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CONFERENCE PROGRAMME

Friday, April 22

9:00 -10:00 a.m. Registration

10:00- 10:30 a.m. Welcome & Introductory remarks: 

Levi Fragell, Chair, IHEU Committee for Growth and Development.

Ana Lita, Director, IHEU-Appignani Center for Bioethics

Bio

Mr. Levi Fragell was President of IHEU from 1988 – 2003 and is currently Chair of IHEU’s Committee for Growth and Development. 

After a career as a school teacher, a journalist, a marketing  professional as well as press secretary for several cabinet ministers in Norway, Levi Fragell took up the leadership of the Norwegian Humanist Association in the 70s and led it through a great increase in membership. 

Levi Fragell was Chairman of the IHEU's 50th Anniversary World Humanist  Congress held in Amsterdam in 2002, and the 5th World Atheist Conference held in Vijayawada, India, in January 2005. HE has traveled worldwide for the promotion of organised Humanism.

His expertise is in Comparative Religion and Sociology and is known in the humanist circles as one of the strongest critics of Charismatic religions. 


Bio

Dr. Ana Lita is Director of the IHEU-Appignani Humanist Center for Bioethics at the United Nations in New York City. 

Ana Lita holds a Ph.D. in Applied Ethics and Social Philosophy from Bowling Green State University, U.S. and an M.A. in Sociology through Lancaster University, UK. The author of numerous conference presentations, scholarly and popular publications in the fields of education and ethics, Dr. Lita is recipient of a Soros Foundation Fellowship and a National Association Fellowship for International Scholars. 

She was a visiting researcher at the European University Institute in Florence, Italy in 1995, and as a junior researcher at the Institute for Educational Sciences in Bucharest, Romania from 1991-1995, where she was responsible for a joint research project on Adult Education with UNESCO-Institute for Education in Hamburg. 

Prior to accepting the position at the IHEU, she served as an Assistant Professor of Philosophy at Lincoln University, Missouri. She is fluent in English, French, Italian, and Romanian, and lives in New York City.

10:30 – 11:15 a.m.

Ethics, Cloning and the World of 2005

Glenn McGee, Conference Chairman

Abstract

Human cloning has become a political phenomenon, representing hopes and  anxieties that are far flung from the likely use of the technology. Equally vague are legal and ethical matters concerning cloning in the U.S. and around the world.  Who should control cloning technology and what measures should be used to that end?  Who should propose and who implement rules aimed at increasing the use of these technologies to improve human life? Why is concern about cloning focused on fears that seem unfounded, and why is optimism so directed at short-term medical gain?  What if anything is wrong with reproductive uses of human cloning?  These questions have morphed and evolved during the course of the past five years.  Dr. McGee will discuss both answers to these questions and the nature of the political debate and bioethics debate we can expect in the coming decade.

Bio

Glenn McGee is the Editor in Chief of The American Journal of Bioethics.  He holds The John A. Balint Endowed Chair in Medical Ethics, and is Director of the New York Bioethics Institute (NYBI), established at the Albany Medical Center in April 2005.  He is also Chief of the new Office of Bioethics of New York Department of Health. 

Dr. McGee received the B.A. in Philosophy from Baylor, and the Ph.D. in Philosophy at Vanderbilt.  He then studied population genetics at Harvard and held a post-doctoral fellowship at the U.S. National Human Genome Research Institute. From 1995 until 2005 he was Assistant Professor of Medical Ethics and Associate Director for Education of the Center for Bioethics at the University of Pennsylvania. 

Dr. McGee's books include The New Immortality, Who Owns Life?, Pragmatic Bioethics, The Human Cloning Debate, The Perfect Baby, and most recently Beyond Genetics, a book about the merging of computers and genetics. He has authored more than 100 articles in medical, scientific and law journals and has delivered 86 named lectureships.  

Dr. McGee regularly testifies at the federal and state level and is a member of the U.S. Food and Drug Administration Molecular and Genetic Devices Panel and more than two dozen editorial and advisory boards in academia, government, industry and foundations.  He is Senior Editor of Bioethics for the MIT Press and he is a regular commentator for National Public Radio. He is also founding director of the first and largest bioethics website, bioethics.net.  From 1998 until 2004 he wrote a syndicated column for MSNBC, since then he has written blog.bioethics.net.

11:15 – 12:00 p.m.

Think Tanks, Bioethics, and Public Policy:  Who is weighing in and why?

Kathryn Hinsch

Abstract

The purpose of the talk is to demonstrate how public policy institutes and other advocacy groups, commonly known as “think tanks,” have recently added bioethics to their political agendas. These well-funded groups, who most often are coming from an extremely conservative and overtly religious point of view, are actively framing the public debate on reproductive and genetic technologies and influencing policy on a national and international level. 

Kathryn Hinsch will also explore how the field of bioethics is evolving from a discipline based on philosophical constructs to one defined by legal precepts in the realm of public policy.  Examples will include the recent work of the national bioethics commissions, UNESCO’s current efforts to draft a declaration on universal bioethical norms, and legislation introduced at the state level. Kathryn Hinsch will argue that it is vital for women, who have a special stake in bioethical issues, to come together to promote the thoughtful application of biotechnology to improve the status of women's lives, to safeguard women’s bodies from harm, and ensure that women’s life priorities are recognized in all public policy decisions.


Bio

Kathryn Hinsch is the founder of the Women's Bioethics Project, a Seattle-based non-profit, non-partisan public policy think tank focused on neuro-ethics, women’s health, and reproductive technologies. 

Ms. Hinsch was employed by Microsoft Corporation for 12 years prior to pursuing her philanthropic interests. At the time she left the company, she had become the Senior Director of Worldwide Marketing for Windows CE. Prior to Microsoft she worked in a variety of public policy and political positions. 

Ms. Hinsch received her B.A. in Political Economy from the Evergreen State College in Olympia, Washington, in 1982, and is an alumna of the Stanford Executive Program in Palo Alto, California. She has also done postgraduate work at the Harvard Divinity School in Cambridge, Massachusetts.

Lunch Break  12:00 - 1: 30 p.m.

1:30- 2:15 p.m.  

The Stem Cell Wars
Bernard Siegel
Abstract
Embryonic stem cell research is perhaps the greatest medical breakthrough  in our lifetimes. Despite all its promise for treatments and cures, the research is under relentless attack by foes that seek to criminalize potentially life saving research and treatments, with potentially severe penalties directed at scientists and patients. The stem cell wars cover topics like cloning, scientific freedom and abortion. The battlefields are in the UN, Washington and state capitals.  Attorney Bernard Siegel is a frontline warrior and public policy expert. He will discuss the legal framework and provide a complete debriefing on this subject that is vital to everyone's future. Who are the stakeholders in this conflict? Why did the UN fail to pass a convention against cloning? And the most important question: could the cure for all diseases be banned?

Bio

Bernard Siegel is the Executive Director of the Genetics Policy Institute (GPI) based in West Palm Beach, Florida. 

Mr. Siegel filed the landmark case against the organization Clonaid, initiating the first legal action to oppose the reproductive cloning of humans. In 2003, he traded his 30-year courtroom career to found GPI, which leads the global cause of stem cell research. He has led the effort to keep somatic cell nuclear transfer (therapeutic cloning) legal in the United States and throughout the world. Working with the leading scientific authorities, Mr. Siegel has been instrumental in educating the United Nations General Assembly on cloning issues. Mr. Siegel also works with grassroots activists and other key stakeholders to formulate effective strategies in support of embryonic stem cell research. 

Mr. Siegel has appeared on the CBS Evening News with Dan Rather, The Early Show, CNN, CNN International, MSNBC, Fox and Friends and network news shows throughout the U.S. and internationally. He was profiled on National Public Radio’s All Things Considered. He has been quoted in the New York Times,  Washington Post,  Boston Globe, The Scientist, New Scientist, Wired News, The London Times, Le Monde, Pravda, The Peoples Daily and many other publications. He is an international lecturer and public speaker, appearing at political, university, medical, legal, bioethics, and community gatherings. Mr. Siegel received his undergraduate and jurist doctor degrees from the University of Miami.
2:15-3:00 p.m.

The health and societal hazards of human biotechnologies

Stuart A. Newman

Abstract 

 
In the space of 30 years the field of developmental biology has gone from an obscure backwater of science to a presumed cornucopia of balms and elixirs for restoration of human health and improvement of the species: stem cells, cloned embryos, human-animal chimeras and designer babies.  This talk will describe the social forces that led to this state of affairs and provide a scientist’s perspective that looks beyond the hype to the limitations of these technologies, their proneness to error, and their potential to blur the boundary between the human and the manufactured.    

Bio

Stuart A. Newman is a professor of Cell Biology and Anatomy at New York Medical College, Valhalla, New York  He has contributed to several scientific fields, including biophysical chemistry, developmental biology, and evolutionary theory.  Newman was a founding member of the Council for Responsible Genetics (Cambridge, MA) and is currently a Fellow of the Institute on Biotechnology and the Human Future (Chicago, IL). He has testified before Congressional committees on issues ranging from patenting of organisms to human stem cells and cloning.  Newman has been an INSERM Fellow at the Pasteur Institute, Paris, a Fogarty Senior International Fellow at Monash University, Australia, a visiting scientist at the University of Paris-Sud, the French Atomic Energy Center-Saclay, the Indian Institute of Science, Bangalore, the Konrad Lorenz Institute, Vienna, and the University of Tokyo. He has also been a consultant to the National Institutes of Health on policy regarding the use of human fetal tissue for research. He is co-author (with Gabor Forgacs) if the forthcoming texbook Biological Physics of the Developing Embryo (Cambridge Univ. Press, 2005).  He received an A.B. from Columbia University and a Ph.D. in chemical physics from the University of Chicago.  

3:00-3:15 p.m. Coffee Break

3: 15- 4:00 p.m.

Transhumanism, Biopolitics and the New Rights Paradigm
James Hughes


Abstract

Issues driving the biopolitical polarization of "bioconservatives" and "transhumanists" are disagreement  about (a) "humanness" vs. "personhood" as a basis for rights, (b) the value of the "natural", (c)  the limits of human reason, and (d) the grounds for restricting individual bodily autonomy. In other words transhumanism is the humanist position in the emerging biopolitics. One of the ironies of transhumanism-as-humanist-bioethics however, is that it poses a profound challenge to existing "human rights" frameworks. 

The transhumanist notion of "technological self-determination" challenges human rights discourse to incorporate access to technology as a requisite for the fuller development of human capabilities, connecting rights movements as disparate as reproductive rights, transgender rights and cognitive liberty. Transhumanism also joins a specific wing of animal rights in rejecting speciesism; human rights can't just be for humans. The emerging transhumanist movement can also learn a good deal from humanism and human rights discourse.

The rejection of techno-utopian narratives of progress by political progressives since World War Two have left libertarians and advocates of radical individualism as the most transhumanists. Part of the challenge of a global transhumanist
bioethics is to re-connect with the progressive democratic tradition. As transhumanists struggle to become relevant to a world of radical inequality and glaring market failures, transhumanists need to learn from the humanist movement the importance of the democratic process, andthe democratic values of solidarity and equality.

Bio

James Hughes serves as the Executive Director of the Institute for Ethics and Emerging Technologies and its affiliated World Transhumanist Association. He teaches Health Policy at Trinity College in Hartford Connecticut, and serves as Trinity's Associate Director of Institutional Research and Planning. 

Dr. Hughes produces the weekly syndicated public affairs talk show Changesurfer Radio, writes the Change Surfing column for Betterhumans.com, and contributes to the democratic transhumanist Cyborg Democracy blog. Dr. Hughes is the author of Citizen Cyborg: Why Democratic Societies Must Respond to the Redesigned Human of the Future. 

Dr. Hughes lives in rural eastern Connecticut with his wife, the artist Monica Bock, and their two children.

4: 00- 4:30 p.m. 

FILM: Are you a Transhuman? 

A Documentary film about the futurist philosopher and science fiction novelist F.M Esfendiary (FM 2030) will be presented. Dr. James Hughes will introduce the philosophical and futurist ideas of FM2030. Born with a conventional name, FM 2030 changed both his first and last name to reflect his beliefs and confidence in the future. He is the author of several pioneering books on the future, including Are You a Transhuman? Optimism One, Up-Wingers, and Telespheres. He worked with the UN and was a consultant to industry, government, film, TV productions and the Space Agency.

Questions of social, economic, medical, political and technological changes and how they impact the way people live, love, work and play were his main concerns throughout his life.

4:30- 5:00 p.m.

The Human Embryonic Stem Cell Debate and the Commodification of
Women:  Parallels between the morality of abortion and embryonic stem
cell research
Marin Gillis

Abstract

My aim in this paper is to demonstrate how human embryonic stem cell research may morally harm women. I argue that the harm is the potential exploitation of women and the products of their reproductive labour, i.e. human embryos and fetal tissue, through the commodification of women's bodily tissues and reproductive capacities. 

I propose that the best way to disclose the specific harms to women in the human embryonic stem cell controversy is to look at the relationship between it and the abortion debate. There are parallels between the ethics of abortion and human stem cell research. I argue that there is one tempting way to maintain the parallels which does not foster the proper moral consideration of women in either the abortion debate or the human embryonic stem cell debate. However, I maintain that if we understand the abortion debate from women's perspective, we will be able to see the appropriate relationship between the abortion and stem cell debates. Further, unless we understand the abortion debate from women's perspective, not only will we miss important elements of the abortion debate, we will not have a good understanding of why it is that human embryonic stem cell research and therapy pose specific moral harms to women.

Bio

Marin Gillis is an Assistant Professor of Health Care Ethics and Philosophy at the Massachusetts College of Pharmacy and Health Sciences, an appointment she accepted last fall. She is an executive member of the Association of Feminist Ethics and Social Theory (FEAST) and a member of the Boston Academic Bioethics Roundtable (BABR). She has followed graduate programs in philosophy in Belgium (Ph.L. Higher Institute of Philosophy, KU Leuven) and Canada (PhD U of Calgary). She held a Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council of Canada Doctoral fellowship at Calgary and was awarded numerous scholarships there.

5:00-5:15 p.m. Coffee Break

5:15-6:00 p.m.

Life extension, human rights, and the rational refinement of repugnance
Aubrey de Grey
Humanity has long demonstrated a paradoxical ambivalence concerning the extension of healthy human lifespan. Modest health extension has been universally sought, whereas extreme (even indefinite) health extension has been regarded as a snare and delusion a dream beyond all others at first blush, but actually something we are better off without. The prevailing pace of biotechnological progress is bringing ever closer the day when humanity will be able to act on the latter view by rejecting a clear and present opportunity for much longer healthy lives. Indeed, some bio-gerontologists (including myself) contend that that day has already arrived, to the extent that our hesitation in embarking on a vigorous "War On Aging" is already delaying the point at which a cure for aging will be developed. 

Here I consider whether our present caution concerning the wisdom of truly curing aging is likely to survive the increased scrutiny that it will receive in coming years as a result of these technical advances. I conclude that it will not, because of its irreconcilability with values that are more deeply held by the large majority of humanity than any values that argue against the quest for a cure. I further conclude that all the major current reasons given for not curing aging are mere crutches to help us cope with the immutability of aging that we have been brought up to accept. Our failure to set aside such irrationality (as it has become with recent advances in biomedical gerontology, even if it was justifiable on psychological grounds hitherto) is already shortening potential longevity -- quite probably of those already alive today -- to a staggering degree. Once we realize this, our determination to consign human aging to history will be second only to our shame that we took so long to break out of our collective trance.

Dr. Aubrey de Grey is born London, England, 1963. He holds a B.A., M.A. and Ph.D., from the University of Cambridge, Cambridge, UK. Since 1992 he is a researcher at the Department of Genetics, University of Cambridge, UK. The central goal of his bio-gerontology work is to expedite the development of a true cure for human aging. He is a member of the following journals editorial board: Rejuvenation Research (editor-in-chief) Mitochondrion (associate editor) AGE (Journal of the American Aging Association), Current Stem Cell Research & Therapy. He is also a member of the scientific advisory boards of: Methuselah Foundation Chairman and Chief Science Officer, Maximum Life Foundation, Legendary Pharmaceuticals, Alcor Life Extension Foundation, Singularity Institute for Artificial Intelligence. He is the author of numerous articles and conference presentations related to ethics of aging, a fairly new branch of bioethics.
SOCIAL EVENT AND CENTER LAUNCH

6: 30 pm – Cash Bar UN Millennium Plaza Hotel
7:30 pm Dinner Party, the Ambassador Grill, UN Millennium Plaza Hotel

$ 40 per each person.

Roadmap for a Humanist World by 2050 

Address by Louis Appignani, the patron of the Appignani Humanist Center for Bioethics

Mr. Louis Appignani is a successful entrepreneur from Miami Florida. He was born in NYC Manhattan. Currently chairman and founder of Los JA Realty Inc., he was also the chairman and founder of Computer Education Inc., and Barbizon International Modeling School until 2000. He graduated from the Baruch School in NYC and earned an MS degree form Columbia University in finance. He attended postgraduate studies in economics at Indiana University. He has served on the boards of several professional civic organizations and in 2001 established the Appignani Foundation to “support secular activities that will address significant, viable and long tem human goals on our planet.”

Saturday, April 23

9:00-9:30 a.m. 

Bioethics and Religion – Is there a role for faith-based absolutes? 

Robert Buckman


Abstract

Every religion enshrines a code of ethics and behavior, prescribing some actions, proscribing others, and it is held as a fundamental truth that those commandments, dictates and prohibitions have been handed down by, or have been blessed by, that religion's God (or gods or divine beings). Despite this, and the universal exhortations not to kill, even a cursory glance at humankind's history shows that acts of widespread cruelty and killing, including wars, murders and genocides, have frequently been inspired by faith, and are carried out in the name of God. Neuroscience research now shows that the perception of a God (or a Sensed Presence) is actually the product of one particular area of the brain (the right temporal lobe). Furthermore, this area has rich connections with the centers that regulate aggression (the amygdales) and studies show that aggression is easily provoked by sensations created in the right temporal lobe. Furthermore, approximately 7% of the general population states that they would kill a person if they genuinely believed that their God told them to do so. The links between our behavior and our beliefs - particularly in regards to the faith-based systems of bioethics on issues such as particularly concerning abortion and euthanasia -  will be discussed in this presentation, as will the possibility that we may be able to 'be good without God'.


Bio 

Dr. Robert Buckman lives in Toronto, Canada, where he is a  medical oncologist at the Princess Margaret Hospital, and a full Professor in the Department of Medicine at the University of Toronto and adjunct Professor at the M.D.Anderson Cancer Center in Houston, Texas, specializing in breast cancer and also in teaching communication skills in oncology to physicians and nurses. 

For the last twenty years Dr. Buckman has also had a second career in communication and broadcasting, presenting television science-and-medicine programmes in Britain and then Canada, including  his series Magic or Medicine? for which he won a Gemini award (the Canadian TV Industry equivalent of an Emmy). Dr. Buckman has written fourteen books including How To Break Bad News a medical textbook for physicians and healthcare professionals, What You Really Need To Know About Cancer a comprehensive

guide for patients and their families, Not Dead Yet an autobiography and Can We Be Good Without God? Biology, Behavior and the Need to Believe, which was a national best-seller.  He is the president of the Humanist Association of Canada and Chairman of the IHEU’s Advisory Board of Bioethics. 

9.30 am – 10.00 am 

The Art of Man

Babu Gogineni

Abstract

Humanity nourishes its creative spirit through artistic and cultural achievement. As humanity tunes into the rhythm of the cosmos by discovering and understanding nature’s laws, we cultivate our highest art: science. Modern superstition can offer a real challenge to scientific progress: as it had done, for example, in the biological sciences when the first genetic advances were made in the 1800s, when the first hybridization experiments were undertaken, when the first test tube babies were produced, and most recently when biotechnology experiments have been carried out. As doomsday prophets from the environment movement warn of disaster and untold misery, humankind succumbs to fear at great cost to itself. There seem to be no inherent ethical dilemmas involved in cloning higher animals - problems that could arise because of the immense possibilities created by modern biology are not so complex that they cannot be tackled with the application of reason, that great resource of humanity.

Babu Gogineni is the Executive Director of IHEU and the Editor of International Humanist News. He is based in London, UK, but is originally from India where he was involved in the Indian Radical Humanist Association and the Rationalist Association of India. Babu successfully led the worldwide campaign to liberate Dr. Younis Shaikh, victim of Pakistan's blasphemy laws, from death row. He is a member of the International Advisory Board of the Oslo Coalition for Freedom of Religion or Belief and on the Executive Committee of the International Historical Court, and has co-edited three books: Rationalist Essays, The Humanist Way and IHEU 1952-2002, Past, Present and Future. 


Babu began his career as a French language teacher and teacher trainer and a literary and technical translator and interpreter at the Alliance Francaise of Hyderabad. The French Embassy in India published a small collection of short stories by Guy de Maupassant which he translated into his mother tongue Telugu.

10:00 a.m. – 10.30 am
The Bioethics of Information: Intellectual Property and Global Science
Austin Dacey
Abstract

Science is a collective enterprise. Scientific inquiry, knowledge production, and technological applications depend crucially on the free exchange of information, and therefore thrive in a legal environment in which research procedures and data are largely public and non-proprietary. However, recent trends in the data management and biological industries, and legal initiatives such as European Union Database Directive and the U.S. Digital Millennium Copyright Act are converging to challenge the collaborative ethos of science and undermine the global knowledge commons. This is especially important in the case of bioscience, which often impacts matters life and death, and for developing nations, whose access to resources severely limits their ability to pay for participation. In this way, a new fundamental bioethical issue has emerged alongside the contests over generic drugs and seed patenting affecting the South: equal open access to global bioscience. How can scientists and concerned citizens respond? What are the appropriate roles for national governments and transnational bodies such as the WTO and United Nations? This presentation explores these questions and considers whether humanist thought has distinctive contributions to make.
 
Austin Dacey has lectured and published widely on issues at the intersection of science, religion, ethics, and society. He works for the Center for Inquiry, a think tank affiliated with the State University of  New York and concerned with the secular, scientific outlook. He serves as executive editor of Philo, an academic journal specializing in philosophical naturalism; a contributor to the magazines Skeptical Inquirer and Free Inquiry; and director of the Center's new Science and the Public program. In 2002 he earned a doctorate in applied ethics and social philosophy, concentrating on liberalism, conscience, and public discourse. He is co-author (with Lewis Vaughn) of The Case for Humanism: An Introduction.

10:30-11:00 Coffee Break 

11:00 am -11.30 a.m.

Still Forgetting Women: Genetic Information, Moral Obligations, and Gender

Inmaculada de Melo-Martín

Abstract

The purpose of this paper is to show that a decontextualized approach to ethical issues is not just unhelpful for the decision making process of real, situated human beings, but dangerous. This is so, because by neglecting the context in which people make moral decisions we run the risk of reinforcing or furthering injustices against already disadvantaged groups. To show this, I evaluate three moral obligations that our ability to obtain genetic information has made salient: the duty to obtain genetic information about ourselves, the obligation to inform family members about genetic risks and the duty not to reproduce when we know that there is a high risk of transmitting a serious disease or defect. I will argue here that in ignoring the context in which these moral obligations are put into practice, and in particular the situation of women in our society, those who defend these moral duties might be furthering injustices against women. 

Inmaculada de Melo-Martín is Associate Professor of Philosophy at St. Mary’s University in San Antonio, TX. She received her M.A. from the University of Oviedo, Spain and her Ph.D. in Philosophy from the University of South Florida. She recently completed an M.S. in Molecular Biology.  Her research interests include Bioethics, Philosophy of Science, and Environmental Philosophy. She is the author of Making Babies: Biomedical Technologies, Reproductive Ethics, and Public Policy (Dordrecht: Kluwer, 1998). Her current work focuses on the implications of the biological sciences and biotechnologies for ethics and public policy. 

11:30 a.m. – 12.00 am
Markets in Human Organs and the Ethics of Inducements
James Taylor 
Abstract
In this paper I will argue that markets in human organs should be introduced. I argue that the common objection to such a market--that it will compromise the autonomy of those who would participate in it as vendors--is mistaken. In particular, I focus on the claim that inducing a person to sell (e.g.) a kidney would compromise her autonomy. I argue that this claim rests on three main arguments: (i) That a person who is offered such an inducement would suffer from weakness of will, (ii) that a person offered such an inducement would suffer from motivational ambivalence, and (iii) that a person offered such an inducement would suffer from a reduction in the number of eligible options open to her. With these three arguments for the claim that inducements can compromise autonomy in place, I argue that they are all mistaken.
James Stacey Taylor is the editor of Personal Autonomy: New essays (Cambridge University Press, 2005), and the author of Stakes and Kidneys: Why markets in human body parts are morally imperative (Ashgate Press, 2005). He has published numerous articles in journals such as Social Philosophy & Policy, Public Affairs Quarterly, The Journal of Value Inquiry, Journal of Social Philosophy, Philosophical Papers, Philosophia, The Southern Journal of Philosophy, Journal of Medical Ethics, and the Journal of Applied Philosophy, among others. He has contributed chapters to several edited collections on both ethics and action theory, and his work has been widely anthologized. He is currently completing a monograph entitled Autonomy's Realm: Identification, Autonomy, and Applied Ethics, and is starting work on a monograph on the metaphysical and ethical issues surrounding death. 
12:00 p.m. – 12: 30 p.m.
Defining Success: Assessing the Feasibility of Pig-to-Human Transplantation Ololade Olakanmi

Abstract

In light of the severe shortage of transplantable organs, scientists have been seriously considering using pigs as potential organ donors. In the past, pig-to-human transplantation was an idle hope, but with recent advances researchers have been able to develop this procedure into a potential therapy.  However, the utilization of this procedure also begets a multitude of moral, ethical and biological dilemmas which must be addressed if animal-to-human transplantation is ever to become a clinical reality.  In this paper I will enumerate and attempt to rationally reach a conclusion on many of the dilemmas that encircle the issue of cross-species transplantation.  I will especially focus on many of the biological concerns.  I will then argue that before pig-to-human transplantation is implemented, the scientific community must agree on the degree of laboratory “success” necessary for this procedure to advance into clinical trials.

Ololade Olakanmi is currently a junior at Grinnell College where he is pursuing a BA in biology and philosophy.  His research interests primarily focus on the ethics of organ transplantation from pigs to humans.  He has presented his research at the Ohio University International Student Conference on Applied and Professional Ethics as well as the Pacific University Philosophy Conference, and will present his research at the International Conference on Ethical Issues in Biomedical Engineering.  After receiving his BA, Ololade intends to enter an MD/PhD program where he will conduct research on xenotransplant immunology.

12: 30 p.m. - 01:00 p.m.

Ethical Aspects of Engineering Prolongevity 

Peter Derkx


Abstract 

This paper deals with four different scenario's for life extension: (1) prolonged senescence (a longer period of infirmity);  (2) compressed morbidity (an extended "health span"); (3) decelerated or delayed aging (the period of infirmity starts later but is
 not shortened); (4) arrested aging, negligible senescence or rejuvenation. Some remarks will be made on the probability and technical feasibility of each scenario, but the body of the paper will be devoted to a critical survey of the ethical arguments for and against each of them, from a humanist point of view. 

Types of arguments considered relate to:
 a) aging is not a disease but a natural process (medical therapy versus enhancement); b) demographic, economical, social, political and financial consequences on the level of society; c) consequences for individual human well-being, freedom and suffering; - implications for the meaning(s) of life of individual human beings: "A nonnegotiable limit to our expected time is necessary for each of us as the incentive to number our days and make them count" (Hans Jonas, 1985); d) the reciprocal social relationships of altruism, care and responsibility within families and between generations; e) an increase in social injustice to be expected from life extension technology: "The life-extending eugenics of tomorrow will increase  inequality, not because these technologies are evil in themselves - they are not - but because they will flourish in a world that has turned its back on the passion for equality that was once a hallmark of the Enlightenment" (Alex
 Mauron, 2004).
 

Bio
 Peter Derkx is a professor of Humanism and Worldviews at the University
 for Humanistics (Universiteit voor Humanistiek) at Utrecht in The
 Netherlands. His main fields of interest are the theory of humanism as a
 worldview, and science, technology and meanings of life. He is the head of
 the research program "Towards a 'lingua democratica' for the debate on
 genomics" and his own research focuses on a humanist view of genetic
 enhancement of human embryos.


1:00 p.m. -2:00 p.m. Lunch Break
2:00 p.m. – 2:30 p.m.
Suicide or Euthanasia: The final option? 

Manuel A. Paz-y-Miño
Abstract
In the present paper we will offer arguments against and in favor of suicide and euthanasia. Through out the world - in poor and rich societies - people irrespective of age, sex, social, economic or educational level have desperately looked for suicide in times of boredom, anomy, terrible pain and/or anguish because of different reasons -social, sentimental, emotional, economic, honor, health etc.


Although many times to commit suicide is valued as a cowards' action also it can be seen as a rational alternative to a situation without an apparent solution in some cultures and in some epochs of human history. For theists only God the Creator of all things and living beings has a right on life and death so it is a grave error to commit suicide or to ask for euthanasia. For those who disbelieve in the supernatural but believe in human freedom, man has a right not only to choose how to live but how to die. Hence euthanasia as a humanitarian death (when there is  irreversible brain death, or no solution to great pain and unavoidable agony) should be a moral and legal option and not punished as it is in many parts of the world. Finally the author defends the right to enjoy life as much as possible, but with dignity, and in a constructive and positive way.

 
Manuel A. Paz-y-Miño Conde (Bachelor's & Licentiate's degree in Philosophy by San Marcos National University, Lima) has taught in several Peruvian Colleges. He is author of 6 books including Does God Not Exist? and he has translated, edited or published other 20 works through the Peruvian Journal of Applied Philosophy's Publishing House Association.

2:30 p.m. – 3.00 p.m.
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