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Protection of the Human Embryo: 
The Discourses of Pluralism 

/ Rosemary J. De Luca 
' Chairperson, National Ethics Committee on Assisted Human Reproduction 

Parties to this Convention shall see to it 
that the fundamental questions raised by 
the developments of biology and medi-, 
cine are the subject of appropriate pub­
lic discussion in the light, in particular, 
of relevant medical, social, economic, 
ethical and legal implications, and that 
their possible application is made the 
subject of appropriate co17-sultation. 1 

In response to this formal commit­
ment to public consultation and de­

bate, the Third Symposium on 
Bioethics of the Council of Europe had 
as its theme 'medically assisted pro­
creation and the protection of the hu­
man embryo'. The symposium took 
place in Strasbourg, France, in Decem­
ber 19%. Themes within the pro­
gramme were: medically assisted pro­
creation; research on embryes in vitro; 
pre-implantation diagnosis; and scien­
tific, philosophical and legal aspects 
of the nature and status of the embryo. 

The Symposium brought together 
some 400 participants and specialists 
from the worlds of science, ethics and 
law, and representatives of Ministries 
of Justice and Health and non-govern­
mental organisations from across Eu­
rope. It was to be the departure point 
for the preparation of a protocol on the 
protection of the human embryo. The 
protocol was to become part of the 
Convention for the Protection of Hu­
man Rights and Dignity of the Human 
Being with r~gard to the Application 
of Biology and Medicine. The Conven­
tion itself was adopted by the Com­
mittee of Ministers of the Council of 
Europe on 19 November 1996. It was 
intended that member States would 
become signatories to the Convention 
and formulate legishitio!). and 
protocols in.their own countries to en­
sure its observance. In the view of 
Monsieur Jacques toubon, France's 
Minister of Justice: who opened the 
symposium, the Convention made a 
sigrrificant contribution to an 'ethical 
Europe'. This bioethics symposium 
was seen as an aspect of the 'harmo­
nisation' work which is part of the 
brief of the Council of Europe. 2 

_ In New Zealand in June 1996 Labour 
MP Dianne Yates introduced a private 
member's Bill on Human Assisted Re­
productive Technology. The three 
main features of the Bill are: the es­
tablishment of a licensing authority to 
regulate and ensure proper monitor­
ing of services; the banning of the sale 
of body parts, blood, embryos, foetal 
tissue, foetuses and babies; and the 
establishment of a centrally kept 
r,ecord system, including access.3 On 
23 April 1997, this Bill succeeded at its 
second reading in Parliament. It was 
supported by all parties. The Bill will 
now go to a Select Committee and the 
Ne"'{ Zealand public will have the op­
portunity to make submissions. The 
Minister of Health, Bill English, was 
reported as being particularly con­
cerned that ethical issues be dealt with 
in more detail than in the Bill.4 
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The purpose of this paper is to encour-
age public discussion in New Zealand 
on some of the issues which arise from 
the rapidly developing reproductive 
technologies in relation to the protec­
tioh of the human embryo. To focus 
on the embryo is to deflect a~ntion 
from that which is often of immediate 
concern, a couple1s infertility and their 
desire to have a child, to what is cen­
tral to the application of these tech­
nologies. There is much debate about 
the status of the embryo and the pro­
tections it deserves at various stages 
of development because clear defini­
tions of status would determine sanc­
tion or licence for what could then be 
done to and with it for whatever mo­
tive. The rapidly developing technolp­
gies ,point to endless possibilities. As 
both Monsieur Toubon and Mr Eng­
lish acknowledge, there are, however, 
fundamental ethical issues here. More 
than one contributor to the sympo­
sium papers stated such concerns: 

The question that ethics attempts to an­
swer is not simply 'what must we do?', 
but more fundamentally, 'what do we 
wish to become?' We are mainly respon­
sible for our own evoluµon. Human evo­
lution no longer proceeds as a result of 
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chance and natural selection but through 
our personal and collective choices. Thus 
what we wish to become reflects above 
all the image we have of ourselves.5 

The Roles of Ethicist and 
Legislator 

A question we might ask is 'how are 
we to make these "personal and col­
lective" choices?' In New Zealand, the 
National Ethics Committee on As­
sisted Human Reproduction has de 
facto -carried this burden more than 
once, in relation to surrogacy, same­
sex parenting, and intergenerational 
gamete donation. In my view, these 
issues can properly be resolved only 
through a process which begins with 
wid'e consultation, and includes leg­
islation on so111-e aspects. P.. particular 
difficulty for decision-making based 
on consultation is the pluralistic make­
up of our society in New Zealand. 
The diversity of views, values and 
beliefs evident at the symposium is 
present within New Zealand's new 
developing nation. The success of our 
reproductive technologies Bill at its 
second reading raises a question­
abotit the role of the legislator in re­
lation to ethics. At the symposium, 
David Baird's view was that in the 
absence of ethical certainty we need 
to impose legal restraints on what is 
permissible and what is not. And the 
.price of legal restraints is a lack of 
individual freedom. 6 

Embryos in Industry and 
<;:ommerce 

Rosarma Baraldi from Canada put an 
interesting new slant on tlie aspect of 
control arid the scope of bioethics, par­
ticularly in relation to the human em­
bryo. Ethical issues commonly debated 
have arisen from the relationship be­
tween the biomedical establishment 
and society. A primary concerl\ for 

· bioethicists and fertility specialists has 
been the ?ppropriate application of 
technology to alleviate the distresses 
for couples caused by their infertility. 



In New Zealand, there have been ad­
ditional issues raised by the provision 
of fertility services mainly within the 
private health sector, issues such as 
equity and access. There are, however, 
additional major issues when we take 
into account industrial interests. Hu­
man embryos produced in vitro are 
now manipulated in the world'~ sci­
entific laboratories and in the labora­
tories of the pharmaceutical and 
biotechnology industries. The com­
mercial ideologies of private c1nd free. 
markets present a significant chal­
lenge to bioethicists. , · 

Economic forces and the networks 
formed between the political sphere, 
public laboratories, private laboratories 
and the biomedical and scientific insti­
tutions, frequently reported in the 
American press, form the grey area of 
the reins of power. Although the expan­
sionist, secretive approach of the indus­
trial free market may be acceptable for 
the production of consumer goods, it is 
essential that industry's appropriation of 
the human embryo be put to public de­
bate. We can only protect the human 
emb1yo, procreation and childbirth if the 
private ~ector is effectively subjected to 
the laws of ethics being discussed in•the 
public arena.7 

An example was discussed of how the 
interests of commerce and research 
can escape the controls imposed by 
legislation. The research involved ani­
mal embryo stem cell lines. It was 
thought the research could eventually 
open the way to the establishment of 
human embryo cell lines which could 
be stored in a frozen state. A proposed 
potential therapeutic use would be the 
preparation of large quantities of dif­
ferentiated cells which could be used 
as grafts, replacing marrow grafts, for 
example. Tp.e establishment of human 
embryo stem cells, which can only be 
carried out from embryos m vitro, is 
impossible when a country's legisla­
tion forbids embryo research, such as 
is the case in Germany, or, as in France, 
which orJy allows studies that do not 
interfere with the embryo. However, 
research teams are able to obtain cell 
lines from foreign 'collections', some 
of which are available commercially. 
In the paper I am referring to, the para­
doxical situation is mentioned where: 

researrn or therapeutic applications [are] 
forbidden by law but [there occurs] the 
importation of cells which have been col­
lected with no consideration for ethical 
rules, for example embryos conceived 
solely for the purposes of collecting.-cells 
or the payment of donors.8 

Embryos in Research 

In fact, there was some dissatisfaction 
expressed in discussion at the sympo­
sium with those countries where there 
are restrictions on embryo research. It 
was seriously suggested that if they 
were not willing to participate in such 
research, then they should not share 
the benefits of such research. I would 
like to add the point here that there is 
currently no restriction on embryo re­
search in New Zealand, apart from the 
requirement of ethical review, which 
is not enforced by law. The N.ational 
Ethics Committee for Assisted Human 
Reproduction, the appropriate body 
for giving such review, has not re­
ceived any such requests. The Human 
Assisted Reproductive Technolpgy 
Bi\l, in the Second Schedule, Part III, 
provides for licences for research and 
lists those purposes for which a licence 
may be granted.9 · 

Defining'the Status 
of the Embryo 

The public pressure put on some par­
ticipants at the symposium to review 
their stance on research on the human 
embryo raises sope interesting ques­
tions in view of the respect for diver­
sity of values and beliefs espoused as 
an ideal at the symposium and which 
I am proposing in this paper. Luis· 
Archer from Portugal summed up the 
extreme views, both of which were 
strongly represented at the sympo­
sium. 

For some, the dignity of the human be-
. ing is acquired gradually only during the 

process which changes the egg into a 
completely formed individual. For them, 
the respect and protection due to the 
embryo before implantation are much 
less than those attributed to a fully de­
veloped human being. This therefore 
makes it ethically ac~eptable, under cer­
tain conditions, for !,urplus embryos to 
be eliminated, donated to infertile cou­
ples or be used for research of proven 
scientific importance ... 

For others ... the ovum and the embryo 
already have the same dignity as a fully 
developed human being ... A surplus 
embryo which is abandoned or given to 
another couple or submitted to research 
which is not for its own benefit is a seri­
ous affront to human dignity. 10 

Archer argued in support of what he 
called the ethical precautionary prin­
ciple in the face of these irreconcilable 
views, and claimed it a serious offence 
to do anything against an entity about 
whose status there was such doubt. 
Interestingly, in N_ew Zealand the Na-

• 

tional Ethics Co~mittee for Assisted 
Human Reproduction has been 
strongly criticised for applying the 
ethical precautionary principle when 
it reviewed non-commercial surro­
gacy using in vitro fertilisation and has 
been advised to reconsider its deci­
sion.11 & 12 This raises.a question about 
the practical application of ethical de­
bate in situations of irreducible con­
troversy. 

Further evidence of the' conservative' 
view is clear in the term Professor 
Zbigniew Chlap from Poland U:sed to 
describe human embryos, a term also 
used in one of the major presentations 
with some support. from the assem­
bled audience. He referred to them as 
'the smallest of children' .13 This notion 
of continuity was also emphasised in 
the terminology used by Professor 
Isinene Androulidakis Dimitriadis 
from the University of Athens in 
Greece. She consistently referred to the 
embryo as the 'nasciturus' (the' about 
to be born') who, at birth, would be­
come the 'natus' (the 'having been 
born').14 Several of the presentations 
at the symposium focused on scien­
tific and philosoph,ical issues involved 
with the status of the human embryo 
al).d the point at ,which it should be 
attributed the status of a human be­
ing. There were'those of the view pro­
posed by Baroness Warnock in Britain 
in 1984, that the appearance of the 
primitive.streak and the end of. 
totipotentiality after the fourteenth 
day was a point before which the term 
pre-embryo could be applied an<;i con­
sequently at which research could jus­
tifiably commence. 15 

Applications of Research 

Certainly, the therapeutic benefits re­
sulting from research on the embryo 
in the form of gene therapywere pre­
sented very convincingly from a per­
sonal perspective. Dr Mark Hughes 

. from the USA explained, with the h~p 
. of slides, the benefits to a particular 
family who already had one child with 
an hereditary disease which involved, 
amongst other things, sever~ self-mu­
. tilation. Gene therapy offered the pos­
sibility of a second child without the 
inherited disorder and also without 
the moral compromi'.'e the parents 
believed they would make if they 
agreed to pte-implantation selection 
given the medical condition of their 
first child.16 

Dr Therese Callus from the UK sup­
ported pre-implantation diagnosis 



and selection on -the b2sis of its lJ-oten­
tial to allev.iate hmr.2:n suffering i_,n~ 
recomme1,ded explora_tion c1£ ethical 
issues OJJ.d fn.e need fo:r regu:_ation. She 
suggested cLs potential 2-buses silu,a­
tions vvhere selectio-n on the ·basis ,r;i{ a 
pote::ctiai reduction in heai"J, .. (c1re 
costs,. or or~ the 'oasis of a desire to, pro~ 
dt,02 the sex favourr:'d in a particular 
comJ.111)_nity co11ld occu.{f th.us enc-eiur-

irt a. socieJ~f a tendency to'vv2~rr:l:s 
euge:tcics anc:: ar~ irrb,:tler,ance of certain 
chara.cteris.Hcs peiceived as undesir­
c:bleo:7 Sorneone 11sed the ter~n 1-!l1e tyr­
anr1y of norr,:la.lily' L1 this regard. 

Thus fo~· )rt this papeL I have fo2uG2d 
o.-, the hvmai, embryo to emphasise 
the range of ~lie-1\A/.S that zxose frorn the 
many ,~i 112rse 11 aJues and beliefs of 
peoples from ::nany rnur;'ries. '\VithiL 
th:s cultural and his~orical G.iver3Ly 
d.i2:l::ourse::; 3.re located \'Vhich shape 
and n.ame 1:hf· conceptu.;;:Jisatim·:s ·of 
1:he human emb;yo. I ha,1e pointed to 
the difficult task of a body s1..,ch as the 
E~n·cpean ParHan1.ent ~o e~chieve any 
bnd of 'hE,Enoni.oation'. I l1ave als•J 
asked questi()ns a~::-011.t the best ITlL2?tns 

oi C{Jintrol in ·Che face 01' rapidly cl~-:'.vel­
opinr; technologies, ii inde:ed >Ne :0ee a 
n,strair:J oi indi~1i::'u .. nl fr.'?eckim as de­
siI·able. I turn briefly noT,17 i:o •he ;ia­
pers pn,sented on the last a.iternoon 
of the sy1r1..posiuJn_,.,l, -.:,;+vhe:nt there vvas a 
slot designated for the views of 'reli­
gious and secular' organisations, 2x1 

interestine jm:i:oposi tion :-,zai11ct lh,e 
pc:pcrs from the forrn.2.:Jy .invit'.':'6 
speakers •-1vhich had bee:n o:n the pro­
g:·2rnme £or the precec .. ing two 21nd e 
half day-,. Five forn:;al papers were 
ELv2i:'~a!)I1.~. Sever2J of the thernes iri 
these/ h01.Neve1~ underlay tl--:i.e ,2ar1ie:r 

oapers. These papers lctcLed defrni­
t::venes:, .,md individually iliu,ira ted 
the discu.rsi'le approach I h_a.-ve Jol­
l{Tvvedl in this paper. 

Religiou5 ancl Se,:nfar Voice.s 

Gr Dalil Boubal--e,"u made 2J(tensive 
refei-ence to -th,? l<i:JrEm and condudecl 
on the subject 0£ the embryo in Iskrn 
tint hmnan life is a ',ncred gift from 
if:;od-1 and th.at each hu.rcu.an is a 1 unique 
being to be rrespected frorn the Jirst 
lTtODJ~,ents .oi his or her exist,e11ce'. E1n­
bry()S shc,uld }Je_ consider2d a.s ,.a tan­
gH;•le.-- direct prcm.ise of hurna:n life,, a 
human body h1 th2 m2hng and, as 
soon. as the receptors e;dsl_r a (.=od 0 • 

given soul'. Dr Boubake1Jx elrcpha -
~sised v\rhat he called the 1 parenthoo•d 
p'"oject' in Elny reproductive interven­
t:i.ons.18 

Pr•:-fes3oc Co:ombo, reporting on ;De­
half of the J Ioly See·'s Pe::11.a1ent Mis­
sion to the Council ofEurnre, empha­
sised the sacred.r:1-ess an(i inviolability 
of human 1.:.fe which i17dudes the ini 
tial phase which p"ecedes ;,irth. 'E ,,ery 
-2n1.bryonic rn2J1.ipulation not dir-2cted 
"'toviicn-iCls its heali:n.g,. the.in.1provement 
of it::; ,_·onditior, of health or its incli­
vidu_31j s11r\lival viol?.tes the respect 
due to the human person."' 19 

Fr I'I.Jikola.s :flatz.irdko1aou,, rep61ting 
on b,,haLf of the c~ee1r Orthodox 
Church_. daim;:d three ri2:hts of the 
,2rnb1yo: th1? r,gi1t ~o i.dentity the right 
':o Hfe, 3.rtd the r~ght to eternity The 
birth of the soul begins 2.( conceptio11. 
'.As the s"Cn_.1g;gle of a. you_ng child to 
re?.ch ad_ultho,od ancl n.-1.atu1ity sh.ould 
not lJe hindi2rt2d,. like-i;,,vise and ever~ 
11loP2 S(>;, the agony 2.n.d strt1.ggle of tl-te 
em'Jryo to host its soul 3hou:d not be 
51ssE1.nltecL' 20 

:Repres-entati'on. li'.:):f the J e--i.vish perspec­
tive 011 the natare a::J.d stat1:..1s of the 
hu:r.nan e111.bryo 'Vilas based on 'the five 
,.·evPal•2d books of the Tor2h and tbe 
cmnol"te11tar:ies on th,:::m by the auchcd-
1:ies of tl1e Talnm-:iic tranition', a::d 
tool~ the fonn of a number of reflec­
tio:nso 'I'iNo gener2J.l poj_nts V'.lere I'.nade: 
the pre-emirence of Iifce and ·1:he di.g­

nity of the burn.an inctividual'."1 

In the position vape:r presented on 
behalf ~f t:-,e E1;ropcan Ec1:;menical 
CcnTi.rnission fo:::· C'.hv:rch and Society, 
.ad,cn.'l=rvvledgrnent ·vvas giv,:::,n bJ .a plu-· 
r2.lil:y of p:isitions, Three dusters of 
opinsons ,ve1e clair-ied in relation. 1;o 
che sL,i:m of the embryo· 

The her.nan e~fftb·ryo is considered as. a. 
pE:rson ':o ·:,e, to snch 2n exte;1t tl13.: ab-. 
salute p:ro;:£c-hon is required. 

i'.,.i: the rJthe:r •sxtre1ne one ca.n find the 
positior:, v,1hich e,cruates ithe hu::r:a.:n. era-
1::;ryo to h,:rnan tissue, which implies that 
::.t nlay ~oe 1:.sed. £or research (u.11de:r 111ore 
or !.ess strict cu:J-ciitions). 

Bz:t.,.vv,een. these h,vo extrer:i.es, others try 
to take into account th-2 de•_relop111e:n.t of 

l'.1e er~'br1o. . [andj .wculd argue £or 
an h1creasing protecti,on 0£ the hurr.2.n 
errbrye du:ir.g i:he pregnancy. 22 

Two ::,a]Jers presented v:levv2 which 
1Nere largely fro1r~ outside the Erau­
pe,rn tradition, one '.'.Jy Dr J irn 
Nudeshlma of the Mitsubishi-K2.sei 
b1stitute of ~if::: Scis:n.ces h1 Tokyo a.11d 
111.y O'VVTt paper '{i\rhich I co-authored 
•NJ.th Rouputipuli Smith. In Japan 
I.hen? is no legal or z-1dm'.nistrntive 
regufa.ti.on c,f pract~ces associated with 
medically assisted prc,cre,1tirm, al-

tJ:1.ough these practices are vvide­
spread. Gern1-<U.ne ger:i.e therapy is 
helc'. by a moratoriu:n set ::,y the guk:e­
lines of the Ministry of Health in 199,-1 
without ?Ubl,c debate. Ivl2dically as­
Eisteri. procreation ~and protection of 
the h.ur1-12n. ern'i::,Iy'o Vb?-re said not to 
be controversia: topics in Japmes~ 
sodety generally. 2c 

Fossibly foe o:~rly rn.ajor difference b2-
t1/veen the range of vievvs I J1ea.rd at 
the symr,os;um ard the range one 
~:-night expect to :f.in.d in I'-Jev,1 Zealand 
was abc,ut ':he qc:;estion ,Jf fae identity 
0£ the ga.rnete donor. 'This lvas one of 
the th:::mes briefly explored in our pi­
per. F~at:putiputi Smith e:cp:ained that 
fm l\:fos1ri, V•/ai Tate a (spern~) 1'epre­
seni:ed lmea3e c,r ,Vhakapapa. the con­
cept of a o:.:on:inuity which embnces 
nol: on:y the gamete and but al.so the 
deceased rerson, T,vo irnplicat-i-o:.-,s of 
tti,; c1P2 chai: sperm rnust h2 registered 
so thai: ~:he children of the fo.f:ure can 
ldentify their 1-wi, and on lhE (1.eai:h of 
the donor~ ii: must :Je ofrer-ed oack to 
the family for disposal.2'1 For Maori, 
:::nere axe attributes of personh.ood 
E'/en at the g2,mete stage. (:urrently in 
!\Tew Zealand. fer:i.Hty c1h1ics keep 
iclenti£yi!1g records c,f sperm donors, 
and the Hu;nan Assisted Reproduc­
tive Te6rn.ology Bill provides for cen­
traHs.ed recordso i\.ccess by childrer:l il"'c'. 

the future is something that needs to 
be eiosurecL By concrast, -;,;Hh the ex­
ception of Sv/2clen (since 198L1), 1Ger­
many (si;~ce 1939), Austria (si:lce 1992) 
an-d S"vlt;;,.erland (since 1992), Furo­
pean ccunt!le:o have decided that c~o­
nors should remain a".1.onymous. Ar­
guraents to support anc,nyn:1ity v,.rere 
given 2.s: 

p,·c,~~ction of MJ,P [medic,;lly-assisted 
proc!:eation.] fa~n1'.i1Lc::s, protection of th.2 
d.0~_1Lor' s ini.:erests, thE: i:1:(erests oi the 
c:1:kl, :he neea to ba12.nc,2 bo1ogical and 
psychosocial trnt:1 k fi!iatlor :E,w, Strn­

ril.y or ::he filiation or IVIAP cr";klrrcn and 
suxvival Of NI.AP itself. 25 

lVidespi-ead anonymity of t)1e donor 
influences th2 relevance for l',,:'w Zea­
land of intern.?tional. r2se2.rcI1 re;Jorts 
about the effeds of donor insemina­
i:ion on chHdren born as the result of 
this p:cactice. 

I have referrHl in the title of Lhis pa­
per to the discotu:ses of plu.ralisr11. 1-\t-· 
te:tLdance at this syrnpositn11 gave :DJ.e 
a uni.que cpport-u.nlty to read beyc•'td 
the traditic::.1112J ·texts c~'trcdlable to cK:a-· 
-iernic inquiry and to eYpedence otl12r 
texts available through persc-nal ob­
cer.ral:ion and partidpation. Notable 



:~lt~::~;:~:~~:~:I':~;;'.'~ t~~:(; ';;:~'t:~~~3 
., . 1 F' 1· " · ,~,1~1·~ ?rotecoi or t 1e a:· 1a1nenrnry Lt n i,-

1Jet of the Pa:ais dt.? l"E11ropt\ vvh.ere 
the Svm;::c-sium TKas lrelc:. Th.2 former 
con11~~Turtlcated u:nsp0k2n pe::tsonal ap-

r;~~.:~;~:,s:1~~ 1i~:~~~~~~~(~;;: i~1
~::~:~;~~ 

tc find con11r:.o:n ground in diversity 
to pi-otect hurnardt~v itself. 

Cirt the ques-~io:ns of cc:tLEECtSHS; con­
trc;,l and the ro:e c;,f tl1e legislato\\ I rec· 
orn_rn(~n_,d -the ad vice of P1<::rf2:e1sor 
·v\.Tie.sla~1v L2Tlg :fror.n (:oF:ernic 1Jniver­
sity. Polancl: 

Pnictfr_al priLcip}ed_ cc:n.sensus o:n .:2n1.-

~{{il!;)Hlf (I\)f ~; 
;;:~:~!;~1~::tie~::~;ei~',;/ ~;:1a~i:c1~~::~~ 
of scidal C()Iti.:rol Hr;1it the field of conh\J~ 
versies on -i::he L:-:_g3.l status of t::1e ,~1nbryo 
and £a.ciEtab2 t:h_~~1.:.:o;_·fren_sus. TJ:-1.e cc,no.en­
sus on th.r.~ n1orrJ status of ;:1n erabr:yo is 

;·~=:. ~~:,~~~::~~:~i·t:~~;t~:;;~;=i: :::.~~/~:~~: 
~:j,::r::)1~ ~::~te0,::~:;;~:;:~~~;:;\~': 
c:::1,nstib)1ti'v2 a9su1rq::rtic:in r.)f its lE:gzll sta­
tus. In an or1-;:;:::.l aa::L ph.n'2Jist soc::.ety a 
philc1Sopi':ica: t:.nceri:ain-~y of the :-:J1o~'al 
~tatus of the en1bryo :nnist :~-esi:,Jt in u-1e 
r,2st:rai:n_-2dl y p,ernli~sive L2gal regulaHon~ 
of the ·-:i-racU_ce dealing ·vvi1J~t ernbryos. 21 
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1. ·:ihapetic F'.arnsden is aH asE,odate staff member of the 
Bioethics CenlrE:. So, e-;2rybody at Ihe Centre ,,,,as 

exerted ·1,ri 'h fhe m00ws that Irihc,peti was r,2cently elected 
to the International Associaicion of BioeihicE' 3oard of 
Di:recto::s. Th_e I..A.B is the o:;,·ga.nisation -fr1at i\Jastair 
Campbell hcis had c, 6r2at deal of i,nvolvement ·wii:h (he 
is presently ~1/ie:.2,,Presider1t). R.ea.iClers that v:,_rish to get 
iI1 to-u'.cl:1. ,viHJ the Ii\fi ca:_;_ CfJnt2.ct its nev-,r exe·cuti'iT'2 of­
fice· (The oifi-ce at 1\.ifoJJ.a.sh 1-Tniversit~y :C:l,ns1;:~d on l\1a.y 
:!0th) at: 

pr,esented his analysis to a recenc Centre seminar titled 
'\IVho speaks for the Dead?' It is am issue vvhich has 
attrad,2d considerable Inedia ati:ention, so it v,as no sur­
prise to see a co;oul' photograph of Gareth in a recent 
issue o,£ a nadc1nr21.1 rLev.rspaper. 

As readern d the _i.:.ei:•c,.rl: 'Nill knnw there has b2011 a 
n1ajor restructuring a(: Otago Iv:led:iced S,chool of the s2c­

l1nd and third years of fh.1,? n1eclicaJ curiiculurn, c~ne o:f 
the fea.-b.Ires o.f the neviT curriculu1T1 is it3 e1niJhasis. on 
the integration of materL;J acmes t:raditim-;al disciplines 
and a fo<:us on problem bas,2d learnhtg. 1997'c: s·econd 
year class is -S~e first to \Nork -v,.rith the :n._1_=;\iV 1 l:..1atient 
Doct•)r an.:, Society' nwdu:ie \d1e ,llird ye2,r cm-rJ.cuhun 
v,:ill hegir: i.n 1998). This module combines i_riput J.rom 
l:h,:, Bioetrtics Centre., ,md tl~'2 departmentc, of Prevr:::n­
tive ,,md Social JV1edicine and Behavioural :3cience. As 
well as iac:r,::ased. input b::.m the Centre in this m,odule 
we have alsc been involved more heavily v,,d1 other 
ares:s of the second yec1r cwTicu,1.nYL moe~hics staff have 
[:a.ken .a nv.n1.ber c~f iniH2.tives in cottrsiE: design and de-_. 
··v 12lop:r11ent ·svithin the ne1 .. ,v curricu_lao One existh1-g 
project has heen th2 production oi a ·Jideo 'L.i vbg vvith 
Hae'TLophilia', by Barban;. Nicholas and L?nlEy 
11.nderson, in collab,iralion with members .Jf three fami­
lies who have the ccmdHion. This has b2,.~n used. i'l3 a 
pa..1t ,of a t~,,-.,rc, V1Teek n1odule 'v\thich. dr2velops E:tu{lents 
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Planning is unde:c;,vay for the n_ext Su:.;.nnter Serrd.ncG· 
13 .. .[5 Feb:uary of n,e;-:t 7=,r1r. A planning commi:tee hz,s 
b,ee.n. appointed_ fo:r the Sernin_rnc" s ~cade1T1ic progran1rne 
and other p~·aci:icc::t consid:cf2.i:Ior,s. The intent is to to­
CUB en ernerging ies·u_ee. Jor ethic2, in I>Jevv Zeala:nd. Fay 
lvkDonakl h,~s been appointed as foe Achni1:1istrator for 
the Su1rin12r Serairu:lL '.Fa.v has 1J1Pert inv·olv,e,d -:vith the 
C'.entre1 s a.cti\1-:l.ties for a :nurnb~r of ye2xs and vviH bd_ng 
a range of Dldlls to this position. 

The Ce~1tre"s .AJ2t~_ng I)lreci:01~, Professor t~areth Jones¥ sl,::Hls in integrating 1na'i:erial learnt in. a_ 1TtI1nber of cUf .. 
has been prc,n-dnent in the rri_ed.ia :recently. I-Ie, a:1d . £ere:1t vvays and gppl ying theix kri'Cn1v"ledge to a -clinical 

I 

R0byn Haffi2 recenHy pul1lished an ari:i.cle in Na:i,:re situatI011c :P,esponses to th:? vidc,:i have b2en VeI'}' pvsi" 
rnagz1.zi:ne tit1(2cl 'C:onte:nding f,)r the I)efilf ('Vol :386 th;'f:. E-fxaluatiDil of its. 12f£ecti1Ie:ru2ss in "Ceach.ing is part 
tv'larr:h 6). The article o:insiders cun:eEt issues stnTou.nc1- 0£.ihe ongoh1g 6epa.rtr.cLenta1 rr:.:sea.rch into ethics ed1J.=-
ing the tJ.se and o;,.vneisfdp c.,f sl::.el,etal rE11ta:i11.s, 1Gareth cai:icl'Il, 
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