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Euthanasia, at the limits of the law

[Eutanasia, al filo de la ley]
José Jiménez Villarejo, El Pais,
18-07-2008

Our judicial system does not
recognise the so-called “right to die”
Our legislature has not decriminalised
active and direct euthanasia; the most
it has done is provide a fairly
benevolent penal response. What
remains quite clearly decriminalised is
passive authanasia and the
improperly-termed “indirect
euthanasia”.

In the author’s opinion, article 43 of
the Penal Code effectively paves the
way to the right to die with dignity.
However, a legal regulation
concerning the exercise of such a right,
through the establishment of adequate
protocols, which might, on the one
hand, guarantee the legal safety of all
and, on the other, reduce the danger of
possible abuses, is far from pointless.
The author recognises that he has
serious doubts about the right, in
certain circumstances, of a patient to
obtain assistance in putting an end to
their own life, because if that right was
acknowledged it would place another
person under a legal obligation to give
that assistance. Clearly, this issue

Technology Ethics

deserves to be widely considered and

debated in our society.

The ecology, another victim of the
crisis

[La ecologia, otra gran victima de la
crisis|

Paul Kennedy, EI Pais, 22-07-08

The fact that the economic crisis is
obliging us to modify our consumerist
habits, to seek alternative energy
sources and to save energy, should not
obscure another indisputable truth:
that it is forcing political leaders and
their citizens to adopt policies
traditionally opposed by the
ecological movement. The list seems
endless: the intensification of oil
drilling in environmentally sensitive
zones, the return to nuclear energy,
pressure on the tropical and boreal
forests, a preference for ethanol
derived from maize, greater credibility
for the benefits of GM crops and a
growing use of fertilisers because of
the First World's agrarian protectionist
impulse..These new tendencies are
eroding, and are going to erode even
further, many of the victories achieved
and the theories held dear by the
ecologist movement”.
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Gy BIOETHICS

Free market baby making: private research at US clinics has fuelled in vitro
fertilization
Gregory Pence, Los Angeles Times, 24-07-08

On the thirtieth birthday of Louise Brown, the first baby to be conceived through in
vitro fertilisation, the author reflects on the futility of all the alarmist voices raised
against the technique at the time. Nowadays, more or less only the Vatican holds a
stubbornly condemnatory position on IVF. Nothing is perfect, and IVF is no
exception (a slightly higher rate of rare birth defects, at times disappointing success
rates, high prices) and for this reason assisted reproduction methods continue to be
perfected. In 1974, the US Congress approved the prohibition, still in force, of the use
of federal funds for research involving human embryos. This has meant that this
research has been carried out in private clinics, which have paid for their work through
the fees of the clients they have treated. There was also doubt at the beginning that,
with such low success rates, couples would be willing to pay, but real life is stubborn
and the desire to reproduce is stronger than economic restrictions: the free market
allows couples to spend their money as they see fit and so, conceiving a child of one’s
own ranks as something more important than a holiday, a new car or a home of one’s
own.

It’s time for the Vatican to accept IVF
Michael Brooks, NewScientist, 23-07-08

With more than three million individuals conceived through in vitro fertilisation
(IVF) since the first “test-tube baby”, Louise Brown, was born thirty years ago, the
writer considers that the Catholic church should revise its official position on this
reproductive technique. If the Church has been capable of modifying its doctrines on
other issues in the light of scientific advances and discoveries, why can't they do so in
this case? Not only as a way to end their isolation on this issue (the vast majority of
religious faiths accept IVF as a useful resource in combating infertility), but also
because this technique (despite being too expensive, having a success rate that could
be improved and health risks to the woman from hormone treatment), has converted
the frustration of many couples into joy, compassion and a desire to alleviate part of
the sufferings of the human condition: “if man is using technology to play God, at
least he is demonstrating His good side”.

Life
[La vita]
Franco Garelli, La Stampa, 10-07-2008

The news of a Milanese father who has been authorised to withdraw the treatment
keeping his daughter alive after an accident that left her in a coma is perplexing. For
the Catholic Church this goes against something that it is beyond our capacity to
understand and requires a sense of mystery: life and death. In addition, this is not a



case of an “easy death”; withdrawing food and water from a patient does not lead to
instant death, but rather to a process involving a level of suffering that some experts
define as torture. Finally, it would be good to know the reason why, when the young
woman was conscious, she would agree to the disconnection of the machine keeping
her alive, but we do not know if the way she felt when in a particular frame of mind is
the same she would have felt in another.

Babies the old-fashioned way: home births are safe
Jennifer Block, Los Angeles Times, 09-07-08

The author, as a result of finding out about the maternity services offered by the
British National Health Service, makes a comparison with the North American
system and highlights the advantages and benefits of home birth (promoted and
assisted in the UK) as opposed to hospital birth (recommended in the US). In the
case of healthy women, with an uncomplicated pregnancy and who want to give birth
without surgical intervention, the option of a home birth has many advantages:
individual care and monitoring by an experienced midwife, freedom to move around,
and the chance to give birth in the safest and most efficient position. An optimal birth
would be one that begins spontaneously, that follows its own course and requires the
minimum of intervention. However, the North American hospital system does not
look on this more natural and less interventionist option the least bit kindly. Even
official bodies like the American Medical Association or the American College of
Obstetricians and Gynaecologists maintain, without any scientific basis, that home
birth is not as safe as hospital birth. Are they not forgetting, wonders the author,
modern, medical ethics about patient autonomy based on rights of self-determination,
freedom and privacy?.

Diagnosis
[Diagnostic]
Pere Puigdomeénech, El Periédico, 07-07-08

The author positions himself in relation to the technique of pre-implantation
diagnosis (embryo screening), that might be applied to embryos produced for in vitro
tertilisation so that, through DNA analysis, an embryo that does not carry a particular,
genetically transmitted disease is implanted in the mother. Basically, he underlines the
advantages of this type of technique, but raises questions that bring with them certain
doubts and justify prudence: in cases where there is no direct relation between a gene
in question and the disease, but what is known is the probability that the disease will
manifest itself; when the gene’s relation to the disease is not always well demonstrated,
in other words, that the genetic test is valid in the first place. And, finally, it would be
necessary to define what we understand by disease or malformation (breast cancer is a
clear case, but could the same be said of obesity?).



A complete overhaul for bioethics
[La bioéthique en pleine révision]
Paul Benkimon; Cécile Prieur, Le Monde, 04-07-2008

In 1994 France was a pioneer in adopting the first laws on bioethics, seeking a balance
between protecting people’s fundamental rights and research progress. The legislation,
which was revised in 2004, adopted the principles of: the unavailability of the human
body, non-commercial exploitation of the living, the anonymous and free donation of
body parts. Under these laws medically-assisted procreation is restricted. Also, in the
name of respect for human and embryo dignity, research on embryos is prohibited,
with some exceptions. This has generated procreation tourism to neighbouring
European countries with fewer restrictions. Now changes to the legislation are being
prepared. Faced with scientific advances and developments in social customs, it is
necessary to analyse whether we can permit such rigid, internal legislation in such a
liberal context. The first quarter of 2009 will see a great deal of debate. The law is
expected to be revised in 2010.

Legal abortion: Where are the limits?

[El aborto legal: ;cuéles son los limites]
L. Cabero roura; J.m. Lailla vicens, La Vanguardia, 30-06-08

Legal abortion is a reality with an important social impact. Likewise, abortion is not
punishable in specific circumstances which the legislative has set out transparently in
the law. This same law clearly establishes, in its second and third articles, a time limit
during which an abortion can be performed. However the first article concerning
decriminalisation is not so explicit, and this subterfuge is used by those who think that
no time limit exists on the legal termination of a pregnancy when the health of the
mother is concerned. It seems that this has been confirmed by the recent rash of
attempts, based on a supposed, maternal autonomy, to break the 24 week limit on
legal terminations, without taking into account the condition of the unborn child. The
failures of the judicial circuit and healthcare should not be corrected by introducing
abortion beyond the 24 week limit, as in these cases the law protects the interests of
the foetus.

Passive euthanasia is a right
[La eutanasia pasiva es un derecho]
Jacobo Dépico Gomez-Aller, Piiblico, 13-06-08

Given the moral and penal complexity inherent to questions related to freedom and
dignity in the final stage of life, the author presents a reflection on the border between
active and passive euthanasia. According to the current Penal Code only active and
direct euthanasia is punishable. Both indirect euthanasia and ortotanasia (physician
assisted suicide — treatment that shortens the patient’s life as a collateral effect of its
principally palliative and therapeutic aims) as well as passive euthanasia go

unpunished. The issue is to locate the border between active and passive conduct.



The traditional distinction - in active euthanasia the agent does something that
shortens the patient’s life, while passive euthanasia is defined as not doing something
that would prolong it - has not kept pace with technical advances and the author
proposes a new approach based on the regulation of patient rights. According to the
law of Patient Autonomy, these rights are the “sovereign instance for deciding whether
to consent to receive treatment or to refuse it”, and this right should also be extended
to decisions about whether to continue a treatment or to refuse it". The lawfulness of
passive euthanasia would thus not be a mere consequence of the right to not receive
treatment without consent, and “if a patient has the right to give or withhold consent
to a treatment, the State must offer the resources so that the exercise of this right does
not oblige the subject to go through a hell of physical torments”.

Do abortion clinics really exist?

[ ;Existen de verdad clinicas abortistas?]
Carlos Alvarez-Dardet, El Pais, 03-06-08

The article's author ponders the origin of the term abortionism. According to him the

th

practice of abortions was first entered into the penal code during the 18t and 19
centuries in order to regulate it as a professional practice that before then had been
part of the domestic sphere and female, solidarity circles. By professionalizing the
practice and making it formal, the State entered a sphere of life that it had never
ventured into before. Since then, various ideologies have fought for its
decriminalisation: feminism, liberalism, Marxist socialism and libertarianism. The
notion of abortionism is, according to the author, an invention of fundamentalist
Christianity seeking to give body to its own ideological position by inventing an
enemy to fight against.

The clinics authorised to interrupt pregnancies in Spain for the most part perform, in
addition to abortions, other therapeutic interventions. It is not accurate to describe
the whole based on one of its parts.

Euthanasia re-read the catechism
[Eutanasia (ri)leggetevi catechismo]
Arrigo Levi, La Stampa, 02-06-2008

It strikes me that the debate between relentless therapy and euthanasia is being
conducted without any consideration being given to the catechism of the Catholic
Church. This is exactly what an article of the catechism states, saying that medical
treatments that are onerous, dangerous, extraordinary and disproportionate with
respect to results can be legitimately terminated. Even though subtle nuances of
interpretation exist, there are enough indications to allow the question of the Modena
patient to be resolved and to disconnect her life support. Amongst the prelates
themselves there have been differences of interpretation and perhaps an internal
debate will have to take place within the Church itself.



The rebirth of abortion
Tim Rutten, Los Angeles Times, 28-05-08

The author denounces the strategy of more conservative, North American cultural
sectors trying to place abortion at the centre of a massive pincer movement
attempting to unite more traditionally-minded Catholics and the most conservative
evangelical Protestants in a great coalition of the religious right that would ensure a
Republican triumph in the coming presidential election. Only this can explain why,
after the problems detected in Barack Obama’s ability to connect with Catholic
Democrats, the right has unleashed a furious attack on Governor Kathleen Sebelius, a
potential candidate for the vice presidency, a Catholic who vetoed an anti-abortion
law because she considered it unconstitutional. A strategy that, in any case, seems
tutile to the author in an election cycle in which “the voters, worried about the war
and a failing economy, have rejected single-issue appeals for the traditional, American,
politics of remedy”.

A disturbing gap between theory and practice
Mary Sanchez, The Kansas City Star, 27-05-2008

Who do you think would be a priority if they needed a heroic, life-saving effort to
revive them: a premature baby or an adult with fewer possibilities of survival? The
answer is surprising: the older patient. The reason is that extremely premature babies
are considered by hospitals as if they were in a “moral category apart”, based on what
has been established as the moment of viability (24 weeks). But babies at the limit of
viability are often not treated in the same way by different hospitals, on top of which
sometimes their age in weeks and days is not calculated exactly. Further reflection on
this issue is needed.

Medical genetics is not eugenics
Ruth Schwartz, The Chronicle of Higher Education, 16-05-2008

It is customary to relate eugenics with medical genetics, and this is a fallacy. Medical
genetics technologies do not share the objectives or results of eugenics. Medical
genetics is a specialism where historically there have not been proponents of eugenics.
The goal has never been to improve the race, but rather to prevent suffering by
improving the health and well-being of individuals. While eugenicists wanted to
prevent the “unfit” from reproducing, geneticists want to help those who might pass
on a disease to reproduce without doing so. Disability activists are concerned that
genetic screening will reduce the number of children born with disabilities and thus
the level of services available to people with disabilities, when there is no evidence
that this is happening. They also believe that this is a form of discrimination against
them. Certain feminists also say that selective abortion goes against motherhood. But
many others do not see it this way and many defenders of the rights of people with
disabilities are at the same time proponents of selective abortion. Now is the time for
prospective parents to stop feeling guilty about taking part in genetic screening.




Still no substitute for embryonic stem cells
Editorial, NewScientist, 03-05-08

Following the first steps taken in so-called “genetic reprogramming”, various voices
have been raised to call for an end to research involving embryonic cells. This editorial
does not share that view and presents a number of reasons why exploration in this area
should continue. Firstly, it still has not been shown that reprogrammed cells offer the
same therapeutic potential as embryonic stem cells. Providing proof of their potential
means that work must continue with both types of cell. In addition, the techniques for
certain reprogrammed cells have not yet been sufficiently perfected, and in the process
genes that could lead to cancer might be “left behind”. And, finally, the study of the
early, embryonic stages, will, according to some, deepen knowledge about the origins
of chromosomal abnormalities and the diseases they cause. And this cannot be
achieved with reprogramming.

Talking honestly about death is the best way to live
Bill Colby, The Kansas City Star, 16-04-2008

Today, for the first time, we celebrate National Healthcare Decisions Day and many
Americans are talking about how to die. All kinds of activities are taking place and
being received enthusiastically because they respond to a need. In my own case I have
followed and recommend following three steps: 1) I've signed a legal document
where I state that my wife will make decisions for me if I cannot; 2) I've given my wife
power of attorney and if I find myself in a state from which I cannot recover, I prefer
not to continue living, 3) I've spoken with my children, doctor and others who might
be in my room when decisions need to be taken, because I only want those to be there
who I believe have to be there.




The Google Challenge

[El reto de Google]
Javier Cremades, ABC, 14-07-08

Google has made a selection of the enormous reserves of information on the Internet
available to hundreds of millions of people in the blink of an eye, making a gigantic
cultural revolution possible in the process. During the company’s brief history, it has
also met some important challenges. Many holders of intellectual property rights
think that Google leads to a brake on creativity. TeleS, Viacom, France Press and
Copiepresse have, for different reasons, lodged complaints against Google.

In the era of information and entertainment, intellectual property is not just another
element offering incentive to creators, it is also thought of as a necessary part of the
business itself, something a company has to take care of. For all these reasons, in the
future it is hoped that Google will handle questions of intellectual property, and other
issues such as data protection, in a correct manner and develop its services with the
legal security of being, in all aspects, lawful.

It’s inevitable: soon we will all be gamers
Rob Fahey, The Times, 07-07-08

The author presents a very optimistic view of the potential market prospects for the
videogame industry. The first revolution took place when, during the 90s, the industry
took notice of the fact that its primary consumers were now young men and not the
adolescents of the 80s. So, Nintendo and PlayStation began promoting themselves in
bars and nightclubs rather than on children’s television. The second revolution will
soon be upon us, when the attraction of these interactive platforms expands even
further: the female niche, the over-65s... “The conclusion that the markets have
reached is simple — and inevitable. Being a stranger to interactive entertainment will
be considered as eccentric as watching a black and white TV. Soon we will all be
gamers.”

Hypersociability laboratory
[Laboratorio de la hipersociabilidad]
David Domingo, La Vanguardia, 06-07-2008

Digital social networking has not come out of nowhere, a virtual community is born
as an extension of already existing social relations or out of common interests that
without the Internet would be difficult to pursue. The success of social networking on
the Internet is due to the intensification of our social relations thanks to the
characteristics of latest generation websites: (1) immediacy; (2) historicity, where the
Internet is increasingly our memory; (3) community, where the users are the
protagonists; (4) serendipity: sharing contents generously has unexpected rewards;
(S) self-control; (6) flexibility. This said, without a sense of proportion, a digital social
life could end up reducing your actual social life.
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Marketing socialising
[ Mercantilizar lo social]
Nuria Almiron, La Vanguardia, 06-07-2008

New ways of socialising on the Internet are not really anything new, there’s nothing
that isn’t already available through traditional ways of relating to one another that
satisfy the human need to make friends, to find a partner and to share things with
others. A network of possible relationships that comprises millions of people and
covers huge distances does not change the essential function of socialising. The only
piece of added value that it brings is the addition of the word “cyber”, a label that sets
it apart and attracts people, and that therefore, represents a business.

The fisherman’s net
[La red del pescador]
Xavier Rubert De Ventos, El Pais, 06-07-2008

If we consider the meaning of the word “net”, we see that it suggests to us more than
anything else something that retains, captures or filters and not something that
spreads out. Perhaps in knowledge, as in fishing, the important thing is the
correspondence between the net’s thickness and the size of the prey to be captured.
Pure accumulation creates obstacles and rarely is the maximum the optimum. The
maximum amount of information tends to generate confusion. There’s a ceiling on the
amount of information that can be assimilated and in this way it's possible to disguise
the information you want by giving too much of it. If it is not possible to avoid giving
someone the information they ask us for, it is possible to give it to them along with a
lot more information in the hope that it will crash their system and the key
information will remain unassimilated.

Coming soon to YouTube: My face-lift
Abby Ellin, The New York Times, 26-06-08

The article narrates numerous cases of patients agreeing to take part in promotional
and publicity campaigns for their doctors (essentially plastic surgeons,
ophthalmologists and dentists) by giving their consent to the filming and broadcast
(above all by posting the relevant video on YouTube) of the surgery or medical
procedure they have undergone. Even if no money changes hands for this, the
question still has unavoidable ethical implications (the doubts a patient might have
about whether the doctor will treat them better if they agree to the request are
inevitable). When, in addition, the patient who agrees receives some form of
compensation (cash, or a discount on further treatment, or vouchers of some kind)
the situation is, if possible, more complex. Nevertheless, the author does not offer a
one-sided evaluation of the issue, as she cites opinions from experts in medical ethics
who seriously question the commercialisation of medical practice and others who do
not have any particular problem with it.




Spy cameras: we are paranoid, but they’re still out to get us
Alice Miles, The Times, 25-06-08

Although the author does not oppose the use of security and control measures to
identify people who break society’s rules (even more so in the case of illegal
behaviour), she also understands the view of slightly paranoid libertarians who, fed up
with feeling persecuted and the omnipresent control of public powers (and
increasingly of private companies who gain access to our personal and private details
and bombard us incessantly), condemn the current situation as akin to the dystopian
reality predicted in 1984. Essentially, for the author, it is a symptom of our impotence
in the face of an increasingly powerful and hidden bureaucracy.

The press, the Internet and the beleaguered citizen
[La presse, I'Internet et la citadelle assiégée]
Pascal Riché, Le Monde, 24-06-2008

In recent months a quality newspaper like Nouvel Observateur has published an SMS
supposedly from the president to his ex-wife, and radio Europa 1 has announced the
death of Pascal Sevran, who continues in rude health. Journalism mustn’t ignore the
Internet, that would be suicide. It has to accept the technological revolution and re-
think the way it works. The written article in its current form has to disappear and
become a work in process, something less final. For example, an article could be based
on an internaut’s proposal, the journalist enters into debate with his/her readers and
so different versions are generated, the readers comment and correct, etc. This way
journalism will not die, rather it will be enriched. But it entails moving from a vertical,
closed relationship to a horizontal, open and interactive one.

Do no evil
[No hagas el mal]
Javier Martin, El Pais, 12-06-08

The choice to award Google the Princep d’Asturies Humanities Prize is not giving a
reward to a rich philanthropist but rather to a public company, floated on the stock
exchange, whose services are seen or sold in every country in the world. L. Page and S.
Brin’s value lies in the fact that they dedicated themselves to research something
everybody else had already given up on: Internet search engines.

“Google’s mission," it says on their official home page, “is to organise the world’s
information and make it universally accessible” Its search engine was only the first
step. A whole host of initiatives have followed placing the world of information in the
hands of any internaut, free of charge.

Its growth, however, has not been without difficulties. In China it has submitted to the
dictates of government censorship, it has legal troubles with publishers for the use of
copyright contents, and Google Map’s Street View application, with videos of city

streets, is raising concern amongst data protection agencies.




SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNOLOGICAL ETHICS

Science fact or fiction?
Editorial, The Japan Times, 20-07-2008

Towards the end of the year the large hadron collider (LHC) will be set in motion in
Switzerland, in order to investigate how the universe was born. There is hardly any
risk, as some claim (even some scientists who have tried to stop it being turned on),
that it could cause a catastrophe capable of destroying life on Earth. The controversy
leads us to consider public understanding of science and risk. A catastrophic risk
cannot be calculated like the kind of everyday risk evaluated by insurance companies.
In addition, human psychology does not respond to the calculation of probabilities
and we often fear improbable events (flying frightens us more than driving, the more
dangerous of the two). So, we should be worrying more about global warming than
the remote possibility of an asteroid crashing into the Earth.

The luxurious growth
David Brooks, The International Herald Tribune, 15-07-08

In the field of genetics some years ago it was not unusual to find researchers looking
for the depression gene or the aggression gene...The implication was clear: the
genetics of behaviour would improve and modify human life. These days this type of
talk has almost completely disappeared: “now it is clear that a single gene almost never
carries a single trait. Instead, a specific character trait could be the result of the
interaction of hundreds of different genes with an infinity of environmental factors”
Human behaviour is not linear, rather it is complex and unpredictable, and the Brave
New World is a distant reality: if science once claimed to be the light that would
illuminate the complex world of human actions, today it finds itself entangled with the
social sciences and humanities in the mystery of why it is that people do what they do,
and reminds us that each one of us is a “luxurious growth”.

How science can help to feed the world
Editorial, NewScientist, 11-07-2008

We thought that food shortages were a thing of the past, but apparently not. What do
we have to do? It is difficult to convince people to eat less meat, so we have to produce
more. It strikes us that not enough has been invested in agricultural research. There is
great potential in developing new varieties of grain. It would also be possible to
provide better information about already existing techniques that would allow poor
countries to achieve higher yields. All of this we already did in the 60s during the
green revolution, which greatly increased agricultural productivity. Now it might be
much more difficult, now that there’s less water, a changing climate and many more
mouths to feed, but with good research and a programme it can be done.




Down on the pharms?
Henry Miller, The Washington Times, 03-07-2008

In the last fifty years pharmaceutical research has produced fantastic results creating
drugs to cure the previously incurable. However, some people criticise the
pharmaceutical industry calling it a marketing machine for selling drugs of dubious
benefit which is fed by publicly-funded research grants from the National Institute of
Health. Some of these accusations are false and unjust. There is huge private
investment in pharmaceuticals, although it is true that they overlook drugs that will
not generate much benefit because they only have small-scale application. But these
problems arise because of a lack of government help for pharmaceutical research.
Reform is needed.

Dilemmas posed by chance research results
Editorial, NewScientist, 02-07-08

Chance discoveries during research on human subjects are beginning to cause serious
headaches, particularly in the field of human genetics where studies of the human
genome allow for the accumulation of huge quantities of data that could have a
disturbing effect on health-related information: how much of this information should
be given to the volunteers who have provided their DNA for the study? Where should
one draw the line on what should be revealed and what not? To what extent can
genome researchers turn themselves into clinicians?... A recent guideline document
published by the National Institute for Research into the Human Genome, in the US,
highlighted that it was necessary to analyse in greater depth the consequences of the
different approaches to communicating the results of incidental discoveries, before it
would be able to decide on a policy.

The race debate: nothing to do with race
Kenan Malik, The Times, 02-07-08

The scientific debate about race has returned with a vengeance. The use of racial
categories is becoming the norm in genetic, anthropological, psychological and
medical research. Undoubtedly there are real genetic differences between human
populations, and scientific study of this could help to discover the roots of illnesses,
develop new drugs and uncover the details of deep human history. But these genetic
differences are not the same as racial differences. In fact, the notion of “race” is,
scientifically speaking, meaningless (“because there is no such thing as a natural
human population”). And what researchers are doing is defining the genetic
differences between populations: geneticists can distinguish between all types of
populations and some of these distinctions are scientifically useful and others not.
Everything depends on the question that needs to be answered and the context in
which it is asked.




Why I am standing against David Davis
Jill Saward, The Guardian, 01-07-08

The total opposition the British Tory David Davis has shown to the creation of a
national DNA database (created in 1995 to store DNA data from convicted criminals,
but since 2004 it has also been collecting samples from anyone detained in
connection with a crime) leads the author to defend the benefits of a tool that has
demonstrated its value by identifying the perpetrators of some of the worst crimes
imaginable. “The national DNA database has been attacked as an abuse of civil
liberties. If we expand it to include everyone in the country, the only liberty in peril
would be that of those responsible for numerous unsolved murder and rape cases,
who would soon find themselves behind bars."

There’s more of it than you think
Saswato r. Das, The Herald Tribune, 30-06-2008

An extensive study of scientific fraud in the fields of biology and health in the US has
found that the problem is more widespread than we had supposed. Many scientists
commit some form of fraud, such as altering experimental data to improve their
results. Recently, many even more extreme cases have emerged where data has been
completely invented. It is highly probable that this happens in all fields and countries.
In addition, the number of scientists now working is greater than ever before and they
are often badly paid and have a lot of pressure on them to achieve results: the profile of
the fraudster tends to be someone who is young, brilliant and productive. Until now
scientists have said that with self-regulation and the application of scientific method,
fraud has already been brought under control, but it seems to us that more policing
needed.

Our genes offer the best insurance
Mark Henderson, The Times, 19-06-08

There is a growing consensus that appears to brook neither doubts nor dissent that all
genetic discrimination is unethical and that measures are required to avoid the
emergence of a social underclass whose members, because of their DNA, will be
denied medical insurance, loans, life policies, etc. The author claims forthrightly that
this consensus is wrong, because it breaks with precedent and is unfair to companies
and many consumers and because its perception of a threat to equality (actually only a
marginal threat) is based on a faulty understanding of how DNA influences health.
Genetic discrimination is already embedded in the insurance system (different
premiums for men and women, analyses of family medical history... ). The insurance
system works because neither party knows what the future holds: what will happen
now if an individual knows he has a predisposition to a certain illness which he is not
obliged to reveal?




But the most convincing argument against anti-discrimination legislation is that the
reality of genetics makes it unnecessary: genetic determinism is mostly exaggerated
and taken out of context. “For most of us,” concludes the author, “genetic testing is
nothing to fear. The market can protect our civil rights just as surely as the law”,

Bacteria, antibiotics and ethics
[Bacterias, antibiéticos y ética]
Miguel Vicente, El Pais, 11-06-08

The author reflects on why certain patients — immunodepressed, major surgery, old
people — are considered lost causes. Do our rights depend on what causes our illness,
he asks. Nobody with any sense would answer in the affirmative, but a chain of
circumstances contributes to the fact that a problem really does exist. To solve it, we
have to know that it exists. If everyone has the right to be treated for illness, then we
need to demand that the resources are in place to do that. He urges the need to find
new compounds to slow down infections, in particular those caused by resistant
microbes, and this is no simple thing, as the easy-to-discover antibiotics have already
been in use for more than half a century. A difficult and costly task, both in terms of
imagination and resources, lies ahead. If we don’t do it we will continue having to ask
ourselves uncomfortable ethical questions.

Get the bribes out of medicine
Editorial, The Oregonian, 03-05-2008

The medical ethicist and president of Columbia University’s Institute of Medicine, D.
Rothman, has said that bribes to doctors from pharmaceutical and medical device
companies in the form of gifts of every type need to be banned. We know that the
industry puts millions into this. Academic centres have got together to demand zero
tolerance for medical bribes. It is hoped that this catches on in other centres and
states.




ECOLOGICAL ETHICS

Where have all the ecological alternatives gone?
[¢Donde quedaron las alternativas ecoldgicas?]
Paul Kennedy, Clarin, 28-07-08

The dream of bringing about a more sustainable, balanced and fair global society is
suffering amidst the row over urgent energy and food needs. The authorities are
adopting policies which the ecology movement has been opposing for the last forty
years. Desperate to mitigate the blows of oil price hikes and avoid political and social
discontent, governments are resorting to measures that are causing most ecologists to
feel sick.

The increase in oil drilling in sensitive areas, the return to nuclear energy, tropical and
boreal deforestation, the popularity of ethanol made from maize, the commitment to
GM crops and an increased use of fertilisers, as well as the boost agricultural
protectionism has received in the First World, represents an alarming outlook for the
Friends of the Earth. The bitter truth these days is that things are getting more and
more difficult for the defenders of a clean and pleasant planet.

Don’t be fooled by the climate change bill. Carbon trading torpedoes it.
George Monbiot, The Guardian, 24-07-2008

Analysing it in depth, one discovers that the UK’s anti-climate change programme is
based on a statistical construct that alters the actual data. Difhicult to eliminate
emissions are exported and easier to solve than the ones that are imported. In
addition, while the emissions we export are verifiable, the ones we import are not
subject to control and are often fraudulent. The government should impose limits on
carbon trading, but it is likely that successive governments will have no legal incentive
to change their energy policies.

Energy and the environment
Editorial, Philadelphia Inquirer, 20-07-2008

The next president will have to find a way to move the country forward without
destroying the environment. Both McCain and Obama have good ideas, but neither of
them has a plan that could be considered sufficient. They are both thinking about a
mix of energy strategies: solar, wind, geothermal, nuclear, etc, but they defend them to
different extents and Obama’s proposal is the most realistic. McCain’s proposal is
mistaken in thinking that market forces alone can resolve the problems and ignoring
the fact that not only supply but demand also needs to change. And as far as
conservation is concerned, although neither has done enough, nonetheless Obama
has put more proposals on the table.




Al Gore and the green inquisition
[Al Gore i la Inquisicié verda]
Bjorn Lomborg, The Japan Times, 16-07-2008

It is common to hear scary stories about climate change. Al Gore has predicted that
most of the world’s cities will be flooded by a 6 metre rise in sea levels, and one of his
advisers has raised that to 24 metres. And so on with many other cases of exaggerated,
alarmist claims. In fact, in the last two years it has been proved that the sea has not
risen at all. That doesn’t mean global warming doesn’t exist, the sea will certainly rise
30 cm or so this century. The inquisitorial panic goes over the head of science and
brings disaster with it. Thus, biofuel has contributed to the food crisis and
deforestation. We need to put an end to stupid fears; alarmism does not let us see
things clearly.

Poor people can’t worry about global warming
Janet Daley, The Telegraph, 14-07-08

The author dwells on what she considers to be a “crisis of political coherence” at an
almost philosophical level. In her opinion there are two clear priorities dominating the
political scene: global warming and the eradication of poverty. Practically all Western
political parties claim to be dealing with both at the same time, however almost no
political leader seems disposed to admit that the objectives and measures necessary to
confront global warming are the exact opposite of those needed to fight poverty. In
her opinion, the days are numbered for this incoherency: “the voters recognise a
contradiction when they see it, particularly when they end up paying for it”. And her
conclusion is in the form of a warning: “You can claim to be the party of the
environment or the party of the poor, but not both - or at least not at the same time".

Our leaders are in carbon-cloud cuckoo land
Christopher booker, The Telegraph, 10-07-08

The author claims that the agreement reached by world leaders at the G8 summit held
in Japan in the first two weeks of July (to reduce CO, emissions by 50% in their

respective countries by 2050) is an excellent example of “gesture politics” The
problem is that an aspiration of this kind, apart from being an example of pure
demagogy, is also positively dangerous. For a start, the politicians responsible for it, in
addition to not having a clue about how they’re going to meet this “absurdly
ambitious” objective, could also inflict immeasurable harm on their economies trying
to achieve it. If they are serious about wanting to cut emissions in half over the next 40
years, this means taking a series of measures that haven't even entered the heads of
those planning this objective. (“cutting our energy use and our quality of life in this
way would lead their societies to rise up against them long before they reached their

goal”).




In addition, the global warming orthodoxy (that if the levels of CO, in the -

atmosphere continue to rise, global temperatures will also rise) is being questioned by
recent measurements and even its most fervent advocates are starting to look for
excuses to explain the observations and concede that perhaps the next 10 years will
see a period of global cooling before returning once again to a pattern of warming that
will be irreversible and catastrophic.

Please abolish the G8
[Per favore abolite il G8]
Mario Deaglio, La Stampa, 10-07-08

The idea of the G8 came into being in 1978 as a result of the first oil crisis. In 33 years
and 34 meetings, the G8 has opened itself up to emerging countries, inviting them to
take part at some sessions. The reserved nature of the meetings is not very compatible
with the willingness to make manifestly useless statements and decisions that could
turn out to be dangerous. This is what happened at the last meeting on the Japanese
island of Hokkaido where, after announcing goals conveniently distant in time,
agreements that will never be ratified, promises that will be difficult to keep, growing
divisions amongst the participants emerged: the division between the rich and poor; a
crack, less visible but deeper, based on the US and Canada’s veto on the entry of large,
emerging countries as full participants (in 1975, the current members produced
almost 2/3 of the world’s GDP; today they produce a little less than half of it). For the
rest, there was confirmation of a lack of solutions and ideas for the structural problems
which appeared over the last year.

Biofuel for thought
Editorial, Financial Times, 08-07-2008

This week, the president of the World Bank called for a focus on food production
rather than biofuels and there have been calls in the UK for the EU to lower its
proposed biofuel production targets. It was thought that biofuel production would
come from residues and farm waste, and by taking advantage of unused fields.
However, biofuels have contributed to deforestation and been produced from food.
What is required is greater effectiveness in reducing carbon emissions.

Climate: is scepticism a crime?
[Climat: le scepticisme est-il un crime?]
Stephane Fourcat, Le Monde, 08-07-2008

It’s not just radical ecologists who make use of non-academic expressions such as
crimes against humanity and nature in relation to climate change, so too has the
climatologist J. Hansen, aiming his comments at fossil fuel companies. It now seems
that it is no longer possible to have scientific doubts about the subject.
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Climate change has become a kind of religion with its own inquisition, and all -
scepticism is considered dishonest and corrupt. Doubt does not exist only to be part

of a process of falsification, it can also form part of a scientific theory worthy of
looking into.

Climate change is no longer just a middle-class issue
Mark Lynas, The Guardian, 02-07-08

The author comments on some of the findings in a recent Observer global warming
opinion poll. The first piece of data is disappointing: for the most part the UK public
think scientists are still arguing about the causes of global warming. In his opinion,
this is the media’s fault because they give credence to the “deniers” opinions (who, he
adds in passing, don’t really want to win the debate, but gain time by confusing the
public indefinitely, in such a way that any political action in this area can be
undermined and weakened). The second finding he highlights is not too flattering:
people are equally divided between those who agree that global warming might not be
as bad as they say and those who do not. Additionally, regarding the confrontation
between the environment and the economy, worry about the latter is at its greatest
since 1993, whilst concern for the environment has decreased relative to 2007. But he
leaves what he considers to be the "most fascinating” finding till last:
“environmentalists” are always being accused of being middle class and comfortably
off and of not understanding the everyday problems of “ordinary”, working people.
According to the author, it is notable that 56% of respondents from classes with less
purchasing power as opposed to 47% of well-off respondents thought that the
environment should be a higher priority than the economy for the government.

Uncontrolled emissions
[Emisiones sin control]
Editorial, El Pais, 01-07-2008

The government and autonomous communities in Spain have to collaborate to
comply with the Kyoto protocols, as at the moment they have failed to reach their
targets on limiting CO, emissions. They were supposed to rise 15%, but have risen by

50%, and the distribution is very uneven across the autonomous regions, some have
seen rises above 75%. The central administration only complains and makes appeals,
but does not take action, and the autonomous regions declare themselves
unconcerned with the law. It is necessary to take concrete measures that will have a
high political and economic cost.




Global warming as mass neurosis
Bret Stephens, The Wall Street Journal, 01-07-08

The title already informs us of the author's sceptical and critical position on what he
considers "the mass hysteria phenomenon known as global warming". The science has
been discredited by its stance and the arguments of people he considers alarmists,
now there’s only room in the debate for theologists, psychiatrists and “political
scientists” Global warming should, in his opinion, be a question of belief (or of
motives for belief). There are three basic motives: ideological convenience (socialism
- a failure as an economic theory - rushes to embrace climate change alarmism, with its
warnings about the consequences of industry and consumerism, as a reprimand for
capitalism), theological reasons (it is no coincidence that “the main catastrophe
predicted by the alarmists is flooding” and that the solutions on offer involve “radical
changes to personal behaviour” of an ascetic and virtuous nature), and psychological
(the main theme of the alarmist discourse is penance and repentance because the
successes of the contemporary world are undeserved and the prosperity it has
achieved is morally suspect). If William James was right and religions can be divided
into the life-affirming and the morbid, then the sick-souled religion of global warming
has to be placed with the latter.

Climate chaos is inevitable. We can only avert oblivion.
Mark Lynas, The Guardian, 12-06-2008

Faced with climate change we can consider different scenarios. The first is “agree and
ignore”, a world where governments agree on what to do and then do nothing. This, in
fact, is what has been happening for the past 10 years. Another more optimistic
possibility is the “Kyoto plus” scenario: governments adopt more drastic measures at
Copenhagen 2009 and the developing countries accept the same responsibilities as
they achieve “first world” status. The third possibility is called "Step Change". In this
scenario, around 2011 countries around the world experience massive climate
disasters and decide to go beyond Kyoto, abandoning the attempt to regulate
emissions at national level. Then the large oil companies come under direct control.
The new costs of fossil fuels are passed on to the consumer and this leads to a
reduction in demand. We shall have to wait and see whether following current policy
is in fact the riskiest option. The final difference really depends on political will.

From black gold to green petrol
[Del oro negro al petréleo verde]
Xavier Rubert de Vent6s, El Pais, 01-06-08

Ethanol production has sent the price of food rocketing by turning food into fuel to

feed as many as 500 million cars in competition with the food needs of 6.5 billion
people. Industrial agriculture focused on the production of biofuel increases the
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number of landless people and single-crop agriculture: a crop controlled by the S or 6 —

multinationals that produce 70% of the ethanol at the expense of non-speculative,
peasant agriculture. According to Andy Robinson, bioethanol continues to be a
product subsidised by the petrol industry, as only 20% of production actually
represents really new energy. Joan Margarit said that the pig is a bad food investment,
as the ham we eat offers us less energy than the feed eaten by the pig. Something is lost
then from the movement from food grain to feed grain and now to fuel grain. A relative
loss for everybody, but which could have dramatic consequences for poor peoples
who feed themselves on a staple and precarious diet of cereals.
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