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A new page in Facebook privacy
Mark Zuckerberg, Washington Post,
24-05-10

The author, owner of Facebook explains
that the social network was built up six
years ago based on very simple ideas: to
bring people from all over the world
together, because people wanted to share
and stay in touch with their friends. But it
has grown a lot, with 400 million people
signed up to the service. The latest thing
they have seen is that people want to have
simpler control over their information.
The controls they provided until now
were too complicated and they’ve been
working to improve them. People have
also told them that they don’t really have a
clear idea about how the information they
give Facebook is used, that’s why they
already provide ways for people to control
how much of their personal information is
visible to others. They have never given or
sold any information and they shall
continue to keep Facebook a free service
for everyone.
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How we created the "rst synthetic cell
Craig Venter; Daniel Gibson, Wall Street
Journal, 26-05-10

In 1995 we sequenced the first two
cellular genomes. Obtaining and storing
in a database the sequences of a genome,
which contain the genetic instructions for
an organism, can thus be done as a matter
of routine. Now we have done the reverse:
the DNA information of a bacterium has
been brought to life. The process of
synthesising a cell began in a computer.
We have not created life from nothing, but
we have synthesised a modified version of
the genome Mycoplasma mycoides.
Although scientists have been developing
genetically modified cells for years, for the
first time the natural, genetic material of a
bacterium has been replaced by a
complete set of synthetic genes. This
could be very useful in solving many
problems associated with health, the
environment and poverty. However it also
represents a serious risk. Responsible use
of this new technology needs to be
guaranteed.
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INTRODUCTION

InfoEtica is an electronic bulletin that selects and synthesizes international press
opinion articles about issues related to ethics of science and technology. In order to
serve society, it is disseminated among persons and potentially interested parties.
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Abortion in the classrooms
[El aborto en las aulas]
Editorial, ABC, 25-05-10

The Spanish Socialist party is trying to “sell” the new abortion law as a victory for
women’s rights, in contravention of the most fundamental principals of the defence of
human life. The Ministry of Health intends to send professionals sympathetic to the
cause to give courses on affective and sexual health. Thus the government is taking
another step along the path of its ideological concept of abortion. Faced with sectarian
ideology and opportunistic partisanship, it seems that the basic rules of morality and
the defence of the lives of the most vulnerable count for nothing. It is very sad to see
some politicians appearing in triumphant mood in a photograph taken shortly after
the passing of a law that will make the elimination of human lives easier, but it is far
worse that now they want to indoctrinate children just to benefit the private interests
of the law’s backers.

PM reignites abortion "ght
Editorial, The Star, 16-05-10

The editorial questions the position taken by the Canadian prime minister, Stephen
Harper, who, despite promising during the election campaign that nobody would be
allowed to reopen the abortion debate (an issue on which a basic consensus was
reached a quarter of a century ago), has in fact allowed the “abortion genie” out of the
bottle. He has been cautious enough not to touch it at home, but, hypocritically, he
said nothing about his determination to restrict abortions overseas by denying aid
dollars to any project carrying out such work. If one bears in mind that this aid
allowed safe, controlled, hygienic procedures to be carried out, procedures that would
in any case have taken place but with much greater risks to the pregnant woman’s
health, then the Prime Minister’s reasoning does not seem very clear.

Abortion bill begs veto
Editorial, Miami Herald, 11-05-10

Two amendments related to abortion are an example of how bad legislation is being
passed in Florida. The amendments are not based on science or facts, but on ideology.
One obliges women who want an abortion to take an ultrasound, thus interfering in
the patient-doctor relationship. The other prohibits insurance companies from
covering abortions if the insurance plan has some form of federal subsidy. Women and
their families are being put at financial risk and an opportunity to detect severe foetal
abnormalities will be lost.




Images of choice
Kathleen Parker, The Washington Post, 02-05-10

The author recalls President Clinton's statement in 1992, when he stated that he
would like to make abortion safe, legal and rare. It is a position a large number of the
middle class would stand by. However, she asks, how can abortion be something rare
in a hyper-sexualised world? Her response, as a defender of life and of the possibility
of choice, is that a faithful and realistic presentation of what abortion entails would
significantly reduce the practice. There are various state laws that require women
asking for an abortion to look at an ultrasound image of the foetus before taking a final
decision (or, at least, to listen to a description of these images made by their
gynaecologist). Anybody in favour of informed consent could hardly advocate the
rationalisation of ignorance or denial as preferable options for women who need
sound advice.

Abortion isnOt painless
Editorial, The Washington Post, 16-04-10

The pro-abortion lobby has, for the last 40 years, maintained that abortion is a purely
medical question, not a moral one. The new law in Nebraska represents a change; it
recognises the painful nature of the act of abortion itself. It is based on new studies
that prove that a foetus of 20 weeks is capable of feeling pain originating in every part
of its body and connecting to its brain. This brings into question what is understood as
the viability of the foetus, the main indicator, and reveals the horror of late-term
abortions involving the destruction of advanced foetuses. In summary, legislators now
have a legitimate right to make a moral judgement in favour of life. In addition, cruel
and unusual punishments are prohibited under the constitution and statutes forbid
torture; abortions later than 20 weeks are cruel and torturous.

Abortion is now on the agenda
[El aborto ya es parte de la agenda]
Paola Bergallo i Agustina Ramén Michel, Clarin, 07-04-10

In recent weeks healthy signs have appeared suggesting that the historic silence on the
liberalisation of abortion is about to be broken. From the executive, judicial and
legislative powers at federal and provincial level have come statements shifting
between two working options for liberalisation, both necessary to adjust current law
to the country’s constitution. We should work so that the next evaluation of the
Committee can show the results of a substantial liberalisation agenda.




Anti-abortionistOs goal is control
Cynthia Tucker, The Atlanta Journal, 31-03-10

The author harshly criticises legislation in Georgia that, by simplistically and
demagogically exploiting race issues (abortion, according to a recent law approved in
the legislative chamber, could be equated with genocide), tries to restrict the practice
of abortion. In her opinion, the aim of the anti-abortionist legislators is to control
women’s behaviour: if women and children’s health is really important to them they
wouldn’t be objecting, as they have done, to Obama’s healthcare reform, they would
be promoting access to contraception and allowing women to have control over their
own bodies and their lives.
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Information and the Web
[Lared yla informacién]
Pere Vilanova, Piiblico, 30-05-10

If a piece of information is published on the Internet, it has entered History. Whether
the facts are true or false is of secondary importance. None of this would be at all
important if it wasn't because all this is profoundly modifying the information
gathering habits of citizens, and could directly affect those who take decisions in the
public eye, since concern about reflecting, analysing and deciding on an issue and
providing a response in real time to such an avalanche of noisy information means
that there is less time to think and consider. The current problem is not just about
thinking, it is also about an overload of communication flows, a flood of news,
Facebooks, You Tubes, Power Points and other gadgets, in such a way that the citizen
has increasingly less time and patience to discriminate between opinion, ideological
outbursts and solid opinions on things that concern or interest them. Until in the end
the tendency is to throw up one’s hands and delegate the public sphere to a class of
poorly perceived people - the politicians. In times when everything is accelerating, it
means that the most difficult thing to buy is time.

Cyber-security: changes we need
Jack Goldsmith & Melissa Hathaway, The Washington Post, 29-05-10

Although President Obama recognises that risks related to the digital infrastructure
have to be considered as risks that affect national security, his administration has made
little progress towards the aim of reinforcing cyber-security, essentially because this is
seen as a tax or levy on short term growth. Undoubtedly, cyber-security is expensive,
however “with too little investment in security, the benefits of computer integration
could disappear [...] At the same time as we are progressing digitally, we must also
adopt and implement sometimes costly security solutions in our core infrastructures
and enterprises and stop playing the game of chance”. An attitude that, for the author,
requires leadership from the White House and in Congress that will be difficult to call
upon in these times of economic crisis.

Our hiccups on privacy
Sheryl Sandberg, The Guardian, 27-05-10

Facebook has been accused of arrogance in its treatment of its users’ private data.
When a new technology emerges it is not clear what rules will be necessary to regulate
its use. Privacy has always been important for Facebook, however the things people
are looking for in a social network need to be taken into account.



From the start, Facebook has been introducing more rules for protecting privacy, but
this has become too complex for its users. They have now introduced changes that
limit the information the general public can access and they are offering degrees of
privacy control based on user choice. In addition, they have never allowed and will
never allow information about their users to be sold.

le Internet and freedom of expression
[Internet y libertad de expresion]
Bernard Kouchner, Clarin, 26-05-10

By 2015, 3.5 billion people will have access to the Internet. There has never been such
a massive revolution in the freedom of communication and expression. I'm not talking
about the absolute liberty that opens the door to all kinds of abuses, but rather about
real liberty based on respect for dignity and human rights. Modern technology brings
the best and the worst with it. The author does not accept the ingenuous belief that
any new technology is by its very nature destined to promote liberty on all fronts,
even though distortions remain more the exception than the rule. The Internet is the
most fantastic medium for tearing down the walls and frontiers that separate us;
however the temptation to repress freedom of expression is always present.

Information age: privacy isnOt everything on the Web
L.G. Crovitz, The Wall Street Journal, 24-05-10

The extension of social networks, such as Facebook, which has expanded to almost
500 million users in 6 years, has changed our conception of privacy. People join the
network to give information in exchange for other benefits, and privacy is being left
firmly in the background. This raises the question of understanding privacy as a right,
and the social norm is changing. Now people feel more comfortable sharing
information, more openly and with more people, said Facebook’s founder [Mark
Zuckerburg]. In addition, the ability to control what information is shared and with
whom is something that new technology can guarantee better than ever, even though
the systems could still be improved.

Facebook responds
Editorial, New York Times, 24-05-10

Lately, fundamental doubts have arisen about Facebook’s privacy policy. Until now,
user profiles, including information about friends, the city where users live, work,
hobbies and favourite websites, could be viewed by the general public. Users could do
nothing about it. In response, Facebook has announced that it will introduce easy-to-
use and more intuitive privacy control systems than those currently in place. It will
also trim the information that was made public by default.




le trouble with Facebook
Dan Kennedy, The Guardian, 18-05-10

The author thinks Facebook’s confusing and fairly untransparent privacy policy could
cost the network its dominant position and diminish public interest in the services it
offers. The trouble is that there is no alternative (such as Facebook was to MySpace a
few years ago) on the horizon. Twitter is perhaps the clearest candidate, but for the
author the difference in conception between the two makes it unlikely that habitual
Facebook users would find the same attractions with Twitter. It could also be that
Facebook ends up finding a way to patch things up with its users and more or less keep
hold of its loyal clientele, who, although fed up are unable to find any clear alternative.

le past condemned to the Web
[El pasado condena en la Web]
Viktor Mayer-Schonberger, Clarin, 13-05-2010

For the author, one of the greatest challenges confronting a society in which
computers and the Internet form part of everyday life is the permanence of the past in
the present. In the digital age, to remember is the norm: saving documents, drafts,
photos, emails...is the easiest way to do things, as deciding what to delete is difficult
and time consuming. Nevertheless, and this is the author’s basic point: “there is
greater value in the forgotten”, as forgetting allows us to transcend the details and
generalise, it makes the world more comprehensible allowing us to focus our attention
on what’s important, allowing us to forgive... Forgetting offers us a second chance.
With digital memory this natural process is halted and the past is omnipresent. Should
we be practicing some kind of digital abstinence? asks the author. Faced with this
none too realistic option which would also deny us the advantages of the Internet, the
author states that "it would be better to assure ourselves that digital information [...]
can disappear with time". To achieve this he suggests three options: give digital
archives a “use by date” (after which time the digital system will be allowed to delete
them); expose our information to a form of oxidation (allowing it to become "rusty”
and needing special measures in order to recover something from it); separate past
information, in such a way that recovering it would require a special effort or more
time.

ChinaQs true supporters versus the hackers
Tom Plate, The Japan Times, 26-04-10

After writing about the tension between Google and China, supporting Google with
great subtlety, I received an attack from a hacker. I think we have to accept the
sovereign right of China to protect its internal security, even though it does it in a very
different way to the North American approach. The world is more stable if China
develops peacefully. If the country fell apart, it would produce a geo-political tsunami
on a scale the world has never seen before. We have to try to offer them sensible
alternatives, since the Chinese representatives are well enough aware of the situation. I
think that the hacker attacks I have received don’t come from them, but rather from
Stalinist style fundamentalists who will brook no criticism of China whatsoever.
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Privacy and emails
[La privacidad y los e-mails]
Roberto Durrieu, La Nacidn, 26-04-10

In the author’s opinion, one of the great, judicial challenges raised by advances in
information and communication technology lies in defining the limits of the “right to
information self-determination and freedom” as part of the right to privacy. Although
a constitutional guarantee of immense importance, it could be ceded in the face of
legitimate and exceptional third party rights. Determining in which cases this would
apply is a delicate task. The author mentions “four variables of exception”: cases of
“flagrante delicto, urgency and the danger of losing evidence” (delays in acquiring
proof could lead to its loss); those cases, logically, in which the bearer of the right to
privacy gives his/her consent for third parties to access their electronic
communications; thirdly, when the recipient of the communication decides to make
its contents available to third parties; and, finally, when faced with risks to public
order (terrorist threats, epidemics...).

How to regulate the Internet tap
Mayo, J.; Schwartz, M.; Owen, B.; Shapiro, R.; White, 1.; Waroch, G.,The New York
Times, 21-04-10

N. Kroes recently set out the EU’s position against any kind of extreme Internet
regulation when she said that transparency was non-negotiable. By contrast, the US
Federal Commission is considering different ways of regulating “net neutrality”. In
Europe, under the new legislation, with the aim of enabling informed decisions, the
providers (1) must inform clients of all access limits they impose, (2) must notify
how they regulate network congestion and how the service quality will thus be
affected, (3) they must inform users of security lapses that might affect their privacy.
And what they are not doing in Europe is prescribing pricing models.

le Internet is changing the consumption of culture
[Internet modifica los consumos culturales]
Ana Wortman, Clarin, 14-04-10

In modern, Western societies, cultural consumption was associated with a pause, a
moment of leisure after work. This custom of modern culture is being radically altered
with the expansion of new information and communication technologies. Technology
is a form of new cultural consumption that substantially changes our relationship with
culture. We can see how the impact of technology is producing a restructuring of
cultural consumption. The parameters affecting cultural consumption are being
altered, in particular in relation to the cinema and music, which also obliges the
industries involved to rethink their economic and social insertion strategies.




le Internet: who has to pay the bill?
[Internet: qui doit payer la facture?]
Cécile Ducourtieux, Le Monde, 13-04-10

Putting to one side grand principles, which always seem obvious and taken for granted
(net neutrality means everyone having access to the Internet without discrimination
and with the same quality standard), the Internet debate has turned into something
more prosaic: who will have to pay for the updating of communication
infrastructures? The telecom operators complain about having to assume the
necessary investment alone and threaten to regulate information traffic on the
networks themselves, even giving preferential treatment to their services over those of
others. The editors of online contents are convinced they are already paying a
sufficiently high price for network access and that it is thanks to them (because
without them the content wouldn't exist) anybody navigates the networks at all.
There’s probably a touch of bad faith on both sides, but the debate has only just begun.

Google has to be made to pay up
[11 faut faire payer Google]
Laurent Joffrin, Libération, 02-04-10

In the face of the immense power accumulating to the Internet access providers and
the compilers and distributors of content, such as Google, we must organise ourselves,
claims the director of the French newspaper. Because the utopia of a universal library,
open to all, or a free “permanent, planet-wide newspaper" is nothing more than this: a
dream. The reality is different: the network is a magnificent vehicle for distribution,
but it creates nothing, and the people transporting and compiling contents have
captured the lion's share of the market, while the producers bear the brunt of the
costs. In a market economy only one solution to this dynamic is contemplated: a
draconian reduction in the number of producers through a brutal concentration of the
information production system on a world level (with the associated risk of
pluralism). However, and this is the author's key point, there could be another
solution: share the proceeds. However a united front of information producers would
not be enough to “convince” Google and other distributors. Only the power of the
public, as has happened with cinema and with books, can equalise the situation. This
is not about a tax or a subsidy: “it is about demanding a modest portion of the profits
which, in any case, would remain enormous”.




SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNOLOGICAL ETHICS

Prescriptions and the public de"cit
[Recetas y déficit ptiblico]
Editorial El Periédico, 01-06-10

Public healthcare spending occupies a major place in public finances: one in every six
euros goes on health. An aging population, medical and pharmaceutical innovations,
and the embedded culture of everything free for everybody drives demand with an
inertia that it is essential to get back on the right track in order to guarantee healthcare
solvency. The reduction in the price of patent medicines will scarcely make an impact
or have none at all in fighting the public deficit. What drives pharmaceutical spending
today is the number of prescriptions patients take into the pharmacies and not the
price of the medicines themselves. It is necessary to act on health spending across the
board and not just on pharmaceutical spending. The best way to guarantee the
sustainability of this public service is to recognise that less (prescriptions) can mean
more (health). Three viable and effective lines of short term actions: adopt explicit
and transparent criteria with regard to the medicines included and the price the
National Health System is prepared to pay; adopt measures that affect patient
behaviour; make patients responsible through an urgent reform of the co-payment
system.

We can make life. Should we?
[Podremos fabricar vida. ;Debemos? ]
J.M. Carrascal, ABC, 01-06-10

The creation in a laboratory of the first artificial cellular life raises three dilemmas: (1)
scientific: has Craig Venter created an artificial cell? Not really, the new cell is not
completely new. Its wrapping comes from a bacterium and the genetic material is a
copy of the genome of a bacterium manufactured by combining synthetic elements.
However, it acts like a living cell and represents an initial step in the manufacture of a
completely artificial cell; (2) philosophical: are we looking at the leap from inert
matter to life? Venter has converted inert chemical elements in genomes capable of
acting like living beings and this is a spectacular leap forward; (3) this does not raise a
philosophical problem, but perhaps it does raise an ethical one. Nature has no ethics,
it has physical laws. However, it is not indifferent to the continual violations inflicted
on it by humans, and it often finds a way to exact its revenge. Human beings have
perhaps arrived at the point where they could destroy nature. There are many risks in
creating artificial life, even though the benefits could be enormous. We could create
non-human beings and this explains why Obama has commissioned a report into this
quantum leap in science.




Cuts in human development?
[;Recortes en desarrollo humano?]
Adela Cortina, El Pais, 30-05-10

It is hard to believe that the recovery of the Spanish economy has to happen, amongst
other things, at the cost of cutting investment in particularly vulnerable communities:
dependent persons, the retired and pregnant women. It seems unlikely that these
people are responsible for the economic crisis. However, there's a fourth community:
the community of people living in developing countries. Aid for human development
is vital for the world's poorest countries: it’s a matter of life and death. Without
outside help they can’t take even the first step out of extreme poverty. Eradicating
hunger and extreme poverty is humanity’s duty, not just a UN Millennium Objective.
Reducing aid for human development is completely out of order.

A creation question
Editorial, Los Angeles Times, 24-05-10

The achievement of Craig Venter’s laboratories raises a number of questions about the
ever expanding frontiers of science and the nature of life itself. Does Venter’s advance
amount to the creation of life or only its modification? The genetic material used was
artificial, man-made, but the cell was of natural origin: the DNA needed a cell to
inhabit and the cell needed the DNA to determine its nature and reproduction
pattern. What seems clear is that this line of research forces us to think about more
complex definitions of life. Do the kinds of organisms that can be created or
synthesised using Venter’s technique deserve the same treatment as those of “natural”
origin? Discussions on the sanctity of life will make the debate on embryonic cells
pale by comparison.

Another step towards designer life
[Otro paso hacia la vida de disefio]
Pere Puigdomenech, El Periddico de Catalusia, 22-05-10

The recent breakthrough in Craig Venter’s laboratories, in addition to being a major
step forward in the development of so-called “synthetic biology” and a confirmation
that "a cell's properties are written in the chemical structure of its DNA", also serves to
remind us of the need for precise rules to avoid ending up with unwanted results in a
field as sensitive as biology. The European Group on Scientific Ethics recommended
in a recent report that “before authorising synthetic biology applications it is
necessary to be certain that it will cause no health problems to humans or animals, or
have an effect on the environment”. The possible military applications or the risk of
“biohackers” would seem to suggest that on this subject we need to move forward
with well-defined rules in place.




“The debate on whether an organism with chemically synthesised DNA can actually
be called a living organism, or on whether or not we have the right to produce
organisms that have never before existed, would seem to have been overtaken by
reality. Modern biology has already demonstrated to us that life on Earth is a further
stage in the evolution of the planet, and the human species, just one more of those
that has lived upon it. [ ... ] Our species’ actions form part of this evolution and it is
our responsibility to act with caution”

le new frontier in biotechnology
[La nueva frontera de la biotecnologia]
Victor de Lorenzo, ABC, 21-05-10

Despite their bad reputation as infectious agents, the vast majority of micro-organisms
are beneficial for humans and the biosphere in general. Modern biotechnology has
been responding to the challenge to modify and domesticate them with cloning
techniques and editing genetic material (DNA), both of which have been used in
laboratories for decades now. To the extent that the central question of biotechnology
is not whether we can modify living systems - this we have been doing for some time -,
but if we can synthesise and re-programme these systems so that they behave in
exactly the way we want them to. Synthetic biology techniques open a way to design
microorganisms to order with the potential to solve some of the key problems of our
times, in particular energy issues. Society can only emerge as the winner from these
developments.

Health and social justice
[Salud y justicia social]
J. Benach; C. Muntaner, Piiblico, 14-05-10

Apart from the socio-ecological crisis, social inequality is the most important issue of
our times. A girl born in Sierra Leone will have a shorter life than a girl born in
Sweden. But health inequality affects all societies: the worse the socio-economic
situation is, the worse people’s health. In some areas of Glasgow life expectancy is just
54 years, 8 less than in India; and only 12km to the north, it rises to 82 years. The
fundamental cause of health inequalities is not genetic, it is not about lifestyle or
health services. Health is not chosen by those who want it but by those who are able
to, and right now three quarters of humanity are unable to choose to live in an
environment or work in a place without risks. The accumulation of factors such as job
insecurity, environmental pollution, food insecurity, the lack of decent housing and
non-participatory democracy, produce health inequality: it is a matter of “the causes
of the causes”. Policies to improve this situation should be a real priority.




E#ciency control
[Control de eficacia]
Eduard Diogene, La Vanguardia, 09-05-10

The author proposes three measures with which the National Health System, in
addition to fostering caution on pharmaceutical spending, could promote the efhicient
use of drugs: not just spend less, but spend better. Firstly, “provide sufficient resources
to give doctors rigorous, frequent and independent information and to provide
continuous training activities about therapeutic pharmacology". Second, guarantee
“the measures and mechanisms to make decisions on financing drugs based on
evaluations of their therapeutic value, according to explicit and transparent criteria as
is being done in some other European countries”. Finally, “resources must be assigned
to analyse what results, in terms of health, are being achieved with the use of drugs in
standard healthcare conditions. And test the effectiveness, safety and efficiency of the
drugs being financed”.

Everyone in favour of good use
[Todos a favor del buen uso]
Josep M. Cots Yago, La Vanguardia, 09-05-10

The benefits of drugs are evident, however nothing is safe, and it is in the use of drugs
where there are fine differences and you have to know how to differentiate, for
example, between self-medication, self-prescription and hyper-consumption. The
WHO itself suggests responsible self-medication as a way of alleviating continual
pressure on public health systems. One thing would be to buy medicines
recommended by a relative or friend (self-prescription), another would be to get hold
of a previous prescription for similar and known symptoms (responsible self-
medication). . Examples of the hyper-consumption of drugs abound: drugs for
insomnia, benzodiazepines, antibiotics, painkillers. “All the agents involved in the use
of drugs: doctors, pharmacists, health administrators and the manufacturers must
support the good use of drugs”

Digitize medical records; waiting puts lives at risk
Editorial, Boston Globe, 07-05-10

The digitalisation of medical records is not only good for saving resources, it could
also save lives. Despite federal incentives to hasten the process, it’s being done very
slowly. It seems that doctors and hospitals don’t feel responsible for misdiagnoses
based on a lack of patient information. They need more help with this laborious task,
but the final responsibility lies with doctors and hospitals.




Organ transplants: relative ethics
Editorial, The Guardian, 21-04-10

The editorial praises the always risky and active stance of the Nuffield Council on
Bioethics in always daring to ask cutting-edge ethical questions. Like, for example, a
recent consultation document considering whether it might be considered ethical to
pay people for their body parts. Why are people given “compensation” to take part in
clinical trials or for donating eggs, but receive nothing for donating a kidney? It is not
just a lively question from the ethical point of view: the aim of the document is to see
whether muddled ethics might not be the cause of Great Britain’s poor organ donor
rate. And one of the elements the Council will examine will be the issue of consent: in
order to be legally valid, consent must be free and informed, but if we introduce the
factor of compensation, how far would that consent really be voluntary? “establishing
what is ethically correct will not necessarily persuade people to accept it [...] The
ethics are confused, but clarity alone will not be enough”.

le case against gene patents
Stiglitz, J.; Suslston, J., Wall Street Journal, 16-04-10

The New York federal court has handed a victory to medical innovation in saying that
the patents on two genes associated with hereditary breast and ovarian cancer were
granted to “Myriad Genetics” in error. Patenting human genes is bad for science and
the economy. Genes are natural, not inventions, and carry fundamental information
about humanity. The new, personalised medicine needs this information. Genes are an
example of basic knowledge, like mathematical theorems, a type of knowledge that
has never been patented.

Ole false pandemicO
[“La falsa pandemia”]
Joan-Ramon Laporte, El Periédico, 14-04-10

The 2009 ‘flu has not been a significant health phenomenon. The illness was over-
hyped. Shortly before the appearance of the new virus, the WHO modified the
definition of a pandemic, in such a way that it was no longer necessary to have fatal
victims of the disease. We now know that this modification may have been influenced
by manufacturers of vaccines. The beneficial effects of pharmaceuticals and vaccines
were also exaggerated. As Professor Togoni said, today it is possible to confirm that
the vaccine failure was total. An unjustified public health emergency, the purchase and
storage of strategic antiviral and vaccine reserves, the waste of resources in a period of
serious financial problems for the health service, unjustified recommendations: that’s
what the 2009 pandemic has amounted to. The worst thing is that those responsible,
satisfied with their work, say glibly that it’s better to be safe than sorry, and they are
getting ready for a new campaign next year. We'll see if anyone listens to them when a
really serious disease comes along.




Clamour for an agreement on health
[Urge un pacto por la sanidad]
Juan José Giiemes, El Pais, 13-04-10

Two decades after the unveiling of the Informe Abril (a 1991 report on the Spanish
Health System), many of its conclusions and recommendations remain wholly
relevant and awaiting application. As now, the financial situation of the public health
system is extraordinarily difficult and we can only expect it to get still more
complicated if profound reform is not carried out. The report, “Stimulating changes in
the health system is possible”, recently published by the McKinsey Chair of the
Foundation for Studies in Applied Economics (Fundacién de Estudios de Economia
Aplicada), describes the harsh reality of the situation. We have a good National Health
System, but it’s fragile. We need an agreement on Sustainability and Quality in the
National Health System that meets, at least, four conditions: there must be political
agreement, similar to the Toledo pact, built on a commitment not to use patients and
professionals as party political footballs; it must be based on a rigorous diagnosis
describing the situation with complete transparency; it must consider measures in
proportion to the scale of the problem and finally it must consider, apart from
measures to address the financial shortfall, other measures related to cohesion,
coverage and quality.

le dangers of growing DNA databases
Osagie K.Obasogie, Los Angeles Times, 09-04-10

The author addresses the worrying consequences for human rights arising from the
growing practice in the USA of including samples from anyone arrested for a crime,
whether subsequently convicted or not, on the DNA database. A genetic profile
contains so much personal information (ancestry, family relations, etc.) that
governments should not be indefinitely retaining and analysing the DNA of innocent
people. The defenders of this practice argue along the lines of “the more, the merrier”:
the more samples there are in a database the greater the likelihood of finding a
criminal based on findings from the crime scene. Nevertheless, in practice, DNA
forensics has been shown to be far from an exact science: although the starting point
is that two people cannot possess an identical, genetic profile, tests conducted on
various existing databases have revealed surprising results. Has too much faith perhaps
been placed in a new technology, the limitations and uncertainties of which are not
completely understood?.

Stopping Medicaid fraud
Editorial, Baltimore Sun, 09-04-10

The Maryland legislature is seeking to pass a law to allow people to blow the whistle
on frauds committed against health programmes. Prosecuting false claims has lead to
the recovery of 20 billion dollars nationwide since 1986.




Its opponents say that existing federal law is enough and the new law will encourage
frivolous claims that will only further jam up the legal system. But the new legislation
has already worked out how to avoid this and will benefit the state and the healthcare
system. Everyone will win at a time when it is vital to reduce costs.

Ge$ing a leg up on healthcare
Hugh Cortazzi, The Japan Times, 07-04-10

Obama’s health reforms are a step forward. No Western country has yet found the
perfect solution to the problem of providing health care for a growing, ageing
population at a time when costly treatments are appearing. (1) Avoid the culture of
suing doctors and hospitals, because this is expensive for everyone; (2) limit the
power of doctors and their lobbies; (3) control the price of medicines without cutting
pharmaceutical research; (4) prevent corrupt practices by doctors and hospitals. In all
democracies there must be a debate on how to have non-discriminatory healthcare,
how to achieve cost efliciency and how to cover costs without overburdening
taxpayers.

le next step for reform: to reduce costs, doctors should be in charge of
determining standards of health care
Editorial, Baltimore Sun, 04-04-10

Obama’s healthcare reform is a historic law. It is not enough, but having just signed it
into law, Obama has already promised to build on it. He has spoken of new restraints
on insurers, who have been creating obstacles. However, to be able to make good on
those promises, Obama will need help. As a doctor the author states to be convinced
the country can control costs and provide a doctor for every family. Quality would be
improved for everyone. Congress should create a committee on which doctors would
sit with the aim of producing national standards. It’s time for doctors to unite and take
responsibility for care for all Americans.




Genie in a bo$le: a wise judge pops the cork on gene patents
Sally Kalson, Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, 04-04-10

The author comments on the judgement of the New York district judge Robert Sweet
in a case brought against the company Myriad Genetics Inc., sole owner of the patent
on DNA tests on genes BRCA1 and 2, used to identify the possibility of developing
ovarian or breast cancer. The judge’s position is that the USA should not have granted
the patent as genes are a “law of nature” and patents are supposed to be awarded for
inventions, not something that occurs in nature. Nevertheless, the North American
government has granted patents on at least a fifth of human genes because, in its
opinion, isolating and purifying genes from their natural state amounts to an
invention. Biotechnology companies think that a general application of this ruling will
discourage innovation. Obviously there’s a tension between making a profit and
serving public health: the first could enable the second, but it should not be allowed
to impede it.




ECOLOGICAL ETHICS

Have an honest debate on global warming
D. Byrne, Chicago Tribune, 01-06-10

Scientists who have been warning about global warming have gone beyond the
rational and have declared things to be scientific fact which either are not or on which
the jury is still out. These are ideological dogmas. The sceptics have their own
rationale and haven’t been taken into account in a true debate. The theory of global
warming tries to explain everything, which is suspicious in itself, especially when it is
trying to explain something as complex as climate. True science is based on
observation and verification, while proofs of global warming are based on computer
models of the climate.

le oil plume
David Brooks, The New York Times, 31-05-10

The image of the oil leak in the Gulf of Mexico leads the author to reflect on the state
of North American society and as a tangible image of the contradictions surrounding
government action: the uncontrollable oil gush is an explicit metaphor for the nation’s
inability to govern itself. In fact, it taps into various national anxieties: that the people
leading the country’s most important institutions are not very competent; that there
has been an unhappy marriage between companies and corporations and government
officials; and, finally, and most importantly, a key confusion over the role of
government: everyone knows the government is not responsible for the leak and, at
the same time, they are demanding that the president “take control”. The author
concludes that “we should be able to build from cases like this one and establish a set
of concrete understandings about what government should and shouldn’t do”.

No Katrina moment for Obama - yet
Clarence Page, Chicago Tribune, 30-05-10

Technically it is not the president’s responsibility to stop the BP oil leak, but this
could lead to a situation similar to the one experienced by Bush with hurricane
Katrina. He has not caused the problem, but it is hoped that he is capable of stopping
it getting worse. Bush, at the time, seemed inactive, Obama appears powerless to do
anything. He has declared that he is taking charge of the situation, but admitted the
Administration does not possess the technological resources to solve it. It also seems
that he has not had all the information he should have had and that he has been misled
with regard to questions such as the size of the spill.




le President confronts the spill
Editorial, New York Times, 27-05-10

Obama's most recent statements on the oil spill are not just a reaction to the current
situation - which needs a rapid solution — they also point to the creation of new
legislation to prevent similar situations arising in the future. He has also ordered a 6
month moratorium on deep wells like the one that has gone so disastrously wrong.
This has stopped explorations in different places at even greater depths. The accident
has become a sign to the country that it needs to stop trusting first and foremost in
fossil fuels. He has also advised that the Administration has been too trusting of the
oil-extraction companies and that inspections must be increased.

Are they paying a$ention?
Editorial, The New York Times, 23-05-10

The editorial seeks to remind the North American politicians in charge that, despite
the fact that other crises have first call on public and media attention, the effort to
combat global warming cannot slacken off. Recent reports from the National
Academy of Sciences also suggest the same thing, and must act as a spur to the Senate
chamber that is yet to come to a decision on the law on energy and climate. The
reports are a reminder that the later we act, the more expensive and tougher it will be
to achieve emission reduction targets (it also recommends putting a price on
emissions as well as investment in energy efliciency, fuel alternatives and developing
clean energy). The law passed last year in the House of Representatives needs a
companion law from the Senate that at the moment seems to be going nowhere.

Unsustainability and greenwashing
[Insustentabilidad y greenwashing]
Fernando Diez, La Nacién, 11-05-10

The victory of environmental principles unfortunately brings with it a significant
measure of defeat. We should consider to what extent these dodgy sustainability labels
plastered all over so many clearly unsustainable products and modes of behaviour are
designed to quiet our consciences and let us get on with our unbridled consumption;
stimulating the economy but also the destruction of our environment with less guilt
and greater enthusiasm. Terms such as greenwashing alert us to the growing tendency
of polluting companies (who are not showing us any signs of improving their
processes) to develop communication strategies giving their products a clean
appearance so that their clients can feel absolved from any guilt in consuming them.
The label “organic” is thus applied irrationally, demagogically or absurdly to any
product whatsoever. Good business practices have to be encouraged by legislation and
companies with bad practices have to be made to pay the costs of repairing the
environment they damage. However, there also needs to be action in the field of
communications: camouflage and deliberate disinformation should not be tolerated.
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Earth Day causes unemployment
Ben Lieberman, The Washington Post, 22-04-10

The author complains that the Obama administration has become obsessed with the
idea of a “clean energy economy”. In his opinion, “clean” could be replaced by “more
expensive” and in this way the negative effects of this political priority on employment
and the economy in general would be seen more clearly. Alternative energies survive
on enormous public subsidies, which take money from other economic sectors,
causing job losses. President Obama frequently quotes Spain as a country that has
understood that “the nation that leads the clean energy economy, will be the nation
that leads the global economy”. Could this be the reason, the author asks, why the
Spanish unemployment rate is double that of the US?.

ObamaOs climate of fear
Editorial, Washington Times, 22-04-10

The supposed science behind the fashion for climate change is in retreat, but clearly
Obama hasn't worked that out yet. He is determined to promote the purported
climate crisis. Reports and projects are prepared, warning of the terrible, possible
catastrophes. This climate of fear, of climate terrorism, serves Obama'’s interests.

le le% and ecology: "nally addressing the di#cult questions
[Gauche et écologia: traiter enfin les questions qui faichent]
Christophe Caresche, Géraud Guibert, Philippe Plisson, Le Monde, 20-04-10

The authors ask how the unity and leftwing “solidarity” produced by the second round
of regional elections in France can be prolonged, so that the 2012 presidential
elections do not become a repeat of earlier failures; failures which were due, according
to the authors, to the left's disunity and ecological standpoint. Thus they consider it
necessary and timely to address some of the difficult questions and raise some
problem areas instead of leaving it all to the last minute: firstly, the conception of the
desired economic model (although the visions of growth are diverse, nobody today
would deny the need for an ecological transition that leads to a more sober model of
growth); next, the energy question (giving priority to: energy saving and renewable
energy, accepting that the nuclear option will develop progressively); tax reform (the
tax system must allow for a radical reduction in inequality and at the same time
encourage the ecological mutation of the economy and society); and finally:
sustainability of the distribution system, new financing with a higher contribution of
financial income, an appreciation of real hardship and life expectancy).
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A valuable environmental report
[Valioso informe ambiental]
Editorial, La Nacién, 13-04-10

FARN (Environment and Natural Resources Foundation) presented its 2010 Annual
Environment Report, a publication that brings together the main institutional
environmental issues in Argentina and the region. The report provides suggestions at
international, regional, local, governmental and legislative levels and from a legal
focus. Care for the environment is not exclusive to any one sector. It is the
responsibility of society as a whole. Protecting the environment is a task that involves
everyone and from which everyone will benefit.

Economy and ecology: the OAllegreO mysti“cation
[Economie et écologie: IAllégre mystification]
Eloi Laurent, Le Monde, 07-04-10

Allegre, without being a climatologist, wants to teach and provoke those who are.
According to him, the economy allows one to distinguish between true and false
ecology. Good ecology, he says, avoids doomsday scenarios and unites, without
difficulty, the defence of the environment and an economy of job creation. It needs to
be said that economy has effectively entered a third age marked by ecology. The first
was a mystical age, which began with Emerson’s 1836 essay “Nature” and which led to
the creation of the first national parks in the US. The second is the civic age, which
began in the US with the publication in 1962 of Rachel Carson's “Silent Spring’,
which led to the banning of DDT. The third, the economic age of ecology, began in
the 1990s when governments realised they had to reduce emissions to counter the
threat of climate change and reached its maturity in 2008 with the UNEP and ILO
joint report on green jobs. It is contradictory to discredit the reality of climate change
and at the same time promote “green growth”. Allegre calls for a modern ecology, but
does not want to deny the very ecological crisis that has made this modern ecology
necessary.
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