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jt.e» anhop George Peti from Melbourne_
- recently challenged Professor Peter-_- I R
. Singer's claim that there is nothing wrong - A
" .in itself with killing defective newborn® - §
1 “babies, :In the first article in this edition of . |~ ©
Bfoefhrcs Qutlook, Ranmond Gaita .. | N C TS N L ES PRI AL
N __._responds to the :dea that rel;gton has_-_.l.- : Ril.iin'o"iid Gc';'f"ita' R R
. nothing 'to. do with sound. morality. -0 f 0 RERE
- Professor Gaita is Professor of Philosophy oo - : R
"} . inthe Institute of Advanced Research, -} Bxshop George Peil’q claun that Peter Singer
{ . Australian Catholic University, on loave | ﬂwas an 'advocate of the “culture’ of death”: . .
' :_from Umverssty Gf London, ngsCoHege R B provoked urbane condes(,ensmn more than IR
S R : R R did anger. Smger himself in a letterto The = 0"
SR L S b Melbowrne Age declared it quaint that Bishop Pell =~ =
e n the seoond amcle Geraic‘il G!eeson_':-.:'__ - should call him'a pagan. Quaint indeed thata = '
- shows how. the principle of "material - | Bichon of the Roman Catholic Church should * . "+
B B .cooperanon can help in our thinking abo“ti-"f-'* : 'rexpress hunselfrahg’lousfy’ Smger could count - L
T whether ILis ever. ieg|tlmate 1o cooperate -y “on his. c011des<:ensmn to raise more than a few RIS

" in another person's wrongdoing, He . § TR
:'-.'d;scusses spome of the et%scai ?ssues_fj S -'_'fsrmrks ak: 813110p Pell’s expense, even while he -

“.'{ - associated with prenatal testing faced by_---__ ~}was calling on the Bishop fo attend to. the S
i ':'Qynaecologlsts and obstetnclans j-;_,-message rather thﬁn the messengcr S

e Fmall y, KEI'ih Joseph d 50 ribes th 6 ':':"b Smgerbehwes, tha}t wthanasm shouId legally:__ﬂ_..:.“::
'_drstmchveness and the usefulness, of .| D¢ permltted to twse who: request it-for S
- codes of professional ethics, This articles |  themselves and sometimes for their terribly =
" "a shortenéd version of a paper presented . - -afflicted ¢hildren:: He believes that' human oo
‘1 'to the Australia and New Zealand . | beings: behave’ arrogantly and: often cruelly .- . oo
"Association of Psycho‘therap:sis on Bth_';'_'-i I towards animals. For the strong advocacy of o
ey 7 thesebeliefs he is w1de1y admired. However, he
also beheves that it'is mmally perm:smble for.
B EEEREE S -} parentsito kﬂlchﬂdreniess than fourweeicsold-_. e
R '_ 6 On the back covarj advance ncmc;e ;s-:_-'-' -ifthey do. not want them And although heds o

e T 'ngen of the dates of nertyears fntens:ve“g_:-'-* o generally opposed t0 experiments on anunals A
§ s _B:oethlcs Caurse and Advanced Btoeihlcs'*ﬁ;-_-_' ~he acknowledges that they are ‘sometimes

: !-'_Course oo has s Do ustified. He believes that when they'are =
S o o o ustified, there can be no ob;ectmn in principle -
- to then* bemg carrled out on children wuh the RGN
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_ kﬂlmg xt if it did become aburden;

. same or fewer “morally relevant” features than_'
Lare possessed by-the animals, We may soon =
- hear the suggestion that.if you intend to kill-

- yaur three week old baby, it would be better to. "
" The
. condeecensmn aimed at- sthop Pell extends o
i anyone who- suggests that the evil of these
';‘.}gonclusmns isimore sxgrmficani than 1Lhe '
e mistake‘s Smger makes on the way o them '

:"';3;-put it .to. use in the laboratory. '

ety fiSmger does not argue that bables should be_@‘
o killed if ihey are mconvemenl to their ’parents, L
.+ 'but only that it'is morally permissible for.
- parents.to-do. it .and. that there: are strong
"-'?'-arguments_ fo:r makmg 1t legally permlsmble e

Rt " their ;udgment the circumstances. demand it. Itf_'.
~ is impossible to tell how. Smger or other:

~ o ntilitarians :tmght in the future see the balance

' -:5'r"between_hberty and other conmderatxons of-"-

TR The second is that 1t is a sermus nubtake to's_
" think that, although it should legally be
- permissible to kill children up to the age of four

7 weeks, wecan counton parental love'to. ensure
" that few people would doit. 1t is. likely that in -

" a society in which Singer’s views had wide °
*support, many. people would wish to kill their

- children and find little reason not to. The Jove -
LT parents have for their children is in zmportant'}:z'
o opart determined by their understandmg of what
“ it means to- have a child; If you believe that

. children are the kind: of bemgs that can
R ;nghtfuliy be killed if their continued emstence'__' '

is mconvement to you, then that will detem'une'f_ﬁ
" the feelmgs you can have for them Ttis unlikely -
that your fc,ehngs could Iong survive the child
j-"b_ecom,mg a burden; and it is hard to see how'-

hey could! promde a Weighty reason for '

o The fxrst is that Smg,er is alulllztanan bcfore he'
Loiisa liberal.” Utilitarians are ‘notorious for the .
o '._-.”temble thmgs thcy would require of us ify mi' :

Ry "':'_Whatever we call such feelmgs, we should not -
- call them love, Our love for others, mcludmg"
. forour infant children, is inseparable from our -
o sense that we. cannot destroy them when 1t 1s

'.convement for us to do so You do not have to 3_
be a puritan to belxeve that the _person who S :
“insists that she loved the child, which shekilled .
Zﬁbec:ause it became a nuisance, wants it: every':--"-'-'__ S
“which way.. Nothmg that we now ¢all the love =~
_of children could survive the idea that chlldren_'_' S

~ should be no serious moral obstacle to the
;_.'fulfﬂment of even our fmrolous desn es RN

Teason tokill a human' being .and our bemg'_f S
“.answerable to a commumty for’ that reason.
~Such incoherence is our lot when we see and”: R
. then wilfully obscure the truth that the modern =
~emphasis- on choice and self-fulfilment’
“inevitably leads not only to the selfish =~ .= -
abandonment: of our obhganons, butalso o

0 _superflcxahty, to an 1mp0vembhed anci banal_" R

~ inner life. Then we, W1H nolongerevenbeable | ¢ g
" to see the absurdity in the following position -
: _-5(apparent1y) held by Naomi Wolf: Letus retake =~ .
“the'moral high. ground from the conservatives, i
Letus:talk: again’'of sin, transgre531on and e
redemption, of good and eviland of all thatis =

~deep and good. Let us reclaim all deep feelmg ' :
-and all moral and spmtual sensztwﬁy, but let us.'_:-:-'-; RERE
2: name the pnce T IRt
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. -.The Iast pomt should be obvmu&, but Lhe tm'xes_"_"' SEANEE
‘are against its being seen that way.. Singer -
writes of how a baby may be precious to its’
~mother even while he says that : its ‘status’ 1s_-_5. ST
: 11keiy to be less than that ofacalf,a pigorthe -
‘much derided chicken”. :
 believe that he' shows1 up St Francis maywonder 1
jwhat he thinks it means for someone to- be
- precious. Geraldine Doogue said on ABCradio -
. that the foetus is sacred, but 50 is. choice, 1
_suppose: she believes that the reason we may not o
~choose. to kill adults if we feel inclined to s that o0
“they are somethmg even beiter i*han sacred - or
‘if you cannot get better than sacred, then: .
“:perhaps that they are suPer—sacred Shealso -
" celebrated the fact that women can now have " "
';._f__-.abortions and be free of guilt. But whatcan guilt =
i " be for someone who @er:lously believes she has " - o
: -f-‘vaated what is sacred if itis not the. pamed;f o
._-_reahsatxon of what %hat vzolatlon meam7 Lt

‘Bven those who

: It can only tead us mto mcohelencexf we sever;i_f_;"__:' i
._"’thc (conceptual) connections between loveand 1
commitment, between’ gullt and moral_'- T
'serxousness, between seuousness more:
“generally and limits on the will and desxre,‘ Ehi
between our. of,fermg something as a serious .




The idea (now pohcy for the Greens) that itis

Can nidlgmty to. women to be asked to give

- reaso1s for havmg an abortlon isnot comxstent_:“.

.- - with the belief that to have an abortion is a

i morally serious matter on wluch, adrmttedly,-

. peoplk can differ. For killing to be a sexious

- matker is for it to be something for which we

: j-'must have a serious reason. - And because the

. reason is intended to ;ustzfy the killing of a -

- ‘human being, we are- answerable to a

5 "cozrunumty for its seriousness. That is why the -

. compunity enshrines in law the requirement

. that 'we must answer to our fellow citizens for - -

" the sexiousness of our reasons, even if we think

. the fﬂetub is not fully a member of that

- comyenunity. To anyonewho asks how someone *

- who isnot religious can regard the foetus as in.

" any serse a member of our commumty, Twould

_+say this. When a woman is joyfully pregnant -~

~ . and her family is joyful with her, then it s

7 evident from the. way thcy speak of what she
'+ ‘carriesand from the way they behave towards

-7t thatthey treat it as already paz%of the family.

“"Only. love is needed for this - love and the

" language of love that yleids love 8 obJeLt and:

~_enables us truthfully to celebrate it, and to-

L _'-d1stmg§ulbh Iove from its false semblancecs ji

A “scientific or "

R _jmctaphysmai about the statuq of the foe,tus

Crequires ‘mo qpeculatxon

"_and therefore, ‘what alternatives Iogu: leaves

. open forus. For that reason, it is a deep mistake

- to believe, as the editor of The: Spectator is said -

- 'to believe, that Smger shows with admirable .

-~ clarity what is at issue. "He could do so only for = S
. someone who shareq much of hxs utlhtanan'

IR, view Of moral issues generally

Why then do so. many people pralse 0.
enfhus:astmally Singer’s ‘visionary’ ethics? Do . -

they - do Terry Lane, Paddy. McGumess, Robert

and fear for a culture in which it provokcd no-

- comment becatise most people believed it tobe | -
commonsense? 1find it hard to believe that they LR
do. But if they do. not believe such thmgs, then - =
_'why do they not say so when they praise. Singer?. -
Tt would be no. small quahﬁcat:on to then‘ SURL

adamrai:xon e

 liberalisation. Some wha know Singer's work, .+
‘and have noted the euphoric responses o',
“believe thcy have good reason to be fearful, He = - .
will campaign for non-voluntary ' euthanasm IR
“and for our xight to kill children for reasons - .
. ._whxch could by no strctdl of thei nnagmatmn be v
oA - T oo the expression of compassion,  He bc.heves in -.f: RICAEN
i For the most part Smger does notfall mto th1s;f R
L _'_-mcohcrence, but the tendency to it amongst -
. others forms some of the background to the
R 3acceptance of his beliefs - together of course,
' with the widespread’ sympathy for, the.
- legalisation of voluntary euthanasia and the |
- changed attitude to nature and the pIace initof -
2" human bcmgs However, one can support more
-7+ liberal laws on euthanasia and deplore cruelty. -
o animals and to the human arrogance that it -
. often expresses without believing what Singer
"~ ‘does. His extreme conclusions are not readily.
__'detachable from his: phliosophy And. his
. reasons are 1ot merely reasons: for what we
o .__should do; . they express a view of how we
~‘should describe what is morally at issue for s,

{hese thmgs and wﬂl ﬁght for them" L

T he succeeds he will com,ede noihmg f:o thosc S
‘who. predicted and feared it. He will say that .~
~we havecome to that point by travelling apath .
~which was lit at all critical stages by thelightof 0
“reason. That is why he will deny that we slide. *
downa shppery slope.: However, forreasons 1
_sketched ear ler, trends in’ ‘most’ Western =&
“societies suggest that wxdebpn,ad acceptanceof
Singer’s views would be an expression of our

“inclination to. weaken, when we do not

abandon, our- sense of obligation to others when_f’ SO
it confhcts with pur %elfmterest Andifit is true s
. that we do not properly understand the nature 1
“of and thn factors that detemune our deepest SRR
“moral responses, then the road ‘we travel may o
be to barbarism rather than to enhghtenment e
f.'and we may be too corrupt to ;nonce lt Bl

R Many pecnpie are hostlle to any suggeshon ihat _. e :
L --We may be too corrupt to notxce how far we have_ N

Rxchter, Phillip Adams, for example, - really R

“believe that it does not matter that he argues that . -
you can kill your four week old baby if youdo - -

- notwant it and be a good parent? Do they take . .
this to be a tolerable defect in a package-of _
‘proposals that is notable for its ”compassxon and © .

- comumonsense”? Do they believe that onlya - .

dark-eyed fanatic beyond the reach of moral

sense and reason could believe that to be wicked -

Many Who oppose more 11bexa3 iawe on _: AR

'f_of wthanasm '1hey fear what. smght foilow S

i -"I:"ai‘-’;‘;’_f3jj'- SR



.;sh.d down a shppery slope Tt seems 1o them

" ‘dangerous because it appears to shut off debate.
= They say that we should test Smger sargument.
"'to'see whether it is logically sound rather than .
sl declanng its conclusion to be wicked. Anything .

“less glves comfort to those who 1efuse barloubly i

o to exarrune thexr pre;udmcs

It is, true that appeal {o the concepi of a

o 'corrupted %cnszbzhty can ‘entrench dogma and

" even consider, under pain of being gullible, or i
" acrank; or wicked, Noihmg can guarantee that
- our judgments are sound, but that should not-
. panicusinto believing thateverything is up for
: '"_'.'_"_'_'consxderahon 1 it did, we would be like the -
* personin the joke whose mmd was 80 open ihat_f-

: _:hls bram fcli through

society would wait on such argument rather

g In 1989 some of Smgcr’ s lectures in Germany‘ iR Ey
Sl were disrupted by, .amongst other: people, Tf i
S hfelong cripples in wheelchairs whowouldnot: f "
C204 let him speak.. He has qkﬂfully capltahsed on. -
thas to alarm people. about the shppery qlope _ RO
thathe belxeves begins at the }udgm ent thathis | are now due, . Subscription ‘forms (and, for;_ = B
~ourrent’ subscr;bers, subsonption renewal

-~ proposals are wicked. Tt is beyond dispute that - | - forms) are enciosed in this issue of BIOBFhiGS (R EEE

.1 some of what was done to him is indefensible. {-
© 7 Butsome of the people in wheelchairs may have
~* had a point.. No doubt they realised that if their
. 'mothers had believed what Smger does, they
- would almost: certamly be dead Perhaps they " |
o hoped that their dramatic presence woulld bring: |
. sobriety to a discussion of the reasons parents
- have for k111mg chaidren ‘with afflictions like '
- theirs.. They may have believed that sobuc,ty : S
E :{.was much needed in academic d1scuss1ons in- S

o completely?:

L Suppose that someone suggested that we_-
- ~_:_shou1d use our. dead as rauonaﬂy as posr;zblc,_'-“
" that we should eat them orat least put them in -
S cans for; pct food so that we kill. fewer ammah o

e ._'.That like the suggestion that we. mlghf
© .. sometimes experiment on children before we
Skl them, is a proposal that Singer has little .
. reason to resist, But even if he has reason to . -
i resist; it would take some time ‘to argue

" convincingly that he has. Only a barbaric’

wluch haunraismg possxbxhties are routmely. N
-_entertamed with ' thoughtless lack of " -
*_1magmat10n as to'what they really mean. Such o
‘occasional dramatisation of what people taketo -
‘be most senously at issue does not threaten L
freedom of inquiry in the academy any more :
. than: occa%mnaily throwmg tomatoes at: .
S pohtlczans threatens our political liberties. And . -
- itrestricts thought and inquiry only in the way " ..

/ that seriousness ties i:he 1magmat10n to a regeud R
S -;_:fortmth ' S - . o
- prejudice. However nothing will relieve us of e
* “the need of judgment about what we should not

In the event thezr hopes proved futlle They o

- Subscrlptsons for Assomate Membershlp of _;-

- Out!ook

.';-:Ethe optlon of paymg by credlt card

<support of the John Plunkett Centre for Ethics *
by renewing their membershsp by December ..
p -.31 st and by encouragmg new subscrsbers e

ER - Paged

8 Wo are Dleased to be able to offer members' £

CWe hope that subscrlbers wm contmue thelr__:"'

i_became the victims of the condescemlon ‘they - L
. tried to challenge. Yet. thcy were not naive o o
“try. Who wculd have predicted that withallthe "0
" talk of compassion and a just and liberal = . -
“attentiveness to the views of others, theirpain -
and’ anger would have been’ 1gnor;,d $0.
1t should make one think, -
" Meanwhile, we Jive in times ‘when even those " ot
fiwho beheve that’ Smge: s, conclusmns are © L
“morally wrong’ are often more vexed by the . = -~
“arbitrariness of his four week cut-off pointthan . .-
- thcy are appalled by the evil he proposes That _' o

s todayspncc for urbamty BN LA

: Rmmond (;aim is Profc’ssor of thlaqopha/ in the SRR
Instztute of Adwznced Research, Australian Catholic "
-University, on I(’ave ﬁom Umversu‘ ity of London,_'i'f_'_ R
" ._'_ng sCo!Iege SR i i
- than ruling such Swiftian proposals to be :
S beyond c01131derahon R i

| suionstoriss .

the John Plunkeft Centre for Ethics in 1996 :' s

& :- Bi"é’eg"hié& Out!ook,Volﬁ,No4,Decembe:1995 |
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b A rc,cent debatc in the I Iashngs Cmie; Repori 5
- hlgh}xghts the importance of reflecting on what

L itistoactin Lomphmty with the wmngdomg of
. another; The debate was triggered by Jeffrey

' Blustein and:Alan R. Fleischman’s claim- thata -
. doctor who believes that abortion is wrong
- cannot with moral- uﬂe{gmj practice as a-
. maternal-foetal ph)J‘SlClcln

o If the physician believes abartwn in :espmzsh B

~to some foetal cmzd:tzon is wrong, m?d ifa

" oneif an antenatal dmgrwstzc proccdure'- e

DIESeHUE uzfc’gnty the Physzcum should not - ﬁ”ﬁi“ee etﬁ‘sicai Sﬁaﬂﬂﬁ? S R
: '_gerform the pracedure to test for the wndzrmn_:'__ i “Complicity” has an overtone of wr ongdomg Ehonn
BRI ‘31t true thatall the wa}rs in which one’s actions
‘ R o '-.'may be lmked 1o another SWr ong,domg makol L
- one an accomplice in’ wrongdoing? Three: = [°
"p()‘;%lblc “ethical stances™ for. deter nmung_:_-" L
'-"gwhcther ”coopcmtmn amounts to wmngfu}-:_-':y-f S

' cc)mphcxty suggcsuhemsalves S

o “reveals the presence of the condition, then fo. -

- i Blu&tem and blcxschman furth(,r argue that a'. 5

L docter 5 pro -life convmtxons will Jeopardme the

o quahty of ‘care she can pmwde 0 a mother -

- because any :nformation and counselling the ';:-_
-+ doctor may.offer ~— quite apart from mention -

L vof abortion il be biased by the doctor’s

: A subsequent correspondent Damel }
Wechter explains how he practises as a specmhst_'

: matemal foetal medicine without, he argues, - R
n & - 3wr0ngdomg of the other. A pro-life doctor will =

" com romising his pro-life convictions. ‘Wechter - FERE R
4 g ep behevenotonly thatabomomswrong,but alsO._-: P

. mforms patxents that he nelther performs nor -

he ‘Theyargue that the ..
o moral mtcgmiy of a ”pro -life doctor”: Would be
S compxomtsed were she to conduct antenatal -
oo testing; and /or to provzde information to a -
- mother about the health of her foctus “knowing
- - thatthereisa &,ood chance the pr egnant WO -
Swill abort her foetus if she learns it is defective™
“(p.23).. 'I‘hey propoee the f{)ilowmg ”prmcuple 5

. .of mtcgr;.ty preqervahon .

needs”.?

mfexs for abortxon I—iowever, hc., is wﬂlmg o
'_"conduct antenatal tcﬁtmg because he ”behwu,
thatsignificantly more lives are saved by genetic .

" “amniocentesis than ‘are, aba)rted” s=sincethe™ 0.
results are usually normal, In add:tmn he sayq R
“even when. a defect is found the test r(.quhs can. o
have the consequence of cnabhng parents “to.
become beitez prepared for the child’s special oo
“Blustein and Fleischman call this o
_']usuflcahon' consequenhahst” 'and find b
" inadequate on the, grounds that, mespectwe of =
-these consequences, a pro-life doctor “cannot 0
“discount the foetuses who' will be aborted -
“because of the information x women receive fmm.'ﬂ L
'thf* dwgnost;c tests”. T hey presa the quef;tzon PR
s the pro-life phyqluan someliow complicitin .
“abortion if,on the basis of tests heorshe '
" iperforms, the woman elecis £o haw an.
.' :'-'aborhon?”q o : SN

-'wmngdomb simply depends on whether

- cooperation would produce more good overall

* “than would non- -cooperation.: Among the
; ob}ectwns to this stance are that it bypassesthe ="
prior question whether one’s cooperativeaction
s itself “wrong, independently of the .

Flret them 15 the corzseqwnimhsi siancc

BEOCR : ther 1 shoul erate. anot L
~ moral convictions,’ (Cunously they seem .__whe er'd should:s cooperate with another's .

o - untroubled by the prmenu, of the oppnsme blas ) =




e _-that 1t 1s wrong to advzee someom, to have an_
© " abortion. The evaluation of one’s own actions ;-
" cannot be subsumed into.an- ‘evaluation of the
overall consequences ofcooperanon (though as
.-'Wlll bc seen, con%equences are 1mp01 tant)

S Secondly there is tha, moml neuimhf j stance R
- whether I'should, cooperate dapends only on
~iowhat ] do. The other is entirely responsible for
- the wrong he or shc does This stance derwcs
" fromaninflated rec,pect for pcrs(mai autonomy
~and conscience. An éxtreme instance of this
o "fapproach would be a doctor who. says, “1believe
- ‘abortion is wrong, but I am willing fo pcrform :
v ilaborilons for those-women who bcheve it:ds -
ER '.'-}ubhfxed The moral 1espom1b1hty is all thezrs, &
o Tsimply assist them'to'do what ihey believeis -
right”. Among the objections to this stance is
. thatremarked by Blustein and Fleischman: “by'.

. -'_';dlssocmtmg from perqonal values in this way...

.~ “one only: bucceeds incr eatmg deep dlvxsmns
S 'wuhm thc self”

o | 9 3 Mdtenaﬁ v H* Grmai Coeperatson

: "’formal” and matcmdl” cooperation, _and_""

" allows that “material” coope:ahon may:be
.]ushflcd under certain cond:tions
U form and “matter” derive from anczent Greek_'
g plnlosophy and mark a Critical. dlstmctlon' o
‘o between two kinds of explanation we can give
Coof w}zatsomethmgas The “material” the reader
R ig: currently holdmg cons,zsts of paper mzd znk
© o More precxbely, the reader s hoidmg an
o j-'pubhcatmﬂ, an edition of Bioethics Outlook. -
- Printing,’ cuttmg, and layout congtitute: the_':
o s"form®” which makes thls paperand mkwhatlt%
s most. spec1f1ca11y .
L ‘shapmg, meanmg ar mtelhg1b111ty of - a tlung, L
Lo ”matter ‘congerns whatever 1s: glven prlor to -

. The th:rd and Ibeheve correct siancc is that-_g""
L devdoped in the Catholicmoral tradition under -
N the headmg of? cooperatmn inthe wrongdomg-i.-'
~of others.’ This approach acknowledges that ™
Sl good conscquences ray at times warrant some
“ . forms of cooperation, while providing thecritical .. . -

; addrfzmmi criteria by which one may assess one’s:
- own integrity and take responslbihty for any -
- *material assxstan(‘e wluch on(: s cooperatson :
g gwcs to anothc.r e :

. The Catholic tradition distinguishes between'

'I‘he terms’

-_-.'t]us shapmg, meamng or mtelhgﬂalhty Clearly_ S

the distinction operates at’ ‘many levels: the . -
_'_.-_papu which is the “matter” of this publication, AT
- isitself the “form” of those ai:oms and moieculeb Sharhiens
{ ""Z'whmh make it up ' : S

of friendship or an act of. treachery. - These

“forms” give an action its intelligible meaning,
-_._1ts deﬁmtwe and pregise. charactensat:on, what .0
one must wnder stand if one is truly to. grasp._-" AR
“swhat is being done. Moral evaluation always

L CONCETNSs an actwn taken in its formal meaning. Ll
Thus’ ”formaily 1o coopcrate with another’s. 0
‘wrongdoing is to do something which is to be oo
understood as part of: Ehe very. meanmg 3 S

ihe ,g)et-away car i fozzmlly to cocuperate in the. R
- bank’ robbery. To cooperate “materially”’ with® 0
L anothex’swrongdomg1sto dosomet}ungwhxch: RARIETATY
© - causally contributes to the occurrence of the'
Cowrongdoing ‘even though it'does not in itself
belong to the formal struchire of the wrongful T
‘proposal. To hide the robbers after the robbery =
is (typically). material cooperation; onecould be
“charged with axdmg and abettmg, but not Wlth R
. ;robbery 1tse1f o .

In determuung whether an acnon prowdef; -

'._matemal or formal coo_perahon to another, we = .-
© must consider how the action is related tothe /.
~other' s formally chosen wrongfui course of
: E “action. Is it part of. the very proposalitself,a . 0
- means £o its reahsauon orisit tangenual tothe =0
. wrongdoing, though linked with it? Theanswer - . -
‘may not always be clear cut, Sometimes an act .. -
“of material cooperation is s0. “immediate”, 80T
_closely linked to the wrongdomg, that~— '
1rrespect1ve of the: cooperator 5! avowed_:.-“--‘_--_-"'§5..'__
intentions -—it- truly amounts to formal . =
cooPemtlon Immediate nmteml coopei atlon (e. g - RO
being the assistant surgeon) may: amount o'
zmpizat fmmal cooperatlon {eg in anabortmn)ﬁ'_": R

: The practice o'f maternal foetal mcdlcme, S
. brmgs a doctor mto close prox1m1ty w1th many;_ R
“Form” concerns the F
"sure ”No one should enter permatai medmme- S

-.unaware of the ethmal dﬂemmas that wzil have' SRl

" Bioethics Outook, Vol 6,No 4, December 1995

_ lee materxai tlnngs, human adions have thelr';_ S
_”matter and’ “form”' A waving arm nnght ST
become a’ grcetmgj, a s;gnal a warning,anact: 0



tobe faced every day".”

'_profesqmnal practice in this field with moral

. integrity. is impossible for one who believes’

the wrongdoing of the other; (3) the pr oportion

2 betwéen the harms o be avoided by providing
1 cooperation, as opposed 0 not prov;dmg it;and. -

-+ '(4) the possibility. of scandal i.e, the hkehhood :

- that others will: be led to. act. Wzongly “The:
- tradition also notes the way “duress” may limit-
- therange of options open to.a person faced with -

s Bl
P 1ssues of cooperatmn b

- --".:_J_:,_Tcﬁeratwn and Cmpemiwn oy
- Itis also crucial 1o note the d;fforence between’
”ioleration “and “cooperation”,’

- will often not have been sought people may just
. find themselves in a ‘cooperative situation, at:
~“which point they must judge whether it would -
_“be right to continue domg what they reahse 135'

o ascnstmg anothex

R But at other tlmcs ﬂus actlve mterventzon may -_:-'
-+ “bewholly at the initiative of the cooperator (e.g.
. inthe classic case of the mother “who, unable to

. restrain her violent husband about to hit their. information the patient needs (and has a right

o . to) during the course of her. pregnancy. A~ i
Do use this”). Both situations arise for perinatal

- physicians: a senior doctor might find that, , With

the advent of new tests, the practlce of permatal course of actlon
i :medlcme now. confronts him with i issues of 2

- ‘cooperation: where it did not formerly, whereas -

Clar person about to enter’ the: spemahty ofﬁ:_.

" maternal-foetal medicine knows in advance that

| . she will be confronted with such issues, and so’

child with a bat, grabs'a belt and says, “Here,

- is faced with a pre-emptive. judgment whethe1
to enter thxs fleld or, another RSP ST

But does 1t follow thai . ::_ Genera} Prmcnpies

. The many ethical 1 1smes ralsed by prenatal o
: - tcstmg lie outside the scope of this article. Only -
. abortion is wrong?. As detailed in the US . the most general points can be made here with
- Catholic Bishops’ Directives. (1994), the- key
. factors bearing on whether materxal ‘cooperation
. may be justified are: (1) the’ nghtncss or.
_wrongness of one’s'own. action and one’s’

. intentions; (2) the proximity of one’s s action to,

Tespect to the challenge put by Blustein and
- Fleischman, First: the provision ‘of- testing,
-_dlag,nosis and mformatlon mciudmg factual -~
“information about the legal. posslblhty of
termination of pregnancy-do not in themselves
“constitute wrongdomg Ik
could, of course, be partofa Wi()ﬂg course of -
: achon, and’ any consmenhous pro-life doctor - -
“will want to put as much distance as possible ©
* between his or her actions and the. wrongsof .
-abortion. Nomihelc,qs these actions do notof -
_.thembeives, taken in 1<;oiat10n, 1mply that a’
*.doctor must be in tendmg and approving of any
oo -subsequent aborlion, nor-do they belong toa™ 7 1
L person’s chosen proposal t0 seek abortion, j.e..
" these aCflVIileQ 1y, constxtuie ”nmterxa.l” rather.. el

o ﬁthan ”formal” cocpemtmn
At h.meb itigoos _ o

~- right not to prevent the - wrongdoing of another, -
e wher.r one could prevent it, for the greater good.
" (The’ ”tolezahon” of prostitution is the often -
cited examplt, among Cath(_)hc theologmns ) By
-~ contrast to the “passive”. stance of one who
":'__'tolerates onngdomg ‘one . who' c00pezatcs _
- “actively” intervenes in a situation of wrongdoing -
_-for the greater good This “active intervention”.

Al ihese activitjes

such material’ c:ooperanon is. warranted dopmds_ -

ona num‘cer of addximnal factors, chxefiy the. = -
“doctor’s reasons for prov;dmg these results, ©
_reasons whlch will in turn be’ shaped by his .
- -more general reasons for practicing medicine,
~and by his. 1elationsh1p with this particalar~ . 70 .
:_patxgnt ‘Above all, ‘the doctor s overarchmg DT
--_mtentmn should be to provide profebsmml care s
“for his patient, which includes provision of the

*doctor will also recognise the. pointatwhichhe = " _
B fcan no. Ionger be. a party to a patlent's chosen_ REERR

B B:oeih:cs()uzlook,Vo[ 6. N04, Decembei’ 1995 s

& o ’é#gej :_.:.. .

Seaorzdlj Matenal cooperation does not'ifV"V

: always a_ompronuse a person’s moral mt{,gl iy,
* though it may do so.”A doctor who providesa:
. test on the basis on w}nch awoman chooses an -
"abortmn certamly provxdﬂs
. cooperation”: "his activity is a link in the Chamf- R
-of activities and “material happenmgs" which'
‘culminate in the woman's decision, Whether

“material = -

Smce modern ultraeound testmg now makes'_ O
““available to parents. early in‘a pregnancy._'_ i
- :mformation on the basis of th(:h some parents ...
" may choose aboxuon, issues of cooperai:on ne .
- _longer amse solely w1th 1espect to sophstmated-_ T




C ‘tcstﬂ;, such as an’uuocentesxs, w1t:h the1r attendant w_
risks, Today’s maternal-foetal physman will |
.+ thus be faced mcreasmgly with the possibility -
iof bemg a potentxal cooperator inwr Ongdomg
_. In determining whether cooperation would be -
i formal or mater:ai one mdtspenmble criterion
. “is whether or not a certain test would be a part .
“of good patlcnt care, quite apart from any -
. decision'about abortion,: The information -
R rec;ultmg from some tests may be put to good_:‘-_.- S
- uses—e.g. the p0551b111t1es of early post—natal S
B --itreatment ey :

- ~not wanting to run the risk of a deformed baby- -
';V(here the:likely. results-of the test may help
e 'prevent the termmatmn, as Wechter arguefs), etc j_;

| "-'_.moral tradition provmtes us with resources for

~“concerned.:

. _' Nﬂtes

s Furthermme, a doc:tor may be faced w:th al
L Z_*jvanety of cases: where parents haveresolved to.:
. ‘terminate if the results indicate a genetic defect; .

" swhere parents do not yet know how. they will
actif a test'sh ws'a defect where, if no testis .-

| '-":conductect parents are resolved on termination, _ e ' e
: - & Letter, Hastmgs Center Repo:tilS/S (September— o

e It is dtffn,uit 1o generahse about the kmd of_
;'cooperatmn that ‘might be. permlsbibie in the . _
~areaof plenatal testing, However, the Catholic - comuentary. This current article needs to be rcad" Rt

: sin con}unctwn w1th the Bxslmps Dlrectwes. S

S *e}ecting the claim of Blustein and Fleischman . X PR

“oifhat, inthe: context of modern medlcme, only a -’
- “pro-choice doctor” can with moral integrity. -
o offer sound care to'a pmgnant ‘woman. The.
- tradition recognises that the practice of permatalj s
. medicine is fraught thh mora} complex;tles, ;
o and it offers doctors & framework for ethical.
" decision making which is an alternative to both i
' “consequentialism and moral neutrality, The
traditional px mcxples about when "matcrml'_'-”

'-6 See my amcle cated m note 5
~ Bowes,. ]r

_':-';1995J 28,

. whlch a doctor may Ieflect on the mherent_ R
“meaning and purpose of her actions, their =~
_beneficial and harmful effects, their proximity .
and “formal” relationship to the wrongdoingof 7
“another, and. their impact on all others =~ - .
“There is scope here for the

5 prudential }ud gments of practical wisdom, and

<

:.'1 Letter, Hasfzrzgs Ceﬂter I‘eport 2515 (September-__ K : i _:_.:r_

:October 1995) 2

-October 1995} 3

4" Artlcle c1ted m note 1 p 22

._’ ]ohnM Thorp, }r StevenR Wells, WatsonA'._
and. Robert C: Cefalo," ”Integr:ty,'_ B
_Abortion, and the Pro-Life Perinatologist”, .= 1.

‘Hastings . Ceuter Report 25/1 (Januﬁry-f“ebmary;....

-'.Centre

:histheszson Moral Luck O

%otes on the Ceﬁtre

E .Ms Sam Reeve iook up a part ttme posutlon as :';
1+ Administrative ‘Assistant at the Centre at the .-
1 beginning of September ‘Sam hoids & Bachelor.
-} ‘of Aris degree with a-major. in Philosophy.of -
_-:’Scnence and Technoiogy WewetcomeSamtothe_’f'

3-[Mr John Quzlter retumed ffom study teave at the

“and thus hopes to be able 1o spend more t:me at
y --,theCentrethQB : G 8

‘between March and September 1606, Shewillbe =

undertaking a programme of research andwriting

“ree of the administrative iGSpOﬂSlbiimeS of the" -

“Centre. In her absence, Dr Gerald Gleeson w;li be_"..: ER
n Actmg D;rector of the Cenire' SRS :

ijr Mart:n Kelty wm comptete hlS Honcurs degree q
“.begmnmg of the second ‘semester, 1985.: He .
expects to return o Pittshurgh in .January to defend j

in Ph:tosophy at Macquarie Umversaty this year, o

" Bioethics Outlaok, Volé,No4,December1995 i

‘even for the dwersxty of ]udgments that goo d I
_ am:l wise people at timeb reach i

: | ”The ¥ro- Llfe Maternai FOEE&I Medlcmé_.' g
-Physman A pmblem of mtegnty" Hgsﬁﬂgs S

 Center Report 25/1 (}anuary—Febmary 1995): 22-26. bl

The tmdmon is summarxsed in: the recent .US :._
'-_Catlmhc Bxshops Directives, reprmted in Bioethics "0
“ Qutlook 6/1 (March 1995), along with my " @

Fox elaboratwn of these crzterta, sge. the US R
Eishops D:rectwcs, and: my commentary,Bzom‘hzcs L

e cooperatmn” may be Justiﬁed pr(mde cntena by Ouﬂook 6/1. (M&l‘.‘(.h 199’6} &8,

._Dr Bernadette Tobm wa]l‘be takmg study ieave';fi; L



o What C@des @f‘ Fthics are m‘é S
“. " Codes of Ethics are becoming an. mcrear;mgly--_f
5 © important part of professmnal life.. Part of the ..
~..; reason for thisis that in the past we have feltlet
. down by many proi’essmns we now expect of -
them a higher standard of conduct than has
- beenthe casein the past. An article in the Sydney
" Morning Herald on 24 September 1994, MICAC
i reform linked to elusive blueprint”, ‘was |
S concerned Wllh a proposal thatwould allowthe =
RSN Independent Coxrmfussxon Agamst Cormptlon
- toinvestigate Ministers: and Members of
- Parliament who breach their respective codes of R
“conduct. Suc:h a proposal would take a Code of '_ S
. Ethics, and give it some form of legal backing, -
" However, since this example does illustrate a - -
o tendency to ‘confuse. ethical codes with legal

C@ _@S Of Eﬁn@s

Kezz‘]z Joseph

S I‘ hose Who woxk in thc pr ofessmns en]oy 8-
SRR dose reiataonsth with their clients: indeed, fhis .
" is one of the hallmarks of bemg a professional.
. “The professional relationship is one of trust by
. the client in the professional. Therefore, it is a.
: '-_."relcitlonsiup which requires high ethical .

- standards on the part of the professional. ‘To

" help guide profaqsmnalb asto the ethical
-+ standards required, many- professmnal bodies

S are deveiopzng and adoptmg codcs of e,t}ucs =

& . '.Usually, the pur pose is two fold: -

e To give moral gmdance io the
S professional by enunciating the basic '
~moral ‘principles and values of the .

profession and by ﬂlus,tratmg them with -

L more conc;ete normative g u1de11nes and LT
& ! o contrast codes of ethic.x; need toallow a great: -

S e To promote better ethical bphakur in

; morally acceptable

| ethics Codes_of ethlcs are not.

l Legal codes s

deeply heid mcral vaiur.s, suah as pl ohibmons |

‘on murder, assault and fraud. In contrast, we -~
~alse believe that; ideally, mdxwduals should act P
E ethu‘ally simply because it is goodtodoso. In
“this view, virtuous behawour arises not becau«,e S
~of fear of punishment or ﬁoc_‘f{etal sanctlon but .
._'because itis what the good person does Codes " -
of ethics are guides and aids, which assistone
‘i consclenceto doihenghi thmg Itisaaguabl(-‘ e
that a well con&,truclod I(.gal code will provide L
. a firm guide to what is. proscribed or
b 'encouragcci behawour ‘Whilst some Eatxiude_ SO
-may - be. allowed to ;udlual ()ffJ.C{"“'I‘S or
5 admmxbirators in rclatxcm 10.the sanclions ihat__f o
. may be zmpmcd a’legal code’ should clearly o
' describe the actions it intends to regula[e In v

o o deal of latitude to mduudua}s to enabie themto " e
- members of the ‘profession by settmg out

SRR +'decide whether an aclion is nght orwrong: The .\
the type of behamour that is, and is, not f

code: funcfmns as gmdehnes o hclp W@Il-';'_'_ o
- intentioned individuals determine appropriate . .
. .actions. In contrast, legal codes function asrules.
i '_by wh1ch individuals will know Wheiher or. not:‘-__'._ L

- their actions will leave them liable to sanctmn
“Thus codes of ethics donot functlon —— Ccannot
i functmn-»m in the same way as. alaw. funchonc; Rl
Nevertheless, we. uSuaHy want them to state - -
certain basic moral principles thch wetaketo - . )
be mvmlable, and which we want the law bo
_enforce.’ These two contrasting views underlie: -
much of the motivation behind the mcreasmgi_" s
_reliance on Codes of Ethics. However; if we bear

in mind thl‘} under lymg tension, it will explam"f.

“alot about the strengths and weakneqses _'of
codes of ethms R I .

Commcts

A contract is an agmement entered mto by two 3'__3-: fi'- : o '
codes and other forms of statements, T want to 5 or more parties. Some would' seeentryinfoa i

: clarafy here what is dxstmctlve about codes of_-.'[i profession_as mvolvmg a sort of contract, S
S :-_mcludmg an agreement to. uphold a code of L

< ethics. The probiem with tIus approach is that L

- ittends toforce - compliance with a code of ethics o

~ag part of an overall package. However, ethics S

: S "should be a matter of free and wr.llmg adherence = .
Ideaily, we want our laws to reﬂect morahty BER S

o Many Of our cnmxnal iaws, mdeed reﬂect_-; ':'jmvolves the 1ciea that a professzonai is only_-{ L

to. domg what is right.: A contract approach

o pPEES e

Paeg



B toleratmg a code of etiucs as. part of ihe cost of =
being a profe‘;qmnal and, like any good__f‘
“ contractor, W111 try fo find. 1°°Ph°1€“ 1n the.__i_;

- : contract to numrmse the cost to hsmself

| 3 Mnsswm Smtements

ivilssmn statements tend to be motherhood_f.;

e ":j':"statements in that they state the obvious. S
' ~ limitations on professional advertising, the .~

' types of formal qualifications needed beforeone .\ -
‘practices as a professional, ‘and the technical -0
. standards which-a professional oughtto .
 exercise. None of these issues. may actually be ="
SRR jconcemed with professional ethics. Thus, while "~
ragood code of ethics will address issues: o
_concerned: with professmnal standards, a good’g e

e “code of practxce does not: necessarﬂy address.
. of what the culture and values. pervadmg an’ii;

organisation should be 111<<. Ttis related to, but_' i
o differs from, a mission statement A amission -
e statemant sels out what an orgamsatwn almsto
" do; a statement of ethos tries to set out what the -
. organisation’s culture should be like. Thus, for' "

o example, a hospital nught set out that its mission -

“ s to serve. the sick; its ethos would be one of
-7 compassion and care.” Like mission statements, - of anation (as in the United States) ora smaHe

* statements of ethos tend to be motherhood

- statements which state the obvious.: However, :-_._Z.jgeneral a bﬂl of r xghts sets out mghts and .

s statmg what the culture of an organasat10n3_"_z'.'. entitlements: it does not set out moral-_-:'
'-."obhgations These moral’ obhgatxons are, of .0
‘_course,acorollary of nghts ifa person or group.

- has rights, then 'other persons or groups have = '

L 3'}[Neverth‘-‘1cssr they are-not wzthout value.

'-_Someumes the obvxous needs to. be stated :
L jsomenmes we do forget the basm nussmn of our .

. _mshiuﬂon iy

| Statemems ﬁi‘ E&Ews

| A statement of ethos attempts fo glve an 1dea

S dealmg Wlth ethmal problems For exampie, lt- '

s true that health care workers should be . ‘the moral obligations that go. with upho]dmg S
Often, of course, it-isithe . .
Furthermore, . profcbsmnal who has the moral obhgatlon L
“These moral: obhg,atmns, rathei ‘than mora]_-' e
nghts, alethe basis of codes of ethxc,s Abillof -

“rights may be related toa code of e‘chacb.""lff‘ S

motwatcd by care and compassmn, but :
~ commitiment to these values_wﬂl hardly settle -

© o difficult moral  issues.
~motherhood etatementb,

D between these two basic prmciples,

e Cﬂdess 0%‘ pmeiiw

:: are codes’ of practice that. attempt to set: downﬁf,

the. professmnal standards’ reqmred frorn

‘those. rights,

L ‘or “basic’ and_"--
" uncontroversial principles, can sometimes, come:
.~ intoconflict. For example, ]ournahsts should be
pruthfud, and should also respect the privacy.of.
. individuals, A good code of ethics will helpto
“resolve the inevitable conflict that will arise -
o inawaythat. e g
: nusslqn §t§tenxe;1ts and‘st.at“gmcnt‘; of ethos‘va.ﬂ.l:_ ._ .Wha t.makes up a .GO 1 CO {ﬁe Gf
 Ethies? -
- Many. codes have the elements of both c‘odes' -
-of practice’ and of moral’ gmdelmes

' -account these nghts

codes of ethms wxli also attempt to say__f
something about the standards required of .
: professxomis 'Often codes of ethics and codes L
cof pracnce will overiap However, codes of_;f;-
L ;;practice are not. necessarily - concerned’ with
- ethical issues; very often they will deal with 0
o Vissues of professmnal et1quette, issuesof
+. technical expertlse and legal issues.: “Thus,for =~
~example, a code of practice may set out the =~

ethical issues or: give guldance on moz‘aii

.problems related to pmfessxonal prachce SR :

BEEES of Rigms S

v students are accorded_ _a:bﬂl of nghts, then any. o g
~ code of ethics for their teachers n into’

' :behawour I—Iowever, they also seek to provnie i i
- for the enforcement of that behaviour, by setting .+

" Bioethics Outlook, Vol 6,No 4, December 1995

A ”Bﬂl of nghts” eets out the nghts of a_:"i. ; :
partlcular group of peopie, beitall the citizens .7

_ o SE For
At the other extreme from missior statements _ example, the codes of ethics of professional: S

‘bodies often function in both modes. They seek S
1o give moral guidance to members, by settmg-'- T

o professionals in order for them to remain as 2 out the ethical guidelines that should govern -

S part of the profession. Many corporations.also
.+ have codes of practice tore gulate the behaviour -

i Of employees Confusmn arises heie because B '_-'out mechamsms (such as ethlcs comrmttees) for



_ _e:ﬁforcement of ‘che code Thus ihere are
~conflicting requirements on most.codes of -

:problems, or wluch glvc examples, of ways in

whxch mor al problems can be dealt w1th

~ ethics. . On the one hand, they set out general__'.; Lol

P guldehnes which will help those committed to
othe code to determme upon a sound course of
* action. On the other hand, they will set out - review
 normative standards and rules which can be
. .enforced as part of the regulation of the

S rofession. Thus the structure of most ood L
i g - normative guidelines, in order forit to be useful,

~ A more controversial questmn iswhetherornot = "
'. .' '_ the cade should include. some mechamsm for - - .
. its own enforcement. If the code’s main purpose i
s, simply to give moral guidance, then other = .-
": forms of enfoxcemem Ausually based- on' -
punitive measures such as fines, suspensmn, OF

- _'__'codes of ethms contam the foIIcwmg

5 _-"'.Basﬁc s,ﬁatements ﬂsf pa mcxpies amﬁ
vaiues ' ERER N

. These set out ‘che bas1c moral puncxples and-f -
: f'-.vaiuf% which will underpin the code. For -
o example, a code of ethics for health- related
- professionals will almosgt. always include in it
- gtatements about respecting the autonomy of -
. the patlent and a statement about acting in the -
" best interests of the patient, T hese statements _
. areincluded because they give the profebbzonal o

L :-'an understandmg of the basis of the code, and_

. ~allow him or her to make ethical judgements
-7 informed by those principles and values. The .
o Uprofessional 1 may face a problem that is not -
R adequately covered by the: normatwe 3
. guidelines; or the normative guadehnes may not'.:
" seemto cover the problem at hand. In this case,
S ".jreference to the basic moral ‘principles and
. values'may. help provade cianﬂcatwn of the._-
" normative guidelines, or give a usefui Way of :

& -_approachmg the proble

o ::: . :_Ne}rmatwe Gmdeﬁmes

A normahve guldelme nges a rule deaimg S

i '.w1th a partacular situation’or issue. "It sets out »
: “ leciuswn

- Intheend the best code o[ ethlcs in ihe Worid v
-~ will not ensure good or ethical behaviour - that
is reliant on the ethos of the organisation, the .
- prevailing culture, and the character of the."~ .
“individual professional. ‘However, a code of RO
ethics finds its true role in the influence it has 7
“onall of these.. Its role is as much educational SR
and "culiure settmg" as it is prescriptive.: The'_. R
~.code in action.. However, a set of normative - chaﬂenge foran orgamsm‘.mn or professionisto =
' guidelmes cannot be exhaustive. It cannot setupa; code of ethics which not only gives

- possibly cover every instance in ‘which moral. "

the. requirements of ethical behaviour in some

- detail. Thus, for. example, the codes of ethics of -
s health care profcssxonais usualiy contam]f
P -statements about the requtrement to mmntam.--
- '.___confzdentxahty, ‘prohibitions on sexual
L _1e1auonsh1ps between professionals and chents,
~“and so on." These normative statements ¢ give
- substance to the code of ethics:  they are concrete .-
3 ::{examples of the principles which underpin the '

. problems can occur, It is, at best; a ‘collection of
S ._gu1de1mes wh1ch cover the most frequent moral

'-_.3Me€:§mmsms fm‘ enfemement and | N

“A mde of eilucs must contam a. coHectmn of -

- .pxmcxples or statements of values; and a set of

criminal rsanctiom) would seem mappxopnate :

: However, n pracuce the code als,o serves as AL
statement of professional standards, and, -
throu oh ensurmg adherence of member'a 1o the il

“code,will be ‘partof the. way in whicha® -

- professional body serves the > public, Certamly,_ S

a profcssmnal body which has a code of ethics SRR

“which is openiy flouted risks havmg both the =

‘code and jis %ponsormgbody discredited; Thug o
‘there is.in practice usually a need. for some ~ RS

“mechanism by which the more ﬂagranf: breaches . e
“of the code can be dealt with (for example, by .
:-estabhqhmg an:ethics comnuttee) Ethics - .

;fcommxttees can also. help “enforce”a code by

acting as a sounding board for members of the =+

profession faced with a difficult moral problem L
“Such a committee can help foster the code by .-

o providing advice for ' the:

_ - professional, It may also be useful to. havea .

", mechanism for review of the code. Codes of

. ethics can Qulckiy becomc outdatcd e S

guidelines for the ethical benefit of individual @
" practitioners but’ also ‘contributes to the P
formation of an ethosin WhJch ethlcalbehavmur' T
% xs the practlced norm = i

" Bigethics Outlook, Vol 6, No 4, December 1995
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We. are pleased to be able to nge you the

.: . _Venue and dates for both the Intensive Bioethics -
- Course and the Advanced Bioethics Course for
L1996, The Intensive Bioethics Course will take_?}-’ '
- place on the weekend of Friday. 12th April to .
- Sunday. 14th Aprﬁ and the Advanced Bioethics
' Course on the weekend: of Frzday 20th_'_3_ '
e September to Sunday 22nd September G

¥ etreat Centre of the Fra

i -:_Imen@xve Bmethncs Course

© This will be the Centre s thlrd Intenswe]
"+ Bioethics Course. The;  programme will be made -
-{up of lectures, dmcussmns and. tuionals g
L course will provxde an mtroductmn to ethlcal
" theological; legal and economic aspects of health
~care. The course will be open to anyone Wlth"_

b 'an mterest m the ethzcs of health care..

'::':.Advamed Bmetmcs Cm&rse

s for informal’ m_teractmn with pre
i feliow part1c1pants S

- memms 'C@umes fm* w%

:Certiﬁcaﬁe mApphed Ethxcs Health
I’laces are shli avaﬂable for-.-ehgxble studenis S
T --'__'_-.'w1sh1ng to make application to Australian”
0 Catholic Umversxty to study for the Masters of -
. Arts or Graduate Cert1ﬁcate m Apphed Etlucs
(Health Care) i

“The

The courses prowde a sultable background in oo

.. bmethzcs for people who wmh to apply forentry ::__: REE
to the. Master in Applied | Ethics (Health Care):

Course at' Australian Cathohc Umversxty CAT o

- mumber of participants in previous courses are_';-' RN

currently completmg the Masters Course

- For fm ther infor mation and applzcatzon forms' LR

B0 pIease contacf ‘Barbara Reen at the John Plunketf ST
Both courses w111 be run at the Ava Mama R ; FEC e
T nciscan Missionariesof
" Mary at Point Piper in Sydney.: ‘As the
" participants in the Cenire's first Advanced .
o Course will know, the venue is. centrally located, .
. “has excellent’ facxhtles and extensive views of_
e --;_'Sydney Harbour S

Master af Arte and. .Graduaie

The Graduate C’erhﬁcate has been desxéned_

_ _for professmnal staff in’ health care who. have
_had no, opportumty for fonnai stud “of hical e
_ms,ues : SRR

U The. Master of Arts pmgramme has.been?':: o
'::dLgland with ihe needs of those in’ 1eadersh1p SRR
onrrolesin medlcme, nursmg, ‘social work and SR

I alih ca eadmmistratzon in mmd
“The Centre s second Advanced Bloethlcs i € g

o Coursewﬂi focus on the issue of Genetics. Ttwill
“bea wxde»rangmg investigation info the ethical - -

i aspects of issues such as genetic counsellmg,__"
e ‘_':.‘__"genetic mampulatxon, research conﬁdentzahty, i
e 'foetal dlagncms and faimhai canccrs LR

Both programmes aim to equlp students io_
engage in reasoned and well~1nformed debate R

“on the ethlcal ‘issues arising - from theu: T
':professmnai work . T

-~ For fm{her mforﬂmt:on please, contact Dr Rober t; S

Students in the courses are encouraged to hve 'ﬁ_ . _':'Gascmgne, Course Coordinator; on (02)7392193 e

i m, soas to. take advantage of the opportumtzes_'; or.the School ofReI:gwn and Phrlosaphy, Ausfralmn RS

senters and o Crzihol w_l}nwerszt i

SW), o © 7392252_ -

e Subscrxptmn is $50 (Inshtutmns), $35 (Inchvxduals) and $15 (Students or Pensioners
PR ]ohn_l’lunkett Centre for Eih;cs in Heaith Care, St Vincent's Hospnal Victoria Stree

' : : o 2010 AUSTRALEA e

- ISSNT037:6410

DarhnghurstNSW : -

" Bioethics Outlook, Yol 6,No 4, December 1995



