new news, but
itisalso not very good news, at least for anyone committed
to egalitarian marriage and parenthood. Not only isthe news
not good asit appliesto the marriages and worklives of the
grownups, one wonders how good it is for the children (a
topic not actually addressed in the book). Walzer’s own
focus is on how women and men experience their lives as
parents. what parenthood does to their marriages, to their
division of domestic labor, and to its effects on worklives
outside the home. She also pays attention to how each
partner understands the feelings and experiences of the
other, and she learns that fathers and mothers each have
beliefs that conform to what we might have thought were
outdated media images of “Leave it to Beaver” or “The
Brady Bunch.” She discusses how the television show
“Home Improvement” reflectsthereality of mothersbeing,
or intending-to-be, nurturant and present for children, and
fathers being productive and economically providing, and
relatively absent from the home and from the children. She
traces the show’s popularity (both with her particular
interviewees and the nation in general) to its portrayal of a
family that is, inthewords of one of thefathersin her sample,
“alittletraditionaist.”

For Wal zer, a sociologist, women and men are “be-
having in waysthat ‘real’ women and men, as socially de-
fined, are expected to behave.” Evenif they do not always
live up to normative conceptions of femininity or masculin-
ity, Walzer’snew parents--especially the mothers--are well
aware of those norms and generally seem embarrassed,
apologetic, or defensive about the lapses. The mothersare
also generally less happy in their lives and their marriages
than are their husbands, who are less involved with the
new babiesthan the motherswould wish. Not surprisingly,
the men struggle with social messages that they should be
moreinvolved with their children and their wivesthan they
are, or than they want to be, and the men also report feeling
relatively neglected by their partners, who are spending
much of their psychic and practical energy on meeting the
needs of their children or worrying about how they arefail-
ing to do so.

What Walzer’s interviews revea (supplemented by
the abundant sociological literature she cites to place her
study in context) is that today’s women may be carrying
round and trying to fulfill scriptsof 1950s mothers, but they
are not enjoying themselves very much, even if they are
enjoying their children. They feel the lack of support and
involvement of their male partners, often misscontact with
women friends, and feel inadequate to thetask they believe
themselvesrequired to perform. If they areworking at jobs
they enjoy, they often worry that they are not sufficiently
present for their children; strikingly, neither they, nor their
partners, seem to worry about how absent the fathers are,
or why the mothers are the ones thinking they should “do it
al.” Walzer faultsthe media, aswell asprofessional litera-
ture on bonding, breast-feeding, and parental advice books,
for putting mothersin a bind and generally taking fathers

off thehook. She quotesavariety of sourcesthat tell women
about their “unique” relationship with their babies that
comes from their biological connection of gestation and
lactation. She quotes other sources that urge women to
remember to attend to their husbands, who often feel ne-
glected by the baby, but finds no sourcesthat tell men any-
thing about paying attention to the needs and concerns of
their wives. Her concluding chapter movesfrom description
and analysisof her datato sensible, if not novel, recommen-
dations for social policy and clinical practice. Bioethicists
may have less interest in the recommendations for chang-
ing pay equity and workplace policies, but they should pay
attention to her advice for clinicians, who could make a
difference in helping new parents survive the transition to
parenthood. She reports that the transition to parenthood
adversely affects alarge proportion of marriages, and ulti-
mately, the mental health and well-being of mothers, fathers,
and their children. Itisawonder that family and social life
are not worse than they are today, given the difficulty and
distress Walzer describes. Her book is not powerfully or
beautifully written, but it containsinformation that our stu-
dents should know. It can be read by undergraduates and
medical students, and the findings and recommendations
are worth consideration.

Adrienne Asch, Wellesley College
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A review of Notesfrom a Narrow Ridge: Religion
and Bioethics, edited by DenaS. Davisand Laurie Zoloth.
Hagerstown: University Publishing Group, 1999. 302 pages,
$55.00 cloth; $24.95 paper.

The connection between bioethics and religion has
always been animportant one; much of theearly discussion
of issues in bioethics occurred in religious spheres. The
impetusto separate the secular discipline fromitsreligious
foundationsisarelatively recent development. Asscholars
now begin to recognizethe limits of the autonomy-centered
ethic and think in terms of the community, religion once
again emerges asacornerstone. Thisanthology attemptsto
illuminate the connections between bioethics and religion
and to suggest ways that ethicists with backgrounds in
religious studies and/or theology can contribute to the dis-
cussion.

DenaDavis' sintroductory essay, “It Ain't Necessar-
ily So: Clinicians, Bioethics, and Religious Studies” isare-
casting of her 1994 article that appeared in the Journal of
Clinical Ethics. She arguesthat the proper function of bio-
ethicists with a religious studies background is to publish
work that is useful to clinicians, specifically by describing
the current behaviors and practices of members of thereli-
gious group in question rather than offering an esoteric
recounting of theology or justification. Toillustrate the ne-
cessity of this approach, Davis offers an example of a phy-
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sician who encountersreal, live Jewish patientsfor thefirst
timeinaNew York residency, to demonstrate how disparate
the “official” sanctions for religious belief and the actual
practices of religious believers often are.

Laurie Zoloth takes up this criticism in the conclud-
ing essay of the anthology, “Faith and Reasoning(s): Bio-
ethics, Religion, and Prophetic Necessity.” Zoloth notes
that the disconnect between the descriptive and normative
isnot anew problem, nor isit easily solvable. But the an-
swer must come from within thetradition itself—atradition
that, Zoloth charges, Davis haslargely misunderstood. As
ameans to answering the larger question, that is, the chal-
lenge of the “tasks of method and content” in Jewish bio-
ethics, Zoloth expands her previously published argument
for the“ centrality of the prophetic voicein Jewish medical
ethics’ (p. 255).

In between these solid anchors rest twelve chapters
that broadly addressthe intersection between bioethicsand
religion. In chapter two, “ Bearing Witness: Religious Re-
sistance and Meaning,” Courtney S. Campbell argues that
religious communities ought to take seriously their respon-
sibility for furthering moral discoursein areas of medicine.
Ronald Carson’s* Focusing on the Human Scene: Thoughts
on Problematic Theology” explores further the practical
decision making that arises from experience, and investi-
gates how Christian theology can augment the discussion
of bioethics.

James Childress takes an issue-oriented stance in
chapter four, “Religion, Morality, and Public Policy: The
Controversy about Human Cloning,” and gives a largely
historical view of how the National Bioethics Advisory
Commission incorporated religious viewpointsinto the de-
bate about bioethics policy regulations. This can be nicely
connected to chapter 10, “Religious Ethics, Bioethics, and
Public Policy: Cost or Contribution?’ where Michael
M endiolawonders about the relevance and practical appli-
cability of religionin public policy.

Dolores Christie takes a different approach to the is-
sue in chapter five, “ Relativizing the Absolute: Belief and
Bioethicsin the Foxholes of Technology,” by giving ause-
ful account of what religion does, and hence implicitly ar-
gues why we should take religion seriously in bioethics.
Christie argues that religion articulates who a believer is,
what particular and concrete story reinforces this identity,
where the believer islocated in relation to the sacred, how
the believer sees the world, and with whom sheisin com-
munity regarding these beliefs. This insightful discussion
directly addresses Davis's concerns, asthe recognition that
religion isan embodied practice, one that shapesindividu-
alsin particular ways, allows us to see the intersection of
religion and bioethics. A person’sreligion cannot be sepa-
rated from the person’s self, and moral decision making,
whether with regard to medical i ssues or to some other con-
cept, must take account of this. Thomas Shannon contin-
uesthisthemein chapter seven, “Bioethicsand Religion: A
Value-Added Discussion.”

Christi’sviews movenicely into the discussion by H.
Tristram Englehardt in chapter six, “Whose Rdligion? Which
Moral Theology? Reconsidering the Possibility of aChris-
tian Bioethicsin Order to Gaugethe Place of Religious Stud-
iesin Bioethics.” Englehardt argues that not only can reli-
gion play ahelpful rolein bioethics, but that infact it fulfills
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avoid that philosophical bioethics cannot in a postmodern
world. In chapter eight, “ Bioethicsand Religion: Some Un-
scientific Footnotes,” Stephen Lammersofferssomemusings
on the problems generated by principle-based, philosophi-
cal bioethicsand how a Christian theology might solve some
of these problems. The theme of the function of religion
and how religion is essential to the achievement of the hu-
man good is explored by Lawrence O’ Connell and Martin
Marty in chapter 12, “Religious Beliefs and Bioethics: A
Crossed Relationship.”

The remainder of the collection, which includes ar-
ticlesby Ronald Green, Karen L ebacgz, and Daniel Sulmasy,
further addresses the relationship between bioethics and
religion, and argues for the notion that underlying much of
traditional bioethicsisin fact afundamental grounding in
religion that is often neither recognized nor addressed.

A strength of this collection is the diversity of its
authors and perspectives. Theologians, philosophers, law-
yers, and scholars of religious studies speak to the issue of
thelink between bioethicsand religion from different expe-
riences and worldviews and with different approaches.

Of course, aperson’s strength is often also her weak-
ness, as is the case with this anthology. Although the ar-
ticles represent arange of different perspectives, there was
little flow between them, and as a result the reader finds
herself shifting back and forth from one track to another
with alarming frequency. This could bespeak aproblematic
organizational schema: it would be hel pful to begin the col-
lection with the articles that address what the role of reli-
gion and theology are, and then later addressthe more prac-
tical and applied issues. And while two of the strongest
articles serve nicely as the anchors, it would be better to
juxtaposethem moreclosely. Thisrearrangement would help
to dispel the appearance that some of the articles are much
closer to falling off the edge of the “narrow ridge” than are
others.

It was somewhat disconcerting that the vast majority
of the articles focused exclusively on Judaism and Chris-
tianity asthe examples of religion in bioethics, when it has
become increasingly apparent that predominantly non-
Westernreligioustraditions often provide the greatest chal -
lenges for contemporary clinicians and ethicists. Hence,
either a more comprehensive anthology is needed, or else
the editors of this collection should have been more explicit
in the limitations of its perspective.

Finally, | was deeply distressed by the paucity of femi-
nist religiousthinkersin thistext. A common criticism of the
foundations of religious belief is that the sources of such
tenets often arise from a patriarchal, authoritarian schema
wherethe contributionsand roles of women are margindized
at best. Given the continuing problematic role of womenin
medicine, and given the plethora of articles published by
bioethicists on the rights and needs of the oppressed, it is
curious that this issue was not addressed. Specifically, we
need to ensure that incorporating religious views into our
moral decision making does not continue to sanction the
domination of women by patriarchal power structures that
serveto further silence the voice of the minority.

Toby Schonfeld, University of Tennessee, Knoxville



A review of Prenatal Testingand Disability Rights, edited
by Erik Parens and Adrienne Asch. Washington, DC:
Georgetown University Press, 2000. 371 pages, $65 cloth;
$23.95 paper.

Prenatal testing today offers prospective parents the
possibility of selecting not just whether to have achild but,
to an extent, the kind of child they will have. Asthe intro-
duction to Prenatal Testing and Disability Rights notes,
the disability rights critique of prenatal testing for genetic
disability has so far received very little serious analysis by
either bioethicists or medics. The book is the result of a
two-year project undertaken by the Hastings Center that
drew together scholarsfrom disability and mainstream com-
munities and that aimsto fill this gap.

Thebook isdivided into four sections. The first con-
sists of two chapters giving an overview of the disability
rightscritique, followed by background information on the
current stateof prenatal genetic testing in the United States.
The second section, on parenthood, disability, and prena-
tal selection, includes personal accounts of the experience
of prenatal testing. There is also a valuable summary by
Philip M. Ferguson et al. of empirical research ontheimpact
of disability on families, which reachesthe (perhapsinevi-
table) conclusion that theimpact is extremely variable, but
also highlights the less frequently touted point that overall
adjustment and well-being of families does not seem to be
affected by having a disabled child. (The authors ask the
pertinent question of why these data are not well known.)

Thethird section concentrates on the “ message” sent
by prenata genetictesting. One of thedisability community’s
criticismsisthe expressivist argument: prenatal testing plus
abortion for a particular trait sends a message to the com-
munity asawhole, and to disabled people with that trait in
particular, to the effect that “We think that living with this
trait is so awful it would be better to be dead.” Severd
contributions here weigh up whether this is the message
that is sent, whether it can be interpreted that unambigu-
ously, or indeed whether the act of choosing to have prena-
tal testing can properly be viewed asa“message” at al. In
any case, the message received may be very different from
whatever isintentionally sent by individuals making aper-
sonal decision, or by healthcare systems in the range of
tests they offer, and this has particular relevance in the
context of the call for better public education about disabil-
ity. It would have been interesting to see a further discus-
sion of exactly how those on the receiving end interpret
such amessage, and how a different public understanding
of disability might changethis.

| found the fourth section, on policy making and de-
livering diagnostic services, less satisfying than therest. In
addition to personal bias on my part, this may reflect the
lack of consensusin the working group on whether ethical
or practical lines should be drawn at al, which obviously
hampered the drawing up of policy guidance. As Jeffrey R.
Botkin notesin his contribution, there was not enough time
for the group to devel op the policy implications of not draw-
ing lines between disabilities, or between disabling and
nondisabling conditions. The consensus that seems to
emergeinthissectionisessentialy aliberal onefavouring
personal autonomy, but strongly coupled to the adequate
provision of information. Writer after writer emphasisesthe

need for accurate, adequate, and accessibleinformation that
“strives to convey the wholeness of life with a particular
condition, rather than information that is merely medical,”
and for this to be provided in a pre-test setting. As Eva
Feder Kittay says, “Knowledgeiscrucial .. . and thetimeto
get informed is not just when you are facing the decision.”
Thisisakey ethical issue to emerge from the book.

Theeditorsmakeit clear that the working group some-
times could not agree. In fact its members did not reach
unanimity on one of themost fundamental issues: how much
of disability issocially constructed and how muchisintrin-
sic to the impairment. The disability critique saysthat dis-
ability is(wholly or largely) socially mediated rather than a
biological given. Erik Parens makestheinteresting sugges-
tion here that the disability community uses the moral sig-
nificance of the person to question the significance of the
disabling trait, and that this may be as flawed as the move
made by the majority community when it uses the trait to
deny the moral status of the person. Clarifying what we
think about disability isimportant: while prenatal diagnosis
currently posesits choice as“ have achild with adisability,
or havean abortion,” it won’t betoo long before techniques
of preimplantation genetic diagnosis or gene therapy mean
the choice will be presented as “have a disabled child, or
haveachild without that disability” and thenwewill really
have to face the issue squarely.

It isdifficult to do justice to this excellent book in a
short space; | find myself wanting to quote so much fromit
that I’'m in danger of reproducing large chunks of text. A
particularly strong featureisitsbalancing of the moretheo-
retical contributionswith personal, or personally grounded,
accounts. Thus Mary Ann Baily writes of “Why | Had
Amniocentesis,” Eva Feder Kittay reproduces part of an
e-mail correspondencewith her son about her severely dis-
abled daughter, Sesha, and Steven J. Ralston provides* Re-
flectionsfrom the Trenches’ asaperinatologist. If | havea
criticism it is that the argument from within the disabled
community is presented as being more monoalithic than |
findit. A casual reader could be forgiven for coming away
with theimpression that all members of the disability com-
munity oppose prenatal diagnosis and selective abortion;
but life's more complicated than that, and some don't, or
not always. It would have been interesting to illustrate the
diversity of opinion within the disability community by in-
cluding a contribution by a self-identified disabled person
in support of prenatal diagnosis.

But thisisaminor criticism of abook that will become
astandard work in the field and that isaworthy conclusion
to the Hastings Center’s project.

Jackie L each Scully, University of Basel
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Policies of the Feminist Approaches to Bioethics Network (FAB)

The Following are the now-approved policies governing the mission and function of FAB.

I. Administrative Structureof FAB

FAB iscommitted to anonhierarchial, nonelitist ad-
ministrative structure. 1t isguided by two Co-Coor-
dinatorswho areassisted by an Advisory Board. The
Treasurer, Assistant Treasurer, Membership Secre-
tary, Newsletter Editor, Country Representatives
Coordinator, Listserv/Web Site Facilitator, and |AB
Liason areex officiomembersof the Advisory Board.
In addition, no fewer than six and no morethan nine
other FAB members constitute the Advisory Board.

Appointed ex-officio members servetwo-year terms,
renewable at the discretion of the Co-Coordinators.
Elected members servefour-year termsat the end of
which they rotate off the Advisory Board for at |east
onetwo-year period, unlessaninsufficient number of
memberschooseto runfor electiontotheBoard. In
such an event, an elected Advisory Board member
may servetwo consecutiveterms.

I1. Rolesand Dutiesof the Co-Coordinators

The Co-Coordinators are el ected or re-elected
by FAB’smembersevery two years, sometime
during the period of September through Novem-
ber in even-numbered years. New officerstake
officeon January 1 of odd-numbered years.

The Co-Coordinators performthefollowing du-
ties
Appoint seven officersfor two-year renew-
ableterms
- Treasurer
Assstant Treasurer
Membership Secretary
Listserv Facilitator Web Site Facilitator
Newsl etter Editor
Country Representatives Coordinator
Liasonwiththelnternational Association
of Bioethics(IAB)

Appoint thefollowing threecommittees:
GrantsCommittee
Nominating Committee
Program Committeefor the Biennial In-
ternational FAB Conference

Revise old policies and develop new ones
biennialy or asneeded.

Assist appointed and €l ected FAB members
withther tasks as needed.

Facilitate thework of FAB, making certain
that deadlines are met, projectsareinitiated
and completed, and communication networks
aremaintained.
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I1l1. Roles and Duties of the Advisory Board
Members

The Advisory Board membersare elected or re-

elected by FAB’smembers sometimeduring the

period of September through November ineven-

numbered years.

The Advisory Board members performthefol-

lowingduties

- Respondto the Co-Coordinators' requests
for adviceand assi stancein atimely manner.
Suggest new initiativesand programsfor FAB,
assuming responsibility for them astime, re-
sources, and personal energy permit.

V. Rolesand Duties of the Treasurer and
Assistant Treasurer

A. Rolesand Dutiesof the Treasurer

The Treasurer isappointed or re-appointed
by the Co-coordinatorsevery two years.

The Treasurer performsthefollowing duties:

- Serves as an ex-officio member of the
Advisory Board.
Serves as an ex-officio member of the
GrantsCommittee.
A[()ijl nts, with approval of the Co-Co-
ordinators, aFAB member tobean As-
gstant Treasurer. The Assstant Treasurer
isan aternative signatory on the FAB
account and may shareany of thefollow-
ing responghilities(athoughthe Treasurer
retainsultimateresponsibi i%
Maintainsan organizationd bank account
in the name of “The Audre Lorde Me-
moria Fundfor BioethicsResearch” that
complieswith legal rulesfor non-profit
organizations. It shouldincludebotha
checking and amoney market compo-
nent.
Coordinateswith the Membership Sec-
retary inmailing thebiennid membership
renewal sand expected voluntary contri-
butionforms.
Coordinateswiththe Assistant Treasurer
to make periodic requestsfor additional
voluntary contributions to the Audre
Lorde Fund in the Newsletter, on the
Ligserv, a theBiennid International FAB
Conference, and at other selected nationd
and internationa gatheringswhich FAB
membersattend.
Collectsthe biennial expected voluntary
contributionsand handles currency con-



versionsasneeded. _
Depositsal expected voluntary contribu-
tionsand additional voluntary contribu-
tionsto FAB inthe organizational bank
account.

Acknowledgesadl largeand small contri-
butionstothe AudreLorde Fundinalet-
ter or e-mail message.

Drawschecksfor disbursementsof FAB
monies (subject to approval of Co-Co-
ordinatorsfor amountsjudged to be sub-
Santid).

Maintainsarecord of all depositstoand
disbursementsfromthe FAB treasury. Is
prepared, when requested, to give the
Co-coordinatorsthetotal balanceinthe
account with estimates of any anticipated
upcoming ex

Presentsabiennial Treasurer’sreport at
the Biennia International FAB Confer-
ence.

Savesall annual reportsand bank state-
mentsfor aminimum of threeyearstobe
prepared for agovernmental audit.

B. Rolesand Dutiesof the Assistant Treasurer

The Assistant Treasurer isappointed or re-
appointed by the Treasurer every two years,
with the approval of the Co-Coordinators.

The Assstant Treasurer performsthefollow-
ingduties:
. Eer\aesasasi gnatory tothe AudreL orde
und.
Sharesrespong bilitieswiththe Treasurer
asmutualy agreed.
Cooperateswith the Treasurer to make
periodic requestsfor additiona voluntary
contributionsto FAB inthe Newdl etter,
ontheListserv, at the Biennial Interna-
tional FAB Conference, and other se-

pected voluntary contribution forms.
Recealvesmembershipandrenewd forms,
keeps filesof them, and entersthem
into an electronic database and the FAB
Web Site.
Workswith the Country Representatives
Coordinator inkeeping Information about
FAB membersup-to-date.
InJanuary of each year, sendseach coun-
try representativealist of membersinher
country, membership forms, and “ What
ISFAB?’ information sheets.
Providesthe Co-Coordinators, Advisory
Board members, the Country Represen-
tatives Coordinator, the Book Review
Editor, and the Country Representatives
withthe FAB membershiplist. _
Provides, upon request, to FAB officers
and those writing grant proposals, upon
request, thetotal membership figuresand
breakdown of thosefigures.
Sendsaddressinformation el ectronically
to the Newsl etter mailing firm and pro-
videsthemwiththereturn-addresslabels
biannually on datesworked out with the
Newdletter Editor.
Attempts to find the correct addresses
when Newd ettersarereturned and, when
,removes|ost membersfromthe
electronic database.
Maintainsand updatesmembershipforms
and organizational information sheet
(“What IsFAB?’) and mailsthemto per-
sonswhoinquireabout FAB andto FAB
memberswho plan to distribute them at
conferences.
Maintainsaspecia e-mail addresstore-
gpondtoinquiries, towe comenew mem-
bers, and to tell prospective members
how to obtain membershipforms.

V1. Rolesand Dutiesof theListserv Facilitator

lected national and international gather- . J
Web SiteFacilitator

ingswhich FAB membersattend.

TheListserv Feciliator/Web Site Facilitator isap-

V. Roles and Duties of the Member ship Secre- pointed or re-appointed by the Co-Coordinators

TheMembership Secretary isappointed or re-
appointed by the Co-Coordinators every two
years. |f necessary, shemay request fundsfrom
the FAB Treasury to pay an assistant to help her
perform her duties.

The Membership Secretary performsthefollow-
ingduties:
Serves as an ex-officio member of the
Advisory Board.
Workswith the Treasurer inmailing the
biennial membership renewalsand ex-

tary every two years.

Ordinarily, the Listserv Facilitator/\Web Site Fa-
cilitator isthe same person, unlessthereisgood
reason to dividethesetwo positions.

TheLigtserv Facilitator/Web Site Facilitator per-
formsthefollowing duties:
- Serves as an ex-officio member of the
Advisory Board.
Reports about ongoing work as needed
or upon the Co-Coordinators' request.
Provides an institutional base for the
Listserv and Web Site.
Monitorsthe Listserv by reading each
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m esent toit and observing anin-
formal policy of not posting commercial
m es, petitionsto be signed and for-
warded, or aertsabout e-mail viruseson
the Listserv, asthey may be spuriousor
out-of-date.

Maintainsthe Listserv subscriber list, add-
ing or removing subscribersasrequested
and updating addresses. o
Designs the Web Site and periodically
updatesitscontents.

Postsimportant standing information re-
garding FAB, such asitscurrent policies,
officers, and representatives.

Invites FAB membersto submit materi-
as(e.g., coursesyllabi and unpublished
essays) withtheunderstanding that not dl
submitted material swill beposted and that
thosee&hat areposed will beperiodically
rotated.

VI1l. Rolesand Duties of the Newdletter Editor

The Newsletter Editor is appointed or re-ap-
pointed by the Co-coordinatorsevery twoyears.

The Newdletter Editor performsthefollowing

duties

Serves as an ex-officio member of the
Advisory Board.

Reports about ongoing work as needed
or upon the Co-Coordinators request.
AppointsaBook Review Editor for the
Newsletter.

Overseesthe production of the semian-
nual Newdletter.

Servesasapoint of collection for sub-
missionsto the Newdetter.
Organizesacdendar of eventsof interest
to FAB members.

Workswiththe Book Review Editor and
the Co-Coordinators on goalsfor each
Newsletter.

Copy-editsand proof-readsall text and
lay out of thedesign.

Workswith the publishing and mailing
houses to produce and send out the
Newsletter.

VI1ll. Rolesand Dutiesof FAB Liaisontothel AB

TheFAB Liasonto the |AB isappointed or re-
appointed by the Co-Coordinators every two

years.

TheFAB Liasontothel AB performsthefollow-

ingduties:

Serves as an ex officio member of the
Advisory Board
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Reports about ongoing work as needed
or upon the Co-Coordinators request.
Communi catesinformation about FAB to
thel AB’sPresident, Newsletter Editor,
and Biennial International Conference
Program Chair asnecessary.

Keeps FAB’s membership informed
about | AB programsand policiesthat are
of interest to FAB.

| X. Rolesand Dutiesof the Country Represen-
tativesCoor dinator

The Country Representatives Coordinator isap-

poi

nted or re-appointed by the Co-coordinators

every two years.
TheCountry Representative Coordinator performs

the

following duties:
Servesasan ex-officio member of the Advi-
sory Board.
Appoints Country Representativesfor two-
year renewable terms following a call for
nominations(incuding sdf nominations) onthe
List-Serv andinthe Newsletter.
Reports about ongoing work as needed or
upon the Co-Coordinators’ request.
Issuesacdl for Couth/ Representativenomi-
nations (including self-nominations) inthe
Newsletter and on the Listserv as needed.
At the same time, contacts active Country
Representativesto determinether interest in
continuing astheir country’s Representative.
Reca vesnominations (including saf-nomina:
tions) and co_mgaos_es adateof Country Rep-
resentatives, if feasible, for presentation at the
Biennid International FAB Conference,
| ntroduces Country Representativenominees
(new and continuing) who are present at the
Biennia International FAB Conference.
Providesthe Co-Coordinators, the Member-
ship Secretary, theNewd etter Editor, and the
Listserv Fecilitator/Web Site Facilitator with
full contact information for new and continu-
ing Country Representatives.
Writesacolumnfor the Newsletter tointro-
duce and wel come new Country Represen-
tatives and reintroduce continuing Country
Representativesto FAB’smembers.
Appointsreplacement Country Representa-
tivesinthe event of resignation and, asthe
need arises, appointsnew Country Represen-
tatives for countries not previously repre-
sented in FAB. May consult with Co-Coor-
dinatorsand Advisory Board membersbe-
foremaking such appointments.
K egps Country Representativesinformed of
important developmentsin FAB Network ac-
tivities.



X. Rolesand Duties of the Country Represen-
tatives

The Country Representatives are appointed by
the Country Representatives Coordinator for two-
year renewableterms, starting in January of odd-
numbered years. Country Representatives must
1) be members of FAB; 2) have easy accessto
e-mail and someability toread and write English;
and 3) bewilling tofulfill thedutiesof aCountry
Representativeactively.

Active Country Representativeswhowishto con-
tinuein service are encouraged to re-nominate
themselvesto the Country Representatives Co-
ordinator. No more than two Country Repre-
sentativesaregppointed per country. If morethan
two peoplewish to be Country Representatives
for any given country, then the Country Repre-
sentatives Coordinator hel psthem devisearota-
tionschedule.

The Country Representativesperformthefollow-

ingduties:
- Recruit new FAB members.

Supply feminigswhoareinteresedinbio-

ethicswithinformationabout FAB, includ-

ing direction to the FAB website, mem-

bership forms, and the“What ISFAB?’

informationfliers

Serve as contacts for and coordinators

of FAB participationinany FAB-related

country activities.

Subscribetothe FAB listserv if itisnot

financidly burdensome,

Announce FAB-related forthcoming

events, projects, and locd devel opments

usingsuchmeansastheListserv, Web site,

and/or Newdletter.

Usethe FAB membership list provided

by the Membership Secretary to bein-

formed about themembersintheir coun-

try.

From time-to-timesubmit articlestothe

FAB Newsletter on recent devel opments

in bioethicsand feministissuesintheir

countries.

Respond prompitly to messagesand que-

ries from the Country Representatives

Coordinators, the Co-Coordinators, and

the Advisory Board.

If time and resources permit, Country

Representativesmay liketo consider the

followingactivities

- Setupangppropriatecommunication
system (e.g., aDistribution List) for
FAB membersregarding FAB con-
ferencesand FAB-rdated activitiesin
their country or elsawhere.
Liason with local bioethics and
hedlthcareorgani zationsintheir coun-
try and arrange for FAB presenta-

tions, panels, or speakersat their con-
ferences, whenitisboth desirableand
possibleto do so.

Organize panelsand roundtable pre-
sentationstor theBiennid Internationd
FAB Conference. Encourage and
facilitate FAB members' attendance
at the Conference.

Support for Country Representatives.

- Membership Secretary providesthe
Country Representativeswith acur-
rent FAB membershipform, a“What
ISFAB?’ form, and acurrent list of
membersintheir country at the be-
ginning of eechterm.

The Co-coordinatorsand the Coun-
try Representatives Coordinator keep
Country Representativesinformed of
important developmentsin FAB.
Eighteen monthsbeforethe Biennia
International FAB Conference, the
Grants Committeewill help Country
Representatives identify funding
sourcestowhich FAB membersmight
apply for trave totheconference. The
leedtimewill givepotentid fundersthe
opportunity to include fundi n%for
FAB participationinther annua bud-
gets.

Removal of Representatives:

- Country Representativeswhofail to con-
tributeto the Newdletter, engagein any
other recognizable FAB-related activity,
or respond to messages from the Coun-
try Representative Coordinator, the Co-
coordinators, or the Advisory Board, will
not bere-nominated at the end of thetwo-
year term.

Country Representativeswho find that
they areunableto meet their responsibili-
ties as outlined above should consider
identifying and recommending to the
Country Representatives Coordinator a
replacement representativefor their coun-

try.
X1. FAB Nominating Committee

The current Co-Coordinators appoint athree-mem-
ber Nominating Committee, chosen from nominations
and self-nominations after an appeal ontheListserv.
The Co-coordinatorsattempt to have somediversity
among this committee’s members, who must have
beloniged to FAB for at least ayear and be able to
consult with each other by e-mail intimeto preparea
date by the Biennid International FAB Conference.
The Nominating Committee selectsitsown Chair.
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A. Preparation of Ballot for Election of Co-Co-
ordinatorsand Advisory Board Members

The Chair of the Nominating Committee makesan

for nominationsviatheListserv and whenfea-
sblethe Newdetter. Nominationsare sought for new
or continuing Co-Coordinators and Advisory Board
membersto servetwo-year terms. Eachnomineemust
bewilling to serve and have anominator and a sec-
ond. Current Co-Coordinators are encouraged to
re-nominate active Advisory Board membersand/or
to nominate new Advisory Board members; inactive
Advisory Board membersshould not bere-nominated.

Advisory Board membersmust havebelongedto FAB
for at least ae)(ear; candidates for Co-Coordinator
must have belonged to FAB for at least two years
and have actively demongtrated their involvement in
FAB. Diversity andinternational representation are
sought, but Advisory Board membersmust have easy
and frequent accessto e-mail. After the Nominating
Committee selectsad ate, each nomineeisasked to
provideabrief (75wordsor less) biographical sketch,
including degrees, field of work, positionsheld, and
activitiesrelevant to FAB’smission.

TheNominating Committeethen preparesabdlot and
an accompanying document with biographical
sketches. Spaceisprovided for write-in candidates.

B. Proceduresfor Election of Co-Coordinators
and Advisory Board Members

The Nominating Committee preparesthedate of
candidatesprior tothe Biennid International FAB
Conference. Itiscommunicated to FAB’smem-
bers at the Conference, on the Listserv, and
through the postal servicewhen appropriate.
After theBiennid International FAB Conference,
the Membership Secretary postsor e-mailsthe
ballotsto FAB’smemberswho returnthemto the
Chair of the Nominating Committee by the dead-
line she/he sets. To avoid competition and to
welcome and encouragevolunteers, our eections
taketheform of ratificationsrather than contests.
Thisprocedureisintended to preservehistorical
memory and provide continuity.

After thedeadlinefor returning the ballots, the
Chair of the Nominating Committee countsthe
ball ots and sends persona messagesto each can-
didate. Election resultsarethen announced on
the Listserv and sent to the Newdl etter.

XI1. FAB GrantsCommittee
The Co-Coordinatorsgppoint athreeto fivemem-
ber Grants Committeewho sl ect their own Chair.

The Treasurer isan ex-officiomember of theCom-
mittee.
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ghe Grants Committee performsthefollowing
uties
- AnnounceavailablegrantsontheListserv
and in appropriate publicationsin order
to give applicantsampletimeto prepare
agrant proposal for the Committee. The
deadlinefor theBiennid Internationa FAB
Conference in even-numbered years
should beannounced inthe Newdletter a
year beforethat Conference.
Eighteen monthsbeforethe Biennial In-
ternational FAB Conference assist the
Country Representativesinidentifying
funding sourcesto which FAB members
might apply for travel tothe Conference.
Theleadtimewill give potentia funders
theopportunity toincludefunding for FAB
participantsin their annual budgets.
Congder dl digiblegpplicationsfor travel
and regigtration grantsand rank them ac-
cording to the Rationale and Criteriafor
Grants, listed below.
Consult with the Co-Coordinators about
the aPpI icants rankings.
Notity all applicantsof the Committee's
funding decisionsin atimely mannerin
order tofacilitate registration and prepa-
rationfor theBiennia International FAB
Conference.

A. Application Procedurefor Travel and Regis-
tration Grants

Inorder tobedigiblefor agrant, gpplicantsmust have
been members of FAB for at least one year at the
timeof application. Toapply for atravel grant, FAB
members presenting a paper at aFAB or FAB-re-
lated conference must submit both abrief abstract of
their paper and abrief statement of needtothe Grants
Committee. FAB members seeking aregistration

rant must submit only abrief statement of need to
the Grants Committee.

Inaddition, al gpplicationsshouldincludethefollow-
inginformation:
- Full nameof theapplicant.
Full contactinformation, including any rel-
evantinditutiona, or organizationd affili-
ation.
The conferencethat the applicant wishes
to attend, including location and dates.

All applications should be sent to the Chair of the
GrantsCommittee, or to acommittee member nomi-
nated and announced by the Chair.

All applicantsmust adhereto the announced deadline
for applications, whichisordinarily set asMay 1 of
eachyear.



All applicantsfor assstancein attending the Biennia
International FAB Conference must adheretothean-
nounced deadlinefor gpplications, whichisordinarily
set at March 1 of even-numbered years.

For FAB-related conference support, whenfundsare
available, FAB membersof at |east oneyear who plan
to organize FAB panels, workshops, or roundtables
for an appropriate conference may apply for small
grantsto assist in travel expensesfor FAB partici-

pants.

All gpplications should be submitted to the Chair of
the Grants Committee, if possible eight months be-
foretheevent, and should includetheinformation re-
quested above, plus an outline of the (Joroj ect, the
namesof proposed FAB participants, and theamount
of funding requested.

B. Rationale and Criteria for FAB Travel and
Registration Grants

FAB haslimited fundsto providetrave grantstohelp
FAB members participate in FAB or FAB-related
conferences. FAB asotriesto assist membersin de-
veloping countries to secure funding from other
SOUrcCes.

Applicantsfor FAB travel grantsmust be FAB mem-
bersfor at least oneyear. Withrareexceptions, grants
areprovided only to support participantswho arepre-
senting papersat FAB or FAB-related conferences.
Ordinarily, individua grantsdo not exceed $600 (U.S.
dollars), which can be paid out in the form of cash,
arlinetickets, or accommodations. D ingonthe
availability of funds, exceptionsto the $600 (U.S.
dollars) limit areconsidered, but honored only when
all other alternatives have been explored and ex-
hausted. Preferenceisgivento support participation
intheBiennia International FAB Conference.

Inaddition, FAB haslimited fundsfor registration
grants. FAB membersfor at |east oneyear seeking
support to attend aFAB or FAB-related conference
aredigiblefor thesegrants. Preferenceisgivento
activemembersof FAB, particularly thosewho have
inadequateingtitutional support.

Ordinarily anindividual FAB member will only bedli-
giblefor amaximum of $600 (U.S. dollars) In FAB
travel grantswithin any two-year period. Inranking
application, the FAB Grants Committeewill dsotake
into account previous FAB-related grants awarded
tothe aﬂpl icant and give some preference to appli-
cantswho have not been funded by FAB previously.
TheFAB Grants Committee considersal digibleap-
pl(ijcar[i onsand ranksthem based on thefollowing con-
Sderation:

Whether the applicant’spaper will diversify and/
or enrich feminist gpproachesto bioethics,
Theapplicant’shistory of continuing serviceto
FAB or activeparticipationin FAB activities(eg.,
being a Country Representative or Advisory
Board member).

Theapplicant’ saccessto alternatefunding.
Thecentrality of the conferenceto FAB’smis-
son.

XI11. FAB Biennial International Conference
Program Committee

The Co-Coordinators appoint athreeto five person
Biennia International Program Committeewho se-
lect their own Chair. At [east one member of the
Committee must resideinthe country wherethe Con-
ferenceisheld. Thefina program must be approved
by the Co-Coordinators.

TheProgram Committee performsthefollowing du-
ties
- Coordinate on-site arrangementswith relevant
persons.

Work with the International Association of Bio-
ethicswhenever itisfeasibleaswell asdesirable
to do so.

Invite keynoteor plenary speakers.

Issue acall for paper abstracts Spapers are not
required prior to the Conference.
Determinewhich paper abstractsare of sufficient
quality to merit aplace on the program, the ethos
of whichismaximuminclusivity.

Inatimely manner, send out acoegtance orrgec-
tion noti cesto those who have submitted apaper
abstract. Inaddition, send out detailed instruc-
tionsfor actual presentation of the papers.

In consultation with the Co-Coordinators, pre-
pareafinal program, partici Eant list, and packet
of abstractsfor inclusonintheBiennia Interna
tional FAB Conferenceregistration materials.
Contact theList Serv Facilitator/Web Site Facili-
tator and the Editor of the Newsdletter to publi-
cizethefind program.

Report on Biennid International FAB Conference
proceedingsin appropriate forums such asthe
Newsdl etter.

A
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FAB Announcements

RENEWAL OF MEMBERSHIP

In February renewal forms were sent to FAB members who joined
FAB from 1993 through 1999. Countries in this mailing were
Australia, Belgium, China, France, Germany, India, Italy, Korea,
New Zealand, The Netherlands, The Philippines, Spain, UK, USA.
Country reps, members from Argentina, and some active over-
seas members were sent instead an e-mail message with the list
of new categories. We plan to request renewals of interest from
Canada and Brazil in late May.

We had a very poor return — only about 50% of our list. Failure to
respond may mean that we used an incorrect address; that some-
one has lost interest in FAB; that a mailroom throws away the
Newsletter as junk mail; or that amember did not take seriously
our request for renewal. Rosie’s assistant made quite an effort to
find nonrespondents so we could decide which ones to remove
from this mailing.

Many thanks to those who sent renewal forms, and special thanks
to contributors to our Audre Lorde fund, particularly those who
generously added funds earmarked for scholarships. And do let
your Membership Secretary know when you move.

MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL FOR CANADIANS

In February, FAB renewal forms were sent to most members who
joined FAB in the years from 1993 through 1999. The purposes of
this mailing were to confirm members’ continuing interest in FAB,
get hard-copy forms for our files, and solicit help for the Audre
Lorde Fund. We had hoped to eliminate uninterested members
before posting this Newsletter.

Due to complications and time constraints, we were not able to
send forms to our Canadian members. Therefore this Newsletter
will be the last one routinely sent to all Canadians now on the list.
In future, it will go only to tﬁose who indicate a positive interest in
receiving it.

Canadians are our second largest national group, and we have now
designed a special form for you. We expect to mail it in late May or
earlry June. The completed form should be postmarked by August
IS if you wish to receive the next Newsletter.

BACK ISSUES OF OUR NEWSLETTER

We have extra copies of back issues of the FAB Newsletter. Ifyou'd
like any of these, please send (for each one) 76 cents in stamps and
amailing label or your name and address neatly printed on a sheet
of paper. And please indicate which issues you want. Members
outside the U.S. may e-mail Becky Holmes at:
joinfab@fnr.umass.edu for instructions.

Vol. 6 #1 (March 1998)

Vol. 7 #1 (May 1999)

Vol. 7 #2 (November 1999)
Vol. 8 #1 (May 2000)

Vol. 8 #2 (November 2000)

Send your request to Membership Secretary Becky Holmes, ad-
dress in the contacts list, page 2.

The International Network on Feminist Approachesto Bioethics

FAB’'S AD HOC ‘INTERESTS' COMMITTEE

In late January we set up an ad hoc committee to choose new
interest categories for our Directory. Volunteers from a request
in the listserv were Laura Shanner, Rosie Tong, Jackie Scully, and
Becky Holmes. We worked assiduously via e-mail using data from
interests previously chosen by members and also considered new
categories some of you had suggested. We finally settled on
twelve categories, which we abbreviated as three-letter codes.
Each of these includes several subinterests.

These new codes were incorporated into the renewal forms that
were then sent in February to FAB members who hadﬂ‘oined from
1993 through 1999. They also replaced the old two-letter codes
on the membership form that can be accessed from our FAB web
site. And they can be found bﬁ clicking on ‘codes’ at the top of our
Directory-on-Line. Each of these sites has a clickpoint to find the

expanded list of subinterests.

Members who joined in year 2000 and early 2001, please access
these new codes and make selections to replace your two-letter
choices. Then e-mail these to Becky Holmes at:
joinfab@fnr.umass.edu so that the entire database will eventually
contain only the new codes.

LOOKING FOR A PACK RAT

For the preservation of FAB's records we need a special
location, independent of the changing FAB leadership. We're
looking for someone with a talent for collecting things and
keeping them organized who will serve as FAB's archivist.

These would be paper archives, not the cyberspace ones that
Hilde Nelson is keeping. The collection would include all
issues of the Newsletter; membership forms; annual mem-
bership lists; ballots from our elections; key e-mail mes-
sages that include special announcements; FAB policies; some
financial records.

The archivist should have a fairly permanent location and
expect to serve in that capacity for anumber of years. She will
not have to seek documents — it will be the responsibility of
appropriate leaders to send these to her.

Currently documents are kept by Anne Donchin, Becky
Holmes, and Rosie Tong. Different bits of the archive can be
duplicated and kept in other locations so that the archive can
be reassembled in case it is destroyed by fire. For example,
the Kennedy Institute of Ethics has a complete collection of
our Newsletters.

If you're interested in this service for FAB, please contact
coordinator Rosie Tong.




3S FAB Contacts

FAB OFFICERS

Co-COORDINATORS
Rosemarie Tong
Philosophy Department
Center for Professional
and Applied Ethics
The University of North
Carolina at Charlotte
9201 University CityBlvd.
Charlotte, NC 28223-0001
Tel: 1-704-687-2850
Fax: 1-704-687-2172
rotong@email.uncc.edu

Susan Sherwin

Department of Philosophy
Dahousie University
Halifax NS B3J 3J5

Tel: 1-902-494-3393

Fax: 1-902-494-3518
ssherwin@is.dal.ca

TREASURER

Anne Donchin

5 Riverpointe Road

Hastings-on-Hudson, NY
10706

Tel: 1-914-674-0122

Fax: 1-914-478-2885

adonchin@iupui.edu

M EMBERSHIP SECRETARY

Becky Holmes

Center for Genetics,
Ethics, and Women

24 Berkshire Terrace

Amherst, MA 01002

Tel: 1-413-549-1925

Fax: 1-413-549-1226

joinfab@fnr.umass.edu

EpiTor-IN-CHIEF

Maggie Little

Kennedy Institute of
Ethics

Georgetown University

Box 571212

Washington, DC 20057

Tel: 1-202-687-2312

Fax 1-202-687-8089

littlem@georgetown.edu

Book Review EbiTor

Hilde Nelson

Dept. of Philosophy

508 So. Kedzie Hall
Michigan State University
East Lansing, M| 48824
Tel: 1-517-353-3981
Fax: 1-517-432-1320
hlnelson@msu.edu

Liason To THE |AB BoarD
Florencia Luna
Ugarteche 3050 60 139
1425 Buenos Aires
Argentina
Tel/Fax: 54-11-4806-1042
Florluna@pccp.com.ar

CooRrD oF COUNTRY REP'S

Wendy Rogers

Dept of General Practice
University of Edinburgh
20 West Richmond Street
Scotland

Tel: 44-131-650-9456
Fax: 44-131-650-9119
wendy.rogers@ed.ac.uk

FAB Abvisory Boarp MeEmBERS Jan. 2001-Dec. 2002

Gwen Anderson
Medical Genetics Program
Community Hospital of
the Monterey Peninsula
P.O. Box H. H.

Monterey, CA 93942
USA

Tel: 1-831-622-2713
Fax: 1-831-622-2739
gwen.anderson@chomp.org

Debora Diniz

SQSW 104 F 605
Brasilia DF 70660-406
Brazil

Tel: 55-61-344-7889
Fax: 55-61-343-1994
debdiniz@zaz.com.br

Susan Dodds
Philosophy  Program
University of Wollongong
Wollongong NSW 2522
Australia

Tel: 61-2-4221-3621
Fax: 61-2-4221-4065
susan_dodds@uow.edu.au

Laura Purdy

75 Turkey Hill Road
Ithaca NY 14850

USA

Tel: 1-607-273-2654
laura.purdy @utoronto.ca

Mary Rorty

82 Peter Coutts Circle
Stanford CA 94305

USA

Tel: 1-650-856-8048

Fax: 1-650-856-4026
mvr2j @leland.stanford.edu

Aida Santos

Suite 406, Victoria Plaza
41 Annapolis Street
Greenhills

San Juan, Metro Manila
Philippines

Tel: 63-2-927-5572
Fax: 63-2-927-7372

af s@pacific.net.ph

Laura Shanner

John Dossetor Health Ethics
Center

8220 114th Street, #222
University of Alberta
Edmonton, Alberta
Canada

Tel: 1-780-492-6676

Fax: 1-780-492-0673
laura.shanner@ual berta.ca

Viola Schubert-Lehnhardt
Stresemannstr. 74

10963 Berlin, Germany

Tel: 49-345-805-4840

Fax: 49-345-552-7035
ruth.fuchs@bundestag.de

Susana E. Sommer
Casilla de Correo 159
Surcursal 12 “B”
1412 Buenos Aires
Argentina

Tel: 54-4-802-6590
susana@clacso.edu.ar

FAB CouNTRY REPRESENTATIVES

Contact these memberswho have volunteered to be country representativesif you want to initiate
agroup project, receive back copies or membership application forms, etc. If your country isnot
included and you would like to volunteer, send amessage to Wendy Rogers, | eft.

ARGENTINA
Maria Victoria Costa
vcosta@huma.fahce.unlp.edu.ar

AUSTRALIA
Gail Tulloch
Gail.Tulloch@jch.unimelb.edu.au

AUSTRIA

Herlinde Pauer-Studer
Herlinde.Pauer-Studer @
univie.ac.at

BRAZIL

Marilena Correa
mcorrea@ism.com.br
Algjandra Ana Rotania
alecari @uol.com.br

CANADA
Dawn Whitehead
Fax: 1-613-834-6780

COLOMBIA
Ana Gonzalez Velez
acgonzalez@interred.net.co

FRANCE
Jennifer Merchant
merchant@u-paris2.fr

GERMANY
Viola Schubert-Lehnhardt
ruth.fuchs@bundestag.de

INDIA
Krishnargj Shanthi
santi49@yahoo.com

ITALY
Gaia Marsico
gamarsic@tin.it

JAPAN
Naoko Miygi
miygji.n@srv.cc.hit-u.ac.jp

MEXICO
Juan-Guillermo Figueroa
jfigue@colmex.mx

NETHERLANDS
Jyotsna Gupta
jagupta@worldonline.nl

NEW ZEALAND
Katherine Hall

KHall @gp.otago.ac.nz
Lynley Anderson

PAKISTAN
Kausar S. Khan
Kauser.skhan@aku.edu

PHILIPPINES
Aida Santos
afs@pacific.net.ph

SWITZERLAND
Jackie Leach Scully
scully@bluewin.ch

UNITED KINGDOM
Heather Widdows
h.widdows@ic.ac.uk

UNITEDSTATES
Ruth  Groenhout
Rgroenhout@calvin.edu

UKRAINE
Svitlana Vekovshynina
vsv@carrier.kiev.ua

Lynley.anderson@stonebow.otago.ac.nz
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May

Gender Issues in the Care of
the Dying and Bereaved,
May 14-16, London, Ontario,
Canada. Sponsored byKing's
College Centre for Education
about” Death and Bereave-
ment. Details: King's
College Centre for Education
about” Death and Bereave-
ment. Tel: 1-519-433-3491;
Fax: 1-519-432-0200; E-mail:
jmorgan@julian.uwo.ca;
website:
www.wwdc.com/death.

June

Twenty-Second  Annual
Health Law Teachers Con-
ference, Boston, MA, USA,
June I-2, 2001. Sponsored by
the American Society of Law,
Medicine and Ethics (ASLME).
For more information, please
visit the website at
www.aslme.org/conferences
or contact: Sarah Black, Con-
ference Director, ASLME,
765 Commonwealth Avenue,
Suite 1634, Boston, MA
02215. Phone: 617-262-4990,
ext. 12; Fax: 617-437-7596. E-
mail: sblack@asIme.org

Bioethics Beyond the Sound
Bite: Intensive Bioethics
Course XXVII, Kennedy
Institute  of  Ethics,
Georgetown University, Wash-
ington, DC, June 5-10, 2001.
CME  credit provided b
Georgetown University Medi-
cal Center, Office ofacl)ntinu—
ing Profession Education.
Details from: Course Coordi-
nator at Tel: 1-202-687-
8099; E-mail:
kicouse@gunet.georgetown.edu;
or www.georgetown.edu/re-
search/kie.

Ethical Issues in Interna-
tional Health Research, Bos-
ton, MA, USA, June 1I-15, 2001.
Sponsored by The Harvard
School of Public Health, Cen-
ter for Continuing and Profes-
sional Education. Co-spon-
sored by Tufts University
School of Medicine, etc. For
more information, visit the
website at:
www.hsph.harvard.edu/ccpe/

register.html

Ethics of Research with Hu-
mans: Past, Present and; Fu-
ture, , Seattle, WA, USA. June,
11-15, 2001. Contact: Marilyn
Barnard, University of Wash-
in%ton, Dept. Medical History
& Ethics, Box 357120, Seattle,
WA 98195-7120, USA. Email:
mbarnard@u.Washington.edu

Calendar of Events

Faculty Summer Institute at
Dartmouth College, June 17-
29, 2001, Hanover, New
Hampshire. Durin%E the
summer of 200I, the Ethics
Institute at Dartmouth Col-
lege will offer an intensive
two-week program on Teach-
ing the Ethical, Legal, and
Social Implications” of the
Human Genome Project. This
rogram is funded by the
ational Human Genome Re-
search Institute.  Details:
Barbara ]. Hillinger, Tel: I-
603-646-1263; Fax: 1-603-
646-2652; Email:
barbara hillinger@dartmouth.edu,
6031  Parker House,
Dartmouth College, Hanover
NH 03755; Website:
www.dartmouth.edu/artsci/
ethics-inst/elsi_index.html.

A Not-So-Kind-or-Gentle-
World: Ethical Issues In
Disability and Aging, June
29-30, 2001, Maywood, lli-
nois. This two-day sympo-
sium will examine ‘ethical
issues in disability and aging.
Details: Mark “Kuczewski,
PhD, Director, Neiswanger
Institute for Bioethics and
Health Policy Stritch School
of Medicine, Room 280
Loyola University Chicago,
2160 South First Avenue,
Maywood, IL60153,

E-mail: mkuczew@lumc.edu.

The Australian Institute of
Health, Law and Ethics
(AIHLE), June 28-July 1,
2001, Australia. The Sth
Annual Conference of the
Australian Institute of Health,
Law and Ethics will be broadly
based around the theme of
Science, Technology and Cul-
ture. Details: Website:
murdoch.rch.unimelb.edu.aw/
aihle; E-mail:
aihle@cryptic.unimelb.edu.au.

July

International Multidis-
ciplinary Health Ethics Con-
ference, Hamilton Island,
Queensland, July 25-27, 200l.
Sponsored by the Royal Col-
lege of Nursing, Queensland,
Australia.. For more informa-
tion, see: www.rcna.org.au or
contact: Julie Spencer,
MRCNA, Professional Devel-
opment Pro§ram5 Manager,
P.O. Box 219, Deakin West,
ACT 2600, Queensland,
Australia. Phone: 0l11-61-2-
6282-5633 or Ol1-61-2-6283-
340S. Fax: Oll-61-2-6282-
3565.

The International Network on Feminist Approachesto Bioethics

International Multidis-
ciplinary Health Ethics Con-
ference, July 25-27, 200I.
Sponsored by the Royal Col-
lege of Nursing, Queensland,
Australia. To be held on
Hamilton Island, Queensland.
The aims of the conference
are: |. To provide a forum to
explore the many facets of
health ethics; 2. To promote
discussion, understanding,
analysis and practice of healt
ethics. Details: see
WWWw.rcna.org.au or contact:
Julie Spencer, MRCNA, Pro-
fessional Development Pro-
§rams Manager, P.O. Box
19, Deakin West, ACT 2600,
Queensland, Australia. Tel:
011-61-2-6282-5633 or Oll-
61-2-6283-3405; Fax: 0l11-61-
2-6282-3565.

Ethics in Biomedical Re-
search, Thammasat University,
Ban%kok, July 30-August 3,
200I, Thailand, in collabora-
tion with the University of
Bergen, Norw;y. Application
deadline: IS May 200I.
Venue: Faculty of Allied Health
Sciences, Thammasat Univer-
sity, Rangsit Campus, Thai-
land. Thammasat University
may be able to obtain course
fee assistance for individuals
who would not be able to at-
tend without support. Please
include a letter stating the
need for assistance with the ap-
plication form. More Informa-
tion : www.ethica.uib.no/
thammasat.html

August

American Medical Women's
Association’s Advanced Cur-
riculum on Women's Health
- 2" International Confer-
ence, August 3-5, 200l
Cleveland, Ohio. This com-
prehensive CME course on
women's health is being co-
?onsored by the prestigious
leveland Clinic Foundation.
The conference is designed
for all physicians and practi-
tioners who care for women
patients. Details: Julie Dogil
at the AMWA Foundation, or
call 1-703-838-0500; Fax I-
703-549-3864; E-mail:
info@amwa-doc.org

Summer Seminar in Health
Care Ethics, , Seattle, USA.
August, 6-10, 2001. Contact:
Marilyn Barnard, University of
Washin%on, Dept. Medical
History & Ethics, Box 357120,
Seattle, WA 98195-7120; E-m
mbarnard@u.Washington.edu.

I5* European Conference on
Philosopgy of Medicine and
Health Care, “Wisdom in
Healthcare”, Lisbon, Portugal,
August, 16-18, 2001, Contact:
h.tenhave@efg.kun.nl.

September

Continuing Professional De-
velopment: The Annual In-
tensive S-day course on
Medical Ethics, Imperial Col-
lege, London, UK. September
17-21, 2001. Organized in col-
laboration with the Institute of
Medical gtgicsﬁ T}gis C(I)lél’Sﬁ has
approved by the Royal College
ol?}l)’h sicia)r;s for Z%, Contin%—
ing Medical Education (CME)
credits. For further details,
please contact: Bang Nong,
Centre for Continuing Educa-
tion, Imperial College, 526
Sherfield Building, Ex%lbition
Road, London SW7 2AZ
United Kingdom; Tel: +44
(0)20 7594 6882; Fax: +44
(0)20 7594 6883, Email:
b.nong@ic.ac.uk; website:
www.ad.ic.ac.uk/cpd/
medeth.htm.

Health, Law and Human
Rights: Explorin§ the Con-
nections: An International
Cross-Disciplinary Confer-
ence, Philadelphia, Pennsyl-
vania, USA, September 29 to
October I, 2001. This confer-
ence will bring together lead-
ers in public health advocacy,
research and administration.
This conference is being con-
vened by the American Soci-
ety of Law, Medicine and Eth-
ics. Scholarships will be avail-
able. CME and CLE credits will
be available. For more informa-
tion contact American Societ

of Law, Medicine & Ethics, 765
Commonwealth Avenue, Suite
1634, Boston, MA 02215, Tel:
(617) 262-4990, Fax: (617)
437-7596, Email:
info@aslme.org, website:
www.asIme.org/conferences/

body.html

October

Annual Meeting of the
American Society for Bioet-
hics and Humanities (ASBH),
October 25-28, 2001, Nash-
ville, Tennessee. To be held
at the Renaissance Nashville
Hotel. For information on the
Society or the Annual Meet-
ing visit the ASBH's website

at:www.asbh.org,



Morality in The 2Ist Century,
Octobér 26-28, 2001, New-
ark, Delaware. The American
Philosophical Association and
the Philosophy Department at
the University of Delaware are
jointly sponsoring a conference
on moral issues confronting us
in the 2Ist Century. This con-
ference celebratesthe 100™ an-
niversary of the APA and the
25th anniversary of the APA at
the University of Delaware. The
conference ’is funded by the
Baumgardt Fund of the APA and
the Class of 1955 Ethics Endow-
ment Fund of the University of
Delaware Philosophy Depart-
ment. You are invited to sub-
mit papers on any topic within
the general area to be ad-
dressed by the conference. Pa-
pers should not exceed 12 pages
(25 minutes reading timef, and
should be accompanied by an
abstract of no more than200
words. Send papers to: Depart-
ment of Philosophy, University
of Delaware, 24 Kent Way, New-
ark, DE 19716; please mark your
envelope “APA/UDEL Confer-
ence”. Papers and abstracts
Zlb%lllld be received by May 3I,

Call for Papers

Bioethics at the Beginning of
the 2I* century: Canadian Bio-
ethics Society 13" Annual
Meeting & Conference, The
Fairmont Winnipeg, Winnipeg,
Manitoba, October 11 - 14, 2001.
The CBS 2001 Abstract commit-
tee invites members of the Ca-
nadian Bioethics society and
other interested persons to sub-
mit proposals for papers, work-
shops, colloquia and posters de-
veloping the Conference theme.
The Committee will be particu-
larly pleased to receive propos-
als addressing enduring ques-
tions in bioethics in a novel man-
ner; critically anticipating issues
in bioethics; contemplating the
place of “imagination” in ethical
reflection; identifying new areas
of research in bioethics; discuss-
ing “moral imagination” and eth-
ics consultation; and describing
innovative approaches to teach-
ing in bioethics. Abstracts must
be received by June 1, 2001.
Submit abstracts to: Dr. Jim
Read, Chair, CBS 2001 Abstracts
Committee The Salvation Army
Ethics Centre 447 Webb Place
Winnipeg, Manitoba R3B 2P2. E-
mail: Emes.Read@sallynet,org.
For detail about the abstract and
the conference, please check
website at: www.hsc.mb.ca/
cbs200V/.

Social Epistemology: A
Journal of Knowledge, Cul-
ture and Policy. “Special
Issue on Feminist Episte-
mology. For this issue, we
invite paper submissions that
explore the influences of
feminist epistemology on is-
sues of concern for social
epistemologists  broadly
?eaking, and/or further the

evelopment of feminist epis-
temology by considering the
most pressing challenges it
faces. Papers should be sent
in duplicate to: Mark Webb,
Philosophy Department, Texas
Tech University, Box 43092,
Lubbock, TX™79409-3092.
Detail: Mark Webb, E-mail:
mark.webb@ttu.edu or Heidi
Grasswick, E-mail:
%rasswick@middlebury,edu.

eadline: August 15", 2001.

Conference on Ethics Across
the Curriculum, January 30 -
February 3, 2002 at the Uni-
versity of Florida-Gainesville.
On pedagogical and philo-
sophical Tssues that arise in
teaching ethics in disciplines
other than philosophy

Submission Guidelines: Pa-
pers should be approximately

20-25 minutes reading time (or
abstracts of approximately 200
words, which state the thesis
claim and the structure of the
major arguments of the paéper).
Because this is an interdisci-
plinary conferene, speakers are
requested to consider the au-
dience divesity as they prepare
their presentations. Accepted
papers may be submitted for
publication'in the Society's jour-
nal. A separate cover sheet with
the author's name, address,
school, email, and telephone
number should accom[i)any
each paper. Speakers will be
selected by a blind review con-
ducted by the conference or-
ganizers. Selected speakers
will be notified on a rolling ba-
sis. Deadline for submission is
September I, 2001. Submis-
sions should be sent via e-mail
to the Secretary-Treasurer of
the Society , Steven Scales, at
sscales@towson.edu or by hard
copy to Dr. Stephen Scales
Department of Philosophy &
Religious Studies Towson Uni-
versity, 8000 York Road
Towson MD, 21252. For more
information, please check
website at www.rit.edu/
~692awww/seac/
conferences.html.

research field.

Dalhousie University Canada Research Chair in Bioethics

The Department of Bioethics in the Faculty of Medicine at Dalhousie University is seeking to appoint an individual to a Canada
Research Chair faculty position in Bioethics. The Canada Research Chairs program was established by the Government of Canada
to foster world-class centres of research excellence in a global, knowledge based economy. This is a full-time tenure or
tenure-track appointment at the level of assistant or associate professor, and candidates must have potential to lead in their

The successful candidate will have a Ph.D. in sociology or anthropology, or a closely related field, and a proven record of research
excellence related to health care and bioethics. Experience with empirical research methodologies is considered an asset. The
successful candidate will continue to develop his or her own research agenda and contribute to existing research programs within
the Department of Bioethics. Current research programs include values and medical education, genetics and ethics, and
research ethics. Other responsibilities will include participation in undergraduate and post-graduate medical education, as well
as administration. The successful candidate will be appointed at the level of assistant or associate professor.

Applications including CV, a one page outline of a five year research plan, and names and addresses of three references should
be forwarded to: Prof. Frangoise Baylis, Acting Department Head, Department of Bioethics, 5849 University Ave., Halifax, NS
B3H 4H7, Canada. The review process will begin May 1, 2001 and continue until the position is filled.

In accordance with Canadian Immigration requirements, this advertisement is initially directed to Canadian citizens and perma-
nent residents of Canada. Dalhousie University is an Employment Equity/ Affirmative Action employer. The university encour-
ages applications from qualified Aboriginal people, persons with a disability, racially visible persons and women. For more
information please contact Carolyn Ells, Tel: 902-494-380I; Fax: 902-494-3865; website: www.medicine.dal.ca/bioethics.
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Get Involved in FAB
To Join FAB

Members receive the semi-annual newsletter, which contains
helpful announcements of upcoming events and opportunities, book
reviews, and articles of interest to those working in feminism and
bioethics. To join, send a request for a membership form with your
name and address, either by mail or electronically to Becky Holmes
(see page 21). Or print a membership form www-unix.oit.umass.edu/

~fholmes/joinfab.html.

To CoNTRIBUTE TO THE NEWSLETTER

We welcome contributions of all sorts: articles, announcements
of upcoming events, information about articles or books you have
published or find useful, reviews of books. Book reviews are orga-
nized by Hilde Nelson. Any other contribution should be forwarded
to Maggie Little (both addresses on p. 21). #’s particularly helpful
if you can send them in electronically. Deadline for submissions
to the next newsletter is September 15, 2001.

CHANGE OF ADDRESS

The newly redesigned and updated FAB website now has a
much simpler URL. To visit the site, simply type: www.fabnet.org
We hope you will find this address easier to remember! For queries
about the site or contributions to it, please e-mail the webmistress,
Hilde Nelson, at hlnelson@msu.edu.

To subscribe to the list, send a SUBSCRIBE FABLIST command
in the body of the email to listserv@list.msu.edu, followed by your
full name. Example: SUBSCRIBE FABLIST Hilde L. Nelson. To
unsubscribe, send a SIGNOFF FABLIST command in the body of
the email to listserv@list.msu.edu. This time, you don’t give your
name.

Debora Diniz and I, who guest edited the special
Feminist Bioethics issue of BIOETHICS, are enor-
mously grateful to all the FAB members who served
as reviewers, thereby enabling us to meet the very
tight deadline imposed on us. Your insightful and
judicious comments were invaluable in enabling
us to sort through the mountain of submissions
we received.

A hearty “thank you” to all of you and also to all
the FAB members who responded so promptly to
our call for papers. We wish it had been possible to
publish many more. Watch for the issue due in

July.

Anne Donchin, Professor of Philosophy
Indiana University, Indianapolis

FIRST CLASS

FAB Membership Secretary
24 Berkshire Terrace
Amherst, MA 01002

ADDRESS SERVICE REQUESTED
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