




















- Bgreccia deplore%
- domination and destruction and the failure tocome - |
o to terms with the {ranscendant nature of the person, =~ -
© - He is. partxcularly critical of ntilitarian approaches_ L
to pubhc policy, and he makeb a plea for the ethical Research iy Etlncqand Health Issues at i)wAscet Vale szmpus__- =
~dimensions of scientific ' endeavour to be explored -
with _greater rigour. He . goes on to cons1der the

role.of the Churchas - teacher -and protector of .  L

 Bruno Schuller S], Professor of Mora] Philosophy in - _:
Munster, is critical of the documents Humanae Vifae

“and Donum. Vitae because they fail to justify the claim

~that God has willed an absolute connection betwee_n o :
- these questions and suggests that the Church is a -

. playerinthe formulation of public pohcy and ought to . -
~discharge her responslbilxtles inthepublicarena. “The .
“Church must proceed with_political sophistication, -
“moral sensitivity and ecumemcal tact n‘ itisto enter i
E _ihe law and pahcy debate BTN 3

: the two ¢ritical aspects of the con;ugai act,

-John Haas, Assmtant Profesaor of Theology at the :
Ponhflc_al College in Ohio, is concerned that in many. .
~ documentsdealing with procreation thereis confusion .
of the Jaws of nature with the moral law or natural -
law. (’IhomasAqumasdrewacleardlstmctmnbetween
the two). - He goes on to describe the Instruction as.
affirming the goodness of ‘the body and as moving
~away from the legalistic language which has.

- characterised earher staternents. He then supportsthe -

- major thrust of Donum Vitae “asserting that a ‘couple -
" begetratherthanmakeachﬂd animportantdistinction .

~“inany reflection on the dignity of thechild and its -

nght tobe free of the dommatmn of others. o

- of precreation -comes from : Msgr
Director of the Centre for Bioethics in Rome. Msgr
‘the trend

_: 'humamty
From the perspective :

."Sgrecma is too negauvemhxs appreciation of human
: relahonshlps

- family . is-

shift -
mnompietely reﬂected in Catho}ic sexual ethxcs

' Instrucuon 8"

: 'relanonship between cons¢ience ‘and  consensus in

" the formulation ‘of pubhc policy; and third, tensions

: O.f Lisa'_Sé\(éle Cahill, -
" Associate Profescsor of Theology. at Boston College, -

“She suggests that .rather than .
.~ concentrating ‘on_particular biological acts involved -
. - in procreation, a more fruitful way 1o examine the

" issue wou}d be to consider the context in which the -
to be. formed. . She argues. that Roman =
- Catholic teachmg about ihe nature of ‘marriage is
undergoing - a paradlgm which is: stﬂl -

The iast sechon of the book deals w1ih thei_'.-.'.j 3. famlztate assomat;on in matters pertammg to-_

_ Impact on Leglq}ahon and Pubhc .
" Policy.. “Edmund Pellegrino sketches three dilemmas | |
~ raised by the document: first, that of the limits of -
' -rehgxous liberty and the relahon of religion fo law.. =
ina mult1~cultural and democratlc soc:iety, second the: =

- 'Austrahan Cathohc Umvers;ty in other States

-re;ec:ts some of their beliefs, 1“-’ellegnno 8 treatment of _
3the issues is wise and con51dered ' :

Archbifshop }ohn Qumn of San Franmsco pleS up o

The fmal word is ieft toa lawyer Steven Frankmo

~ Dean of the Law. School at Villanova University, o
Pennsylvania. He is unhappy about the way in which

the Instruction ‘addresses political authorities and -

. sometimes confuses judicialand legislative functions.
. He argues that the best way for the Churchto procee. .
' in seeking to influence the community is to strive for

- legislative safeguardq rather than for the prohxbxtion
oof, SpEC!fiC procedurcs AN -
Further support for thls anaiysm of the meanmg. o

Elio Sgreccia, -
i for further discussion of the instx uction Donum Vilge,

’I‘h;c isa provocahve book whzch opem i:he way.: :

in society towards 118 precisely the sort of initiative which ought to be

: _taken by a Cathohc Umverszty ina piurahsnc somety

'Dr Lzz Hcpbum I B V. M is Co Ordumfor of f}fe Centre for Lo

- '_offiusx‘mharz Crzthohc Urzwcrc;:fy Melboumc o

THE CENTRH E@R ETHECS g
The ob}eciives of the (,entre are to

1. conduct research of an mternat;onalstandard':_
~into - the. ‘ethical and theological ‘aspects of -

~health care, and to contrxbute from a Cat‘nohc_' :
iperspectlve to developments in thxs fzeld 1

_2..: zeducate health care professmna}s in. the basm :
L _eihlcaland theologmal pmncspieb thatunderpm
' '_"thir work B SR : L

_--.e%hscs between Austrahan Cathohc Umversxty, k
S Vincent's Iiospxtal other, uxmer51taes and
health care mshtuhons and : :

4. co- operate w1th other centre% in relevant ;
. fields, and especxaily ‘with ethics  centres of -

'ammg for Catholics hvmg in a commumty which

. B1octh1cs Outlaok






" Iglesias (and, i.ncidentally,.of_ Ford) is that this défencé_

will be of no avail for our moral problems in connec- .

tion with the zygote and the foetus, To develop this

. point, let mebegin with Iglesias’ attempt to compel the -
- identification of the commencement of the existence of -

" '_.'me Metaphysms 'I‘o Momhty

'- 'the human person w1th conceptxon

o Acentralstrand oflglesmas argumenhs{he 1de,a that R
- since the conceptus does indeed develop intoahuman, -~

- “aduli characterised by various powers, it must itself, -
. “while yet an embryo, be possessed of those powers

" which make it dlstmchve}y human, someihmg wlmh B
T (gwen nurture) wsll become a human adult - '

_ But thIS is Just false A calerplilar wﬂl deve]op mto L
- a butterﬂy, but it does not follow that since the latter:

e can fly, the former can too. Whaias true is ihat unlike ;
. this sort of mPtaphysxcal situation that matters. "

" tohavethe powerto fly, Thesame s true of the himan " Presumably, itisnotuntil materially-stable conditions

".._.embryo unlike a wallaby embf}/c}, it has the power o . 'have been established ‘and, ‘placenta and embryo:

o come. to have the power to speak a languaae ete, A stabl yd1stmguzqhed thatt}u.humamndmduaibemg,. _
~the ‘human. person, emerges out of the hitherfo
F (thoughlt is qystemabcally related toihepower to F) - insufficiently “worked up” mass of cells. 1t seems
BT D, L _ _ soomore piausxb}eto attnbute to c.;uchabemg thantothe
[ -zygote powers which are d;%tmchvcly human, This
- point ‘is not. conceptual itis an 4. postemrt move,
_Ider\hfymg ‘the ‘extension of the theoretical- -
s philosophical concapt of human being or substance,

-1t does nol-furn on problemq of identity all egedly - ;.'

" asample of gold, it has the power, as what it is, to come

. power to come to have a power to Fis not a power to

| : Pmt ﬁmd Second ?otentmhty

' The distinction here isa famﬂzar one m the Anstote- R

s han»ﬂ\ommt substance meiaphysscal tradition. It is

- the distinction between first and second potenham’y L

o Since [lusdlstmctmn is relative to sortalterms orkinds,

- we need to take care in handling it. Inattention to the .
- subtleties of the distinctions can lead {0 serious confu-..

- sion. The distinction is related to the Scholastic princis

- ple that matter (the pnnmple of potentiality) has to be -
~proportionate to form {the principle of actuality). It -

": - implies, { for exampie that you cannolgeta wallabyout L
‘achaoticsoup of uncombined chemical elements with-

- putalotof “working up” . Any bemg whichis anactual

‘wallaby must be constituted of matter which is appro- ':';'
“priately complex and orga nised to supportthesortsof ©

- 'behaviours and activities natural for wallabzes 'l‘hus,

* even though Iglesias explicitly appeals to this princi--:
~ pleand is aware of it, it is surprising that she does not . v
- “consider the following line of objection to her argu- - -
- 'ment the embryois a hurman being only in the sense
- thata caterpll!ar isa ’%uiterﬂy beinganda metaphysi- -
o cal sub;ect" ‘Sure, it has whal it-takes for a human

"mdwsdua} to emerge, but ;t is not cme S

L What is in mew here is the thought tha{ relatwe to it -
“. the natural kind “Human Being”, we: maght be pre-
- pared to argue that even the neonate is possessed only -
conof first potentxahhes ofa dxstmcuveiy humankind:the -
- ability or power to come to have or be brought to have -

o _i;abxhtles or powers e.g. to speak, {0 think, to make

- rational choices, etc. Possession of thelatier is posses-
sion of second potentialities ofa dastmctwely human -
~“sort. But the zygote is not possessed even of these o
o ﬁrst potenh_ah_h_es It 13 _thus no_t_ a human bemg o,

Inparticular, if bemg the umﬁed orgamc sub]ect o

_of human powers suffices for being a human person, - -

then {from embryology's findings) it ooks as though |

' Ford's identification of the initiation of the human
"persc,n is a lot more plausible. The group of cells of -
e '-_.thezygoteas toolitile “worked up” asmattertoenter -

into the . constitution of - somethmg whosc-'--'

‘metaphyszcal subject is a human being correctly 3
. characterised even by the distinctively human first .
_ potentlai;tes ‘A Ford-like conclusmn i$ mwted if it

raised by pre-fetal fission and fusion possibilities. .

Thisallisin Igiesxas spmt Yet it does not suppport
: her Lonciusmn T s

Bui even thxs I‘ﬂrdian move 5eems dubxou@ For

ilc;faisethdtthew -day embryo canbe taughta naturas
language. That . is, it too lacks the relevant first
- potentialities. A certain degi ee of development.
L necessary f fora c}'u]d to have this potentiality. In fact, -
evenneonates lackit. Thus,lf Wefollow through with g
the careful, prmc1pled apphcat;on of Iglesias’ basic
approach to the moral issues, we would seem tohave
- noreason to resist infanticide at least until that stage -

where the human infant has atkamed sufﬁmeni

"._!deveiopment to be possesscd of fxrst potenhahtles
. proper to ‘human nature such as'‘those. making it .-
s.u%cephb}eof trammgmthe useof language thought- -
_ "-__-f'and demsxon makmg SR g

Whal 15 at thc' boitom ()fthl‘% pomt is that there isno

:':-"::easy fit: beiween the degrees of orgamqahon and
complexny whlc_h arethematerialbasesof potentialies -
“and-the yes/ no character of, first, a thing's being

possessed of the pctentxahtaeq which characterise

. natural kinds of thing,and thence, of its membership

in the kmd My pomt 15 not that thxs vitiates this_'-:
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