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This Issue’s Highlights:

CopenhagenOs new values
[Nuevos valores de Copenhague]
Mijail Gorbachov, El Periddico, 14-12-09

As the climate change summit in
Copenhagen progresses it becomes
increasingly clear that what is at stake is
much more than the environment. The
global, environmental crisis underlies all
the problems affecting us, problems that
include the need to create a global
economic model based on the public
good.

The global financial crisis has made it very
clear that efforts to turn this world into a
sustainable place for present and future
generations are not undermining our
economy. The blame lies elsewhere: the
unbridled pursuit of profit at any price, a
blind faith in the “invisible hand of the
market” and a lack of action by
governments. What is needed is a search
for new motors of growth and incentives
to economic development. The transition
to a new model demands a change of
values. The global economy has to orient
itself towards the public good, it must
emphasise issues such as a sustainable
environment, health, education, culture,
equal opportunities and social cohesion,
which means reducing the gap between
the rich and the poor. We need a massive
cultural change if what we want to do is
build a new economic model, as well as a
moral realignment within the business
community.
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Abortion and ethical minimums
[El aborto y los minimos éticos]
Adela Cortina, El Pais, 29-11-09

The professor of Moral Philosophy
comments on the article by President
Bono (also included in this bulletin) and
shows her agreement with the idea he has
proposed: to open a calm dialogue on
abortion at the heart of civil society, with
the condition that “the speakers do not
mutually disqualify each other” from the
start by using insulting labels, but rather
that they make an effort to think that at
best the other party is expressing a
reasonable conviction, even though
[they] do not share it, and not an
irrational, wicked or simply self-interested
opinion”. With this proposal, the next step
is to find areas of agreement, the ethical
minimums. Firstly by eliminating the
obstacles dooming the dialogue to failure
from the beginning, for example: judging
the speaker, right from the start, to have a
perverse attitude, or labelling some
positions as retrograde and others
progressive, without any forethought or
reflection. What are these minimums on
which the author believes agreement
could be reached? She lists a few of them:
that abortion is undesirable; that
prevention is more important, educating
not only about sexuality but also about
valuable projects; that if a woman takes
the traumatic decision to have an
abortion, civil society cannot punish her;
and that the regulation of conscientious
objection by medical staff is indispensable
in avoiding totalitarianism.
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Only clear laws can bring compassion to the euthanasia debate
Sara Wooton, The Independent, 27-01-10

Kay Gilderal has been declared not guilty, and that’s the right decision. At “Dignity in
Dying” we do not approve of acting outside the law, and we believe that it is right that
cases where this happens should be investigated. But judges must look at each case
separately. The current law does not work in practice and is not in tune with public
opinion. The law must protect the most vulnerable, but it has to be flexible with those
who clearly act from compassion. The law needs urgent reform to cover this type of
case.

A legal puzzle: can a baby have three biological parents?
Adam Cohen, The New York Times, 26-01-10

Scientists have created baby monkeys with a father and two mothers, with the aim of
eliminating birth defects. They removed defective material from an egg and replaced it
with genetic material from another. However, increasing the number of biological
parents adds a futuristic twist to an area where there are already problems; the
question of determining who a child’s biological parents are. It’s possible to ask if in
the future, using the same technique, a baby might be able to have 100 parents. How
much DNA would be needed for somebody to be able to claim legal parenthood? At
the moment there are different laws in different states and cases of surrogate
parenthood are resolved in various ways. Being a parent cannot be reduced to a
formula, but the law should be giving more importance to the intent of the people
involved rather than their genes.

Trial question: is killing abortionists wrong?
Jacob Sullum, Chicago Sun-Times, 14-01-10

The author, rather provocatively, asks himself why the principles of North American
anti-abortionist movements cannot share the argument given in defence of Scott
Roeder, the murderer of Dr. Tiller (a known abortion doctor in the city of Wichita).
According to the killer, the murder was necessary to prevent a greater wrong: the
death of unborn children. “Murdering abortionists might or might not be a good long-
term strategy for saving unborn children, but it is difficult to see why resorting to force
is not morally justified, at least in principle, once the premise that abortion is
equivalent to murder is accepted”.




Abortion isnOt just a medical procedure
Kathryn Jean Lopez, Chicago Sun-Times, 13-12-10

Denying women abortions paid with public funds is the same as denying men
aphrodisiacs paid with public funds. That’s how the heroine of the right to abortion,
Barbara Boxer, puts the question. It’s all a question of gender discrimination. But
Viagra and abortion are very different things, and you don’t have to be partisan to see
it, as they have very different consequences. Abortion not only leads to the death of a
baby, it also increases risks in future pregnancies, increases the risk of suicide,
depression and drug addiction. Senator Boxer has not gone as far as to say that
pregnancy is an illness, however she does say that abortion is a form of medical
procedure. That flies in the face of the technology, evidence and experience.

Against the trivialisation of abortion
[Contra la banalizacién del aborto]
Rosa Diaz, El Pais, 10-12-09

The author thinks the abortion bill presented before the Spanish parliament trivialises
the issue and is riddled with sectarianism. And none of it goes any way to establishing
the sort of consensus needed on an issue that so deeply divides society. The bill mixes
up deadlines and cases, which “turns it into a hybrid with barely any legal weight”. In
addition, it offers the chance for minors from age 16 onwards to decide on abortion
without recourse to the consent of parents or guardians and without informing them:
“an unjustifiable and improper expropriation of the protection of young women”. And,
finally, turning the decriminalisation of abortion in certain cases into a law regulating
the right to abortion would imply “a decline in public freedom,” as “it is not up to the
either the government or parliament, but rather to the Constitution, to give and take
away the fundamental rights of citizens”. To combat the clear failure reaped from the
field of sex and reproductive education with this trivialisation of the voluntary
termination of pregnancy “will sanction ignorance and irresponsible sexual
relationships as something natural and inevitable, promoting the recourse to abortion
as a habitual form of contraception amongst adolescents”.

le right to abortion?
[;Derecho a abortar?]
José Gabaldén Lopez, ABC, 09-12-09

Spanish society finally reflects on the defence of life by taking to the streets of Madrid.
The abortion bill forgets what the Constitutional Court said in 1985 that human life
begins with gestation and that the State must protect it. The court’s judgement has
never been changed, and the new law challenges it.



The court also said that human life is the ontological supposition without which the
remaining rights would not be possible, and that the foetus has special legal protection
under Article 15 of the Constitution. Additionally, the protection of the unborn
supposes giving all necessary protection to the mother.

Abortion: the right to decide
[Aborto, el derecho a decidir]
Alfonso Villagémez Cebridn, Piiblico, 08-12-09

The reform to abortion legislation approved by the Congress of Deputies has
substituted the system of recommendations incorporated into the 1973 Penal Code
with a system of deadlines, in other words the basic presupposition of the legal
protection of gestating human life will be kept, establishing, at the same time, the
specific legal criteria under which abortion will not be punished.

The debate on abortion has always tried to place itself, from the most traditional legal
standpoint, within the problem of determining the moment when the foetus, once
conceived, whether by natural means or in vitro, begins to be a human being. One
thing is that human life in gestation should have a right to legal protection and another
that the foetus has the right to be born. Thus, it is not possible to raise the question, as
some try to, of a collision between the right to life and a hypothetical right to abortion
that would be conferred on women by the new bill. This supposed right would be as
unreal as it would be to maintain the hypothesis that a foetus is a human being from
the moment of fertilisation.

Euthanasia could prevent suicides
Christopher Bantick, The Sydney Morning Herald, 02-12-09

My cousin, 64 years old and recently widowed, committed suicide this weekend. In
America alone a man over 65 commits suicide every 90 minutes, often after a
bereavement or a divorce. The debate over suicide has focused more on the legality of
assisting it than on its prevention. However, even though the legalisation of euthanasia
wouldn’t have altered my cousin's situation much, I am still in favour of it. But we must
also do more to detect the early warning signs of potential suicides and prevent them.

Hominisation, humanisation and bioethics laws
[Hominisation, humanisation et lois bioéthiques]
Mireille Delmas-Marty, Libération, 20-11-09

While biological evolution is the result of the emergence of a single human species
(hominisation), social and (later) cultural evolution are shaped by the diversification
of cultures and the emergence of rules belonging to each human group.



And we enter the phase in which, for scientific knowledge, humanisation could in turn
modify the course of hominisation by the diversification of the species (through
changes in modes of reproduction or in the characteristics of the species, or by the
creation of hybrids) and, in a mildly inverted process, by the unification of cultural
diversity through ethical universalism. It is up to the law, to rights, to reconcile the
universalisation towards which the humanising process tends, with the diversity of
cultures that has allowed our slow and precarious humanisation.

Slippery slope of doctor-assisted euthanasia
Peter Singer, The Japan Times, 18-11-10

Whilst it is by no means certain that those countries that have legalised euthanasia
have slid down a “slippery slope”, what is certain is that there are other dangers. This
can be seen in what happened in New Orleans following Hurricane Katrina. Three
days after the hurricane hit, in a flooded hospital, 200 patients needed to be evacuated
with helicopters. Some could not be moved, such as a woman of 79 with terminal
cancer who was on the point of death, she was injected with a combination of drugs,
mostly morphine, which lead to her death. The same thing was done to other patients
who were too ill to survive; however, at least one of them was not near death. He was
61-year-old man, paralysed and weighing 173 kilos, awaiting a non-serious operation.
He too was injected with a lethal dose of morphine, although he was told it was to
help him with his dizziness. We know that this was a very complex situation, but
taking the life of patients without getting their consent certainly paves the way for
intentional killing. This is what needs to be examined and the Catholic church’s
doctrine of double effect does not sole the issue.

Obama, Benedict XVI and abortion
[Obama, Benedicto XVIy el aborto]
José Bono, El Pais, 14-11-09

Referring to the debate about the government bill on abortion, the president of the
Congress of Deputies asks whether the dialogue which, according to him, took place
between the North American president and the hierarchy of the Catholic Church
might not be possible in Spain. Obama’s acceptance speech of his honorary doctorate
from the Catholic Notre Dame University, lead Cardinal Cottier (in the publication
30Giorni) and an editorial in L'Observatore Romano to underline the existence of
“common ground”: the fact that Obama did not claim abortion as a right, that he
proposed working together to reduce the number of abortions and that conscientious
objection is properly regulated. A phrase from the President’s speech would seem to
sum up well this spirit of dialogue: “How can we remain true to our principles and
fight for what we think is right without demonising those with equally firm
convictions on the other side?”




Social networks: a challenge for privacy
[Las redes sociales: un reto a la privacidad]
Antonio Troncoso Reigada, ABC, 26-01-10

What is made public on the Internet remains public forever, because successfully
cancelling information is practically impossible. This the loss of control must lead us
to see that publishing information shouldn't be automatic but rather a conscious act.
The information we published years ago on the Internet could influence future
decisions taken about us in the field of work. Privacy cannot just be about respect for
our personal data it also has to be about the respect we have for information about
others. There is a certain image of irresponsibility about what happens in the virtual
world. Nevertheless, there can be no room for places where actions have no
consequences. Nobody will give up the Internet or social networks even if there are
risks. The solution lies in education, a task that belongs to parents and teachers and
that will contribute to finding a balance between the urge to communicate and widen
circles of friendship and respect for the dignity of a person on the Internet.

Google walkout will expand the possibilities
Esther Dyson, The Japan Times, 26-01-10

I'm somebody with interests in Google and other companies competing with it. At
first I supported the presence of Google in China, thinking that it was good for people
to know things and believing in a right to information. Now I believe that I was naive
to think that Google would liberate the Chinese. Censorship is not a secret in China.
Therefore, if Google has decided to threaten to leave it has been a calculated decision
made based on its interests and values. I thought that making the existence of
censorship transparent would be a good thing, but in fact censorship has increased.
On the other hand, China no longer seems as interesting to investors as it was before,
as now there's not quite so much money to be made. More discrete companies, such as
AnchorFree, might be able to operate more effectively than Google. The clash of
economic interests and moral values will go on.

le Internet must remain free
[Internet deve restare libero]
Hillary Clinton, La Stampa, 22-01-10

The spread of information networks is forming a new nervous system for the planet.
In many respects, information has never been as free. And in authoritarian countries,
information networks are helping people discover what’s happening and pressuring
governments to take more account of public opinion. But in this unprecedented
explosion of connectivity we must also acknowledge that technology is an instrument
that can be used against progress and political rights. The same networks helping to
organise movements of freedom allow al-Qaida to spread hatred and incite violence
against innocent people. And the technology that makes governments more accessible
and transparent is also used to repress dissent and deny people human rights.
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By their very nature, new technologies do not take sides in the struggle for freedom
and progress. The United States does. We want a single Internet through which all
humanity can have access to knowledge and ideas. Today we consider it vital to
guarantee Internet users certain fundamental rights.

The first is freedom of expression. Virtual walls are being raised up instead of stone
walls. Some countries have built electronic walls to prevent access to part of the global
network.

All societies recognise limits on freedom of expression. But this challenge must not be
used as an excuse by governments to systematically violate the rights and privacy of
those who use the Internet for peaceful ends.

Freedom of religion is also necessary; the Internet can build a bridge between
believers of different faiths. But some nations use the Internet to reduce the believers
of various faiths to silence.

Information networks are a great leveller and we must use them to help people get out
of poverty.

It is also necessary to be free of fear. Those seeking to interrupt the free flow of
information put our economy, government and civil society at risk. Countries and
individuals who launch cyber-attacks must pay the consequences. In an
interconnected world, an attack on one nation’s networks could be an attack on
everybody’s.

Finally, I would like to invoke the freedom to connect, which today is equivalent to the
freedom of assembly in cyberspace.

Pursuing this freedom is just. And also intelligent. We shall not tolerate anybody being
cut off from the common family of humanity by walls of censorship. And we cannot
remain silent simply because we cannot hear their cries.

le Zelnik mission, OCreation and the InternetO, anti-creation and anti-Internet
[La mission Zelnik “Creation et Internet”, anticréation et anti-Internet]
Thierry Bartin, Le Monde, 21-01-10

The Zelnik report asks for solutions that discriminate against creativity, the Internet
and the citizen. The fact that this job was given to a music producer should have
sounded a few warning bells about lobbying. His response has been how to impose
taxes that benefit him, in this case on Google. Faced with the music industry’s
obsolete business model what is required are ideas that allow alternatives, new
economic models, without succumbing to anti—Google protectionism. We also think
that the creators of software have this problem, they get pirated. But the worst thing is
the argument claiming Google is against creativity, when in reality it allows a direct
connection between the creator and his/her public. The Zelnik report reduces the
immense opportunity afforded by the Internet for artists to a threat, and Google to a
scapegoat.




Google prompts soul-searching in China
Xiao Qiang, The Guardian, 13-01-10

The Internet has managed to turn itself into a force for the liberation of Chinese
citizens, and the government fears the Net as a threat to its monopoly on information.
With more than 360 million Internet users (10 million blog writers among them), the
desire to take part in politics has grown exponentially amongst citizens thanks to the
Internet which has offered them a previously unheard of platform to express their
political visions and criticise, despite the prevailing censorship, the state. The fact that
Google has decided it can no longer stand governmental control and pressure will
not, in the author’s opinion, be the end of the story: the political education given by
the Internet to Chinese citizens will manifest itself as an irresistible force that no
amount of state censorship, monitoring systems or control will be able to prevent.

Google gets on the right side of history
Rebecca Mackinnon, The Wall Street Journal, 13-01-10

After the fall of the Berlin wall, people discovered who had been informing on them to
the Stasi. Will the same thing happen in China? In this case what needs to fall is the
“great firewall” used by the Chinese government to censor the Internet; and more than
finding out how our friends behaved in the Stasi archives, it will be necessary to see
what kind of relationships Internet companies established with the Chinese
government. The fact that now Google has decided it cannot accept further
censorship of its search engine is enormously positive.

le third way to "ght Internet abuses
[ Tercera via contra los abusos en Internet]
Editorial, El Periédico, 11-01-10

The battle between artistic creators and the Internet’s most active groups has focused
on the fact that the executive power did not have the ability to punish websites from
which songs, films and other cultural and leisure content can be downloaded illegally.
The main innovation in the second draft of the bill is that it puts this function in the
hands of the courts. Aside from the changes the bill may experience in parliament, this
third way is more reasonable than the initial project. However it would be a good idea
for the parties most affected to reflect on their role.




Controlling the Internet?
[;Controlar internet? ]
Fernando Vallespin, EI Pais, 08-01-10

The attempt by the Ministry of Culture to place limits on the freedom to download
copyright protected materials from the Internet, gives the author the excuse to reflect
more generally on the possibilities, risks and questions raised by state control of the
Internet. Firstly, he questions the myth that the Internet was, in the beginning, a place
of freedom: “the 'de-spatialised” virtual world is becoming ever more like the ‘real’
space with its restricted zones, with passwords, many software filters, privacy
protection, etc.” It is certain, nonetheless, that this control is in the hands of
webmasters, and this new state interventionism raises two obvious problems: firstly,
the efficacy of this supposed state control (to what extent can a private instance
interfere with the manifestation of an action of something that is universal?); and,
secondly, its limits (where is intervention necessary, what must be avoided? And
above all what kind of guarantees are there that there will be no extra-limitation on the
part of the new state controller?)

Facebook is no di#erent from a dating site
Ed Cumming, Telegraph, 23-12-09

It is no surprise that Facebook is now being mentioned in divorce cases. In fact,
everything that is good in a relationship, Facebook destroys. It is nothing more than a
gigantic catalogue of people you didn't quite manage to get into bed. If in the pre-
Internet era your partner had been caught spending hours telephoning women he
went to school with, what would have happened? I have been a happy user of
Facebook for years, but now that I enter the adult world I find that it’s a dating site, but
more dishonest, as it doesn't call itself such. Couples are finding out that it’s
dangerous. A real relationship requires the involvement of the whole person.

Is Facebook your friend?
Editorial, Los Angeles Times, 12-12-09

Why, the editorial asks, when Facebook has implemented its new security policy, can
anybody know much more about the data of the more than 350 million users of this
social network? The answer is simple: because Facebook is a business, not a friend,
interested in attracting commercial traffic using some of the information revealed by
users on their sites. In fact, with the coming into force of the new privacy policy, users
have to define, explicitly, the limits they would like to accept: by default, Facebook was
designed in such a way that everything said or posted on the network could be
accessible to anybody. The lesson users have to learn from all this is that for this social
network, like many others, its private data is currency, with which it would be better to
be cautious.




Consict on the Net
[Conflicto en la red]
Editorial, El Pais, 04-12-09

What has irritated Internet users has been the creation of a commission with powers
to close Internet portals offering access to files protected by copyright, without it
being construed from the law that there has to be an obligatory intervention by a
judge. Internet users maintain that the defence of author’s rights cannot be placed
above other rights, such as privacy or the presumption of innocence. But there is one
indisputable principle: those who invest work and risk money in this sector have the
right to see their return on that investment protected. There’s a highly unusual free
culture on the Internet that is not in place in other areas of life. The government
cannot please everyone, but clarity must be demanded of its measures; they should be
coherent and without blemish and should not give the impression of bending
according to the protests its projects generates.

le Internet for all
[Internet para todos]
Editorial, El Pais, 21-11-09

After the government promised to convert, by January 2011, one megabyte access to
the Internet into a universal service, the editorial applauds the announcement as
positive ("a modern nation cannot permit itself to let the domestic digital gap
widen”), but points out that it could have been more daring: in a year’s time it may be
that the proposed speed of one megabyte will already be too slow; it will be necessary
to see the actual upload and download speeds (and the end price for the consumer); it
will also be necessary to see how the implementation process goes (operators and
administration “must look for a formula that does not penalise the former’s
investment capacity”).

Overhaul the privacy law
Editorial, The Japan Times, 23-11-09

The intention of the Personal Data protection Act of 2005 is good, but it has created a
tendency to not provide information that could have great social value. For example,
the police cannot announce the names of victims of crimes in the media, and this
means that they cannot check the accuracy of what the police say. It is also difficult for
schools to distribute lists of contact telephone numbers amongst parents for
emergencies. A balance needs to be found between protecting personal information
and its distribution for social ends. In addition, the press and academic worlds should
be given more freedom.




SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNOLOGICAL ETHICS

A doctor will see you now
Editorial, Los Angeles Times, 27-01-10

The editorial looks at the efforts by the Californian legislature to respond to the
population’s growing complaints about the long waiting lists and treatment delays
patients have been suffering on a regular basis. The use of communication technology
to help accommodate the demands of medical consultations and the limited resources
available (in terms of specialists) seems particularly laudable to the writer. Group
appointments by videoconference, in the case of chronic illnesses; subjects such as
changes of medication that could be handled by email; common arrangements,
through the Net, of the diaries of the partner doctors in order to take advantage of
windows of availability; recourse to doctors outside the network when urgent cases
could not be treated within the time frame set out in law... All measures that point to
a successful effort to balance legislative demands, scarce human resources and the
needs of patients.

A czar to drive doctor-patient decisions
Robert goldberg, The Washington Times, 20-01-10

The author is outspokenly critical of the Obama administration’s practice of
appointing “czars” to oversee many of the grave problems affecting North American
politics. The case he is concerned with is the recent naming of a Health Choices
Administration czar. The new czar would have the power, all in the name of free
choice, to access private medical histories and medical bills, to regulate what
specialists could offer and patients receive and to define (“right down to the kind of
bedpan provided”) what can be considered “affordable, quality healthcare”. The author
questions, in an ironic tone, the feasibility and usefulness of defining patterns of
medical care that aim for universal applicability when the population’s main
characteristic is its diversity.

Flu and transparency
[Gripe y transparencia]
Editorial, EI Pais, 18-01-10

As the influenza A pandemic winds down, criticisms of the way the WHO handled
the appearance of the virus are cranking up. Criticism in the Council of Europe has
been lead by the German, socialist MP and epidemiologist Dr Wolfgang Wodarg, who
maintains that the pharmaceutical industry and the WHO “have made [governments]
squander tight health resources for ineffectual vaccination strategies”, and that this has
been done deliberately to benefit the industry. A very serious accusation that remains
to be proven. The debate about whether it is possible to anticipate more precisely the
impact of a totally new virus belongs to the scientists. It would be an error to go from
collective hysteria to downplaying as an irrelevance a type of flu that has come to stay
amongst us. This particular case should not in any way lead us to disarm ourselves in
the face of future epidemics.
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Taxing details that harm patients
Bob Dole, Wall Street Journal, 12-01-10

A new tax that is being considered as an addition to Medicare would discriminate
against the poorest, and this goes against the first responsibility of medicine which is
to do no harm. We agree that it is necessary to reform the health system, but the
situation is complex. The reform cannot be carried out in a way which degrades the
quality of service currently received by the majority, nor by creating an enormous
debt that will have to be paid off by future generations. While private insurers can
compensate expenditure thanks to the diversification of products, the state insurers,
Medicare and Medicaid, cannot. Therefore it only remains to reduce the quality of
services on offer, and this discriminates against the poor. We have to look very
carefully at the details, as this is often where the heart of a matter lies.

ObamaOs gi%
[El regalo de Obama]
Editorial, El Pais, 27-12-09

Obama’s [healthcare] bill is a far cry from the project of universal care set out during
the election campaign. The Senate has made fundamental concessions that water the
text down. Nonetheless, the legislative change giving health cover to 30 million more
people is very important. In addition, it will control insurance companies that
currently arbitrarily veto policies for certain people. Its most expert critics argue that
nobody knows how much it will cost to apply this law. Presidential advisors have
made assurances that its provisions will reduce public health spending. However,
almost all the independent studies disagree with this conclusion. In this sense, neither
Senators nor Representatives have attacked the basic problem of a very expensive
health system with more than questionable results. The final draft is less impressive,
but it still represents a great leap forward when compared with the previous state of
affairs.

le next step on health reform
Editorial, The New York Times, 27-12-09

It has already been tough to get this far, now even more hard work is needed to enact a
final version of the reform. The bill approved by the Senate is fragile; its passage
through the House of Representatives will be more important and more difficult. The
basic framework is the same: everybody must have insurance and all employers will
have to provide it. It is not clear whether this will give rise to public insurance, more
likely it will be possible to choose between a large number of small, private plans. In
addition, there will be new regulation for insurance companies and they will be
obliged to accept everybody. Between the bill approved by the Senate and House of
Representatives there are differences that affect amongst other things the bill’s finance,
Medicare and Medicaid reform, and abortion coverage. The proposal made by the
Senate represents a great leap forward, but in the end politics and economic costs will
leave their mark on it.
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My DNA dilemma
Alan Johnson, The Guardian, 25-11-09

The debate about keeping DNA data shifts between individual rights to privacy and
public safety. The government needs to be aware that there is support for retaining
DNA data on people arrested but not convicted, but for no more than 6 years. In
addition, the European Court has ruled that it is not legal to hold the data indefinitely.
Worries about privacy are understandable, DNA evidence is precious because it is
unique, but this very quality means keeping it would be intrusive for the individual.
Neither is it clear to what extent this data can protect us from crime. According to the
proposal put before Parliament, the DNA of all those convicted of a crime would
continue to be held indefinitely. In addition, the police will be able to take new
samples from those who committed serious crimes of a violent or sexual nature in the
past, when the technology was not so precise. Here we have a dilemma, the public
need to be protected, but in a way that is proportional to the threat.

Doctors have lost their way
[Los médicos, sin un buen camino]
Carlos Gherardi, Clarin, 03-12-09

December 3™ is the Day of the Doctor, a good day to reflect that the medical
profession has to be brought back to a moral project aimed at producing an
irreplaceable good for society. These days doctors find that patients, rather than
trusting in them and their vocation, trust in techno-scientific progress. The tension
between the techno-scientific and humanistic aspects of medicine has shifted
dangerously towards the former. How can everyday medicine be practiced cautiously
when the solution to all illnesses, aging control and a life expectancy of 120 years, and
the possibility of avoiding death is promised? No amount of talk about patients’ rights
can change the global reality of the broken link between doctor and patient.

Counterfeit drugs and Internet smarts
Roger Bate, The Wall Street Journal, 23-11-09

The alarm raised by the HIN1 virus has revitalised debate about possible legislation
and action against the use of the Internet as a means of buying and selling
pharmaceutical products. The author does not deny that the Internet has become a
medium used by organised crime networks defrauding consumers through the sale of
counterfeit drugs. However, in his opinion, to try to solve the problem by passing new
laws about on-line selling or even prohibiting the practice would be to miss the mark:
“the Internet as a medium is not the problem”. In fact we already have the necessary
laws in place, at least in the US and Europe: the credentials of the websites awarded by
accredited bodies; external monitoring and control on the part of agencies (such as
the North American Food and Drug Administration); search engines that are
beginning to control the websites they access; pharmaceutical companies which
protect their brands. “A little bit more public education would help—a convention
restricting Internet trade will not”.
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Laws con"rming patientsO rights
[Las leyes confirman los derechos de los pacientes]
Editorial, Clarin, 17-11-09

The struggle for the recognition and promotion of patients’ rights has been costly.

During the 20th century, medicine and medical ethics were stuck in the paternalistic
idea which saw the doctor-patient relationship as one of subordination. With time the
principle of autonomy and bioethics have questioned this archaic assumption. There
are laws that recognise the right to “free choice” and patients can “accept or reject
certain therapies and medical or biological treatments with or without an express
cause”. "Informed consent” is based on this principle and gives the patient the right of
sovereignty over decisions concerning their own health and body. We are faced with
laws that interpret the socio-cultural progress and transformations of recent decades.




ECOLOGICAL ETHICS

Two cheers for China for its stand at Copenhagen
Bjorn Lomborg, China Daily, 19-01-10

Chinese resistance to the Copenhagen agreement on emissions is understandable. For
China it can do nothing but threaten its economic growth which has already allowed
millions of people to escape from poverty. In the next 6 months a quarter of Chinese
young people will consider buying a car and we know that 8 out of 10 young people
will only support Chinese climate policies if they can continue to improve their
standard of living. In addition, global warming will benefit China during the whole of
this century, improving health and agriculture. It’s time we saw that it is not practical
to oblige China to act against its own interests.

le climate continues to change
[El clima sigue cambiando]
Juan Lépez de Uralde, Piiblico, 17-01-10

The head of Greeenpeace Spain's theory is clear and direct: “There is no alternative
but to reduce CO2 emissions and to do it drastically and urgently. We can go on
wasting time discussing it or we can start to act”. In his opinion three factors caused
the summit’s failure: lack of leadership (once Obama gave signals that the USA was
not going to move its position nobody was able to take a step forward), lack of
political will (perhaps the determining factor , as there wasn't really the least ambition
on the part of the rich countries to confront the problem) and the host country’s
disastrous organisation (incapable of playing the diplomatic game, always presenting
proposals late and, even worse, ferociously reprimanding the peaceful, social
movement that tried to make the voice of civil society heard in the chamber). In his
opinion, the social movement’s challenge is to make sure that the social pressure
brought to bear during the summit continues and multiplies.

A somewhat positive look at Copenhagen
[Una lectura algo positiva de Copenhague]
Anthony Giddens, El Pais, 14-01-10

A month after the end of the summit, the British sociologist analyses its only tangible
result: a declaration of principles and commitments drawn up by a small group of
nations. The author while not placing himself with commentators evaluating the result
as catastrophic, nor with those consoling themselves by saying that at least “the most
would be made of this mess”, even if it was not at all what they expected. The fact that
amongst the countries meeting to reach a last minute agreement were the three, big
players amongst developing nations (China, India and Brazil) and the most
contaminating country (the USA)



allows one to harbour hopes that although the agreement outlined a plan of action a
long way from unanimous and legally binding agreements, this is not the end of
multilateral contacts, but rather a new form of cooperation that takes into account and
reflects the new, global geopolitics: the agreement “that development is allowed and,
in principle, this could be done with greater speed than would have been permitted
under the intricate scenario foreseen on the eve of the summit”.

A%er failure in Copenhagen, what next on climate change?
Josep E. Stiglitz, The Star, 13-01-10

It is clear that world leaders have not been able to turn rhetoric into action. The failure
has not been not reaching a binding agreement, but rather not reaching agreement on
the fight against climate change. Even the money they have decided to spend on it is
less than was used to rescue the banks during the financial crisis. In addition, the
situation has caused the price of emissions that Kyoto made possible to lose value.
Although this allows those who have already polluted to continue polluting, it also
allows the poorest countries to gain wealth. Perhaps what is needed now is for the rich
countries to commit to paying a higher price for their emissions. This would have to
have an impact on aid for the poorest countries.

le Copenhagen retreat
[El retroceso de Copenhague]
Sami Nair, El Pais, 02-01-10

Whereas the Kyoto conference was an advance on the Rio de Janeiro summit,
Copenhagen is a step backward with respect to Kyoto. It is even possible that the
Kyoto accord, in force until 21012, will not be extended. Why? The oil producing
powers' denial of the threat hanging over the environment is unacceptable. But there
are other complex reasons. Europe is left on the margins when it comes to taking
decisions, it does not have any real political clout. Those who have spoken are those
who have power within the global economy. Firstly, there’s the alliance between
emerging powers with imperialistic commercial ambitions (China, India, Brazil) and
the declining American empire. They share the same interest in not seeing their
growth curbed. Secondly, there’s the question of the social development model.
Ecological destruction is not an accidental effect of the economic system, rather it is
the inevitable consequence of planet-wide commercialisation based on unlimited and
permanent competition, within which system the least costly social models are the
ones with the greater chance of winning. There is an irony in former third world
countries that used to be opposed to globalised trade now supporting the imperial
centre, the USA, in the name of the right to develop and to the detriment of the
interests of humanity as a whole.




Failure in Copenhagen
[Fracaso en Copenhague]
Jean-Marie Colombani, El Pais, 22-12-09

The author sums up the Copenhagen summit in a conclusion, a point to watch and a
contradiction. The conclusion is the unsuitability of the working framework of the
UN objective under discussion (a binding, international agreement): with 190
nations involved and with the rule of unanimity it was impossible to reach such an
agreement. The point to watch is the progressive emergence of a G-2: “a new joint
ownership exercised by the USA and China". A China, what’s more, that would be
opposed to any control that guarantees to the rest of the world a minimum of
transparency. The contradiction is one afflicting Europe: desirous of binding
reductions on GHGs, the EU is a long way from achieving the objectives the EU itself
has set in this field: and it has been possible to see how its view has not been accepted
by most of the rest of the world which believes it has the right to further growth in
order to reach Western standards of living. Europe will only escape this contradiction,
the author says, by redoubling its research efforts. But the author invites a cautious
optimism: “The worst does not have to happen. Lets take Copenhagen as the
beginning of awareness about the need to write ecological concerns into the
mechanisms of growth. And let’s file the summit’s failure under the heading of chatter
about multilateralism that needs to organise itself”.

Africa can and must be part of the climate change solution
[L'Afrique peut et doit faire partie de la solution au changement climatique]
Bob Geldof, Le Monde, 18-12-09

The author generalises to the rest of the African continent the change he has seen in
Ethiopia in order to raise the alarm about the dangers the effects of climate change on
Africa could have on the rest of the world. In a continent that's growing, the last to be
developed, with an expanding middle class and 900 million producers and consumers,
Africa offers, according to the author, one of the best returns on investment that could
be made in the coming decades. However the threat of climate change hangs over
Africa, because of its accumulated susceptibility, as a serious threat: the effects, in
terms of social disintegration (more thefts, children forced into work) caused by crop
failure, etc., are already being seen in Ethiopia. Populations forced into extreme
poverty and suffering from the effects of climate change will undoubtedly be more
vulnerable to extremist politics, and that cannot but be damaging to the rest of the
world (starting with Europe). That’s why Africa must be included at the heart of the
negotiations and agreements in the struggle against climate change.




Be&er to have no deal at Copenhagen than one that spells catastrophe
Naomi Klein, The Guardian, 17-12-09

After the first nine days of the Copenhagen summit, the author takes the side of those
who have already begun to voice the opinion that it would be better to delay an
agreement than to accept one that responds, plainly and simply, to the neo-colonial
impulse that has gripped the G8 governments: their apparent urgency to reach an
agreement is not because of a sudden conversion to the ecological cause, but rather to
the desire to get their “sky quotas" for carbon emissions at a good price. A 2°C rise in
average temperatures, that would seem to have become the general objective to
achieve, was clearly seen by the G77 (the negotiating block including African
countries) as a serious threat; in African countries it would be equivalent to a 3-3.5°C
rise. Thus, suddenly, the mid-point of the conference passed, the possibility of
delaying the agreement has turned from an environmental heresy to be seen as the
best possible outcome.

Copenhagen commitments: are they binding or not?
[Compromisos en Copenhague: ;nos obligan o no?]
Ricardo Lagos, El Pais, 16-12-09

While the Copenhagen summit was still going on, the former Chilean leader asked in
this article if the parties to the UN Convention on Climate Change would achieve a
legally binding agreement or if it would amount to merely a series of political
commitments. For the author there were various reasons to recommend a legally
binding deal: getting the deal would increase mutual trust between Annexe I countries
(those obliged to reduce emissions by Kyoto) and non-Annexe I countries
(developing countries and those exempt from the above obligation); without it, it is
very unlikely that the unilateral proposals for reductions presented by some countries
will manage to keep us in the 2°C average temperature increase advised by the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change; finally, the private sector will only be
involved in reducing emissions (and this step is indispensable) if there is clear and
predictable framework for action.

le US is on board
Hillary R. Clinton, The New York Times, 15-12-09

A broad agreement on climate change is needed. For the major world economies to be
successful there has to be agreement and the system established has to guarantee full
transparency that creates confidence that what needs to be done is being done.
Transparency is what will ensure the agreement becomes operational. The USA had
turned a blind eye to this issue until Obama's administration took it on. The USA has
also made a major effort to get the support of other countries for the measures and has
promoted measures to help the most vulnerable countries in this task.




Time for a smarter approach to global warming
Bjorn Lomborg, The Wall Street Journal, 14-12-09

The writer’s position is clear: the money being used to reduce carbon emissions is
money that cannot be used to invest effectively in food aid, micronutrients, AIDS
prevention, health education and infrastructures, and clean, healthy water. None of
which means climate change has to be ignored: The author maintains that a strategy
that until now has proved itself incredibly expensive and desperately ineffective has to
be questioned. In his opinion, political leaders must completely abandon a plan along
Kyoto lines: instead of making promises they cannot keep (for technical, economic
and political reasons) about reductions in GHGs, why not make concrete
commitments to research and develop renewable energies? An increase of up to 0.2%
of GNP spent on research into “green” energy (fifty times more than the world is
spending now, but far cheaper than Kyoto) would offer more possibilities of tangible
results in the fight against climate change.

le Copenhagen challenge
[El reto de Copenhague]
Kofi Annan, La Vanguardia, 14-12-09

For Copenhagen to achieve an historic agreement it has to bring about two things:
firstly, securing the basis of the global system to limit global temperature increases
based on the existing scientific evidence; secondly, determining clearly the degree of
mobilisation and the volume of financial resources needed to help developing
countries adapt to the implications and effects of climate change. What is at stake is
enormous; economic growth has been achieved at great environmental and social
cost, aggravating people’s inequality and vulnerability. The irreparable damage being
done to ecosystems, to agricultural production, the forests and water resources is
accelerating. Threats to health, life and livelihoods are increasing. Disasters too, both
in magnitude and frequency. A change of attitude is needed and thought must be
given to comprehensive and inclusive agreements, not just national and regional
interests. The climate cannot be fixed on one continent and not fixed on another,
climate change does not respect national frontiers. We are all in the same boat. What
is at stake, in short, is the question of whether or not our leaders are able to work to
help us to save ourselves from ourselves.

CopenhagenOs policing by design
Naomi Klein, The Guardian, 14-12-09

The Danish are good designers because they like to have everything under control and
this is what’s left to them because they’re a small country without much power. This
becomes a problem when they organise a world summit meeting. Over a few simple
demonstrations they have arrested 1,100 people; they used the tiniest pretexts to
detain people. The real test will be on Wednesday when Reclaim Power Action, a
group based on non-violent civil disobedience arrives and wants to send a message to
the world that only a deal based on science and justice will work.
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Despite everythingE
[Et portant...]
Eric Fottorino, Le Monde, 12-12-09

The day after the Copenhagen summit the only thing one feels is a shared feeling of
general disappointment. We know that a climate crisis is coming and we are living as if
nobody believed it. General de Gaulle said some time ago at the Club of Nations, that
there were as many egos as members. These egos have culminated in the American,
Chinese and Indian positions. And despite everything...it would be wrong to think
that nothing had happened. Without rubbing the paradox in, this failure could be the
condition for future successes. The disappointment of the opinion makers makes
other, possibly conclusive, meetings necessary. In the age of uninterrupted
information, of numerical democracy that gives everyone a platform, the planet’s
fortune will be everybody’s business.

Time is up B the deadline is Copenhagen
Connie Hedegaard, The Star, 03-12-09

There are moments in history when the world can choose to follow different paths,
such as now in Copenhagen. Time is of the essence, each day we allow to go by, the
problem grows and gets closer to the point of no return. An agreement must force
deep cuts from developed countries in the short and long term and set the emerging
economies off down the right path. In addition, agreements are needed on economic
assistance for poor countries and how to get new technology and knowledge to
everyone. We don’t have any alternative and now is the moment.

Copenhagen climate conference: emission impossible
Nicholas Stern, The Guardian, 30-11-09

The two challenges of our century are climate change and poverty. If we don’t
overcome the first we shall not deal with the second. That’s why the Copenhagen
conference is the most important international meeting of our time. There are no
excuses for not seeking its success. If the nations act together it is possible to find
solutions, but leadership is required. The developed countries have a special
responsibility. The immediate priorities are to stop deforestation, to help Africa and
the most vulnerable countries and supply technological help to undeveloped
countries.
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Copenhagen climate conference: emission impossible
George Monbiot, The Guardian, 30-11-09

It is not possible to find true agreement on climate change at Copenhagen. We think
that the North American Senate is hostile to a real agreement. Obama has still not
proposed an exact figure for emissions cuts. In fact he cannot do so until the Senate
does, and the Senate will not approve any change until the Spring. I'm focusing on the
USA because it is the country that has contributed most to stalling any action on
climate change. In addition, the Kyoto protocols will be valid until 2012. I am not
optimistic, the longer we delay emissions cuts the more we shall have to cut and we
are not now very far from the point of no return. The only hope is that if combating
climate change means very high costs, not doing it will be even more costly.
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