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Fromthe Desk of your Coordinators:

The International Network on Femi-
nist Approachesto Bioethics continuesto
grow. Intheyearssinceitsfoundingin 1992
at thelnaugura Congressof thelnternationa
Association of Bioethics, FAB hasattracted
371individua membersin 28 countries FAB
hassuccessfully established itsdlf worldwide
astheleading organization devoted to de-
vel oping approaches to bioethicsthat en-
compassthe standpointsand experiences of
women and other marginaized socia groups,
anditislargely dueto FAB members’ ef-
fortsthat thefield of feminist bioethicsnot
only exigts, but flourishes.

Asyour new co-coordinators, wewant
to sharewithyou our early plansfor FABin
2003-2005:

* A mgor themein feminist thought isthat
theory should not bedivorced from practice.
Accordingly, wewishto proposethat FAB
expand itsmission toinclude such practica
mattersas: advisinglocal, regional, and na-
tiona governmentson hedlth policy; teaching
hospital adminigtratorsto takefeminist con-
cernsinto account; altering lawsand policies
that systematical ly disadvantagewomen and
other oppressed groups; and changing the
conditionsthat perpetuate oppressonwithin
hedlth care systems. To that end, we propose
to devel op aquestionnaireto be sent to our
members, so that we can gather information
about who has accessto the policy-making
process, or isahospital administrator, or pos-
sessessomeother kind of political power that

can beput to practical feminist use. Thiscan
be extended acrossnationa boundariesto pro-
videaset of resourcesand contactson arange
of issuesin feminist bioethicsglobally. Once
weknow who isinaposition to dowhat, we
hopeto marsha themany theoretica and ma-
terial resources within FAB to bring about
positive change.

We would like to use the FAB website and
email list moreeffectively to stimulate debate
andintellectua networking. Therecent events
surrounding Deborah Diniz'sdismissal from
the Catholic University of Brasiliaareagood
reminder of theneed for congtant vigilance. We
would dsoliketo makegreater useof the FAB
advisory board to raise and discussissuesrel -
evant to FAB membersand FAB’smission.

Wewill encourage more FAB-identified ses-
sionsat conferences. At thisyear’smesting of
theAustralian BioethicsAssociation confer-
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ence, for example, considerableinterest was
generated by the FAB sessoninvolving Rache
Ankeny, Katherine Hall, Viola Schubert-
Lehnhardt and Gail Tulloch. Sessonsby FAB
membersat theAmerican Society of Bioethics
and Humanitieshavea so been well received.
Explicitly labeling sessonsby FAB members
asFAB-identified servesto promoteinterestin
FAB andinfeminist bioethics.

Aspart of acommitment to supporting broader
diversty indebatewithinfeminist bioethics we
want toinvestigatethe possibility of fundinga
FAB scholarship or stipend for postgraduate
study for disadvantaged students over and
abovethecurrent useof theAudre Lordefund.
Thiswould involve approaching variousfund-
ing agenciesthat give money for educational
purposes and seeking specific funding support
from membersfor thispurpose. Andternative
way of meetingthisgod, whicharisesfromdis-
cussionat theFAB meetingin Brazil, isto seek
fundsto help trandatework by FAB members
into Englishor from Englishinto other languages,
toalow for greater sharing of understanding
and scholarship.

Wewill continuethetradition of supporting
edited collectionsof FAB members works. In
additionto thecall for papersfor the collec-
tion, Feminist Bioethics, Human Rightsand
the Developing World: Integrating Global
and Local Perspectives, which Rosie Tong,
Anne Donchin, and Sue Dodds will edit, we
will work towardsdeveloping aproposal for a
collection following the 2004 FAB conference

inSydney.

Wewould liketo seegreater FAB representa-
tiononthel AB Board, and greater FAB mem-
bership of IAB, asthiswould contributeto the
processof “mainstreaming” feminist bioethics.
Sue Sherwin and FlorenciaL unahaveworked
very hard to have FAB viewsheard withinthe
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| AB and we should try to expand the voice of
FAB withinthel AB.

. Plansare afoot to convenethe next FAB Con-
gressin Sydney in 2004. FAB membersRachel
Ankeny and Paul McNeill areontheorganising
committeefor the IAB conference and they
have begun discussions about the Congress
with Sue Dodds. Among other mattersthat will
receiveour attention isthat of finding travel
fundsfor FAB memberswho could not other-
wiseafford to cometo Sydney.

Weareddighted to becoordinating FAB at this
exciting timeinitshistory, and welook forward to
continuing thework that has been done so very well
by our distinguished predecessors.

HildeLindemann Neson
Susan Dodds

Watch for theUpcoming FAB
Anthology!

Feminist Bioethics, Human Rights and the
Developing World: Integrating Global and Local
Per spectives. Edited by Rosemarie Tong, Anne
Donchin and Susan Dodds.

Forthcoming from Rowman and Littlefield, 2004
Copies will be available through your bookstore

or directly from the Philosophical Documentation
Center.




Bioethics in South Africa

HIV, AlDSand the provision of anti-retroviral
drugs dominate the discussions about bioethicsin
South Africa. On the public policy level, thereis
government’sinternational ly-publicised reca citrance
to provideantiretrovira therapy (ART) aspart of the
public health service, with some provincesthat were
not under ANC rulepiloting distributionSites. Linked
to this, an NGO called the Treatment Action Cam-
paign, or TAC (who werethe applicantsin the Con-
stitutional Court casethat forced government to pro-
VideART to prevent mother-to-child transmission of
HIV) hasembarked upon acampaign of civil disobe-
dienceto encourage government toroll out ART to
thegenera public. (Further detailsabout TAC and
itsroll-out plan areavailable at their highly useful
website: http://mww.tac.org.zal).

Whilethese public policy debatesrageon, pri-
vateand charitable attemptsto provideantiretroviral
therapy arethwarted, witnessed most recently by an-
other delay inthe distribution of money donated to
South Africaby the Global Fund for the provision of
ART to some South Africans.

Inthefield of hedlthresearch ethicsin SouthAf-
rica, ART isonceagain ontheagenda, thistimeinthe
context of HIV vaccine trials and a debate as to
whether or not trial participantswho becomeHIV
infected should receive ART. A conferencewasheld
(co-incidentally theday after therelease of thedisap-
pointing Vaxgenresults), to (in part) set nationd policy
for the* standard of care” that isto be offered to vac-
cinetria participants. Theresultsof thisconference
will be publishedinabooklet (Guidelineson Ethics
for HIV Preventive Vaccine Research), produced
by theMedical Research Council (MRC), thefifthin
its series on research ethics. The production of this
booklet was co-ordinated for the MRC by a dedi-
cated ethicsresearch and training group, the HIV/
AIDS Vaccine Ethics Group (HAV EG), funded by

the South African AIDSVaccinelnitiative (SAAVI -
WWW.SaaVi.0rg.za)

It isarguablethat the debates about the provi-
sonof anti-retrovirdswould never ariseif therewere
unlimited hedlthcareresources. Itisthusonalinked
themethat the South African Society of Obstetricians
and Gynaecol ogists (SASOG) recently had apre-
congressworkshop ontheethicsof rationing. Sadly,
however, it seemed that del egateswere moreinter-
ested inthelegal implicationsof rationing (and the
knock-on effect of anincreasein insurance premi-
umsfor hedthcare providers) than the ethical debates
per se. However, thefrequent conflation of law and
morality seemsto beacommon problemfor profes-
sond ethicsgenerdly.

2002 wasaso an important year for theteach-
ing of hedlth research ethicsin South Africa, with the
awarding of two substantial Fogarty grantstofacili-
tate such programmes. TheUniversitiesof Pretoria
andNatd, Pietermaritzburg offer onejointly (seehttp:/
/shsph.up.ac.za/sareti/sareti.htm); the University of
Cape Town offers the other (see http://
www.scidev.net/doss ers/ethics/saproject.html).

Melissa Stobie, University of Natal, South Africa
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Medical Ethics in Latin America

Report from Meeting of the Society for Iberian and Latin American
Thought Panel
American Philosophical Association
Philadel phia, December 2002

Paulette Dieterlen’s paper examined issues of justiceand
access to health care in Mexico, emphasizing the serious
difficultiesthat devel oping countriesface when making de-
cisions about the allocation of scarce public resources.
Keeping the Mexican context in mind, she discussed the
concept of health that should be used in forming public
policiesand the criteriathat should guide the distribution of
medical resources. She argued for Norman Dani€els's nar-
row definition of health as “the absence of disease” and
disease as“ deviation from the natural functional organiza-
tion of atypical member of the species.” For Dieterlen, the
main reason in favor of thisdefinitionisthat it would make
it easier to target those who are the worst off. Asregards
the criteria for the distribution of resources, she favored
developing the notions of “basic needs’ and “urgency” as
aguideto public policy, recommending the decentralization
of health care servicesand targeting policies. | am not con-
vinced by Daniels' claims about the advantages of his ap-
proach in avoiding the problem of assigning “health” and
“disease” astrong normative character, but | find Dieterlen’s
proposal of starting with anarrow notion of health adequate
for setting priorities for public policy in conditions of se-
vere scarcity of resources.

Although the paper by Debora Diniz explored the chal-
lenges faced by feminist bioethics in the context of Brazil,
many of her concerns could be extended to other Latin
American societies. According to Diniz, thefield of bioeth-
ics has been developed and controlled by physicians, law-
yersand theol ogians, with minor participation by social sci-
entistsand philosophers. Asaconsequence, bioethicstends
not to be conceived as a critical enterprise, but rather asa
technique for resolving moral dilemmas. Diniz rejects as-
signing bioethicists the role of moral authorities and pro-
poses amorereflective and questioning activity. Asregards
thefield of feminist bioethicsin Brazil, she holdsthat it has
not been properly recognized as an academic subject, in
part dueto thefact that feminist researchisdistributed among
different schools and courses. Another difficulty she men-
tions is the scarcity of feminist bioethics publications in
Portuguese. In order to face these challenges, she recom-
mends setting a research, teaching and political interven-
tion agenda oriented towards feminist goals.

Raising important concerns about international justice,
Florencia Luna's paper discussed recent proposals for re-
vising the ethical guidelinesfor biomedical researchinvolv-
ing human subjects which introduce a “double standard”
concerning the obligationstowards and treatment of research
subjects—that is, guidelines according to which the type of
care that research subjects would be provided would de-
pend on the economic situation of the country where re-
search takes place, so that research subjectsin poorer coun-
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tries will be offered less care than participants in similar
research trialsinricher countries. Lunacriticized theargu-
ments offered in support of this de facto double standard,
which appeal to a number of positive consequences: more
research, faster results, new drugs and treatments which
could be available for members of poorer societies. She
correctly questioned the empirical evidence for these pre-
dictions and pointed out the risk of causing serious harm to
research subjects without guarantees that they will be pro-
vided with proven or effective treatment, even when such
treatment already exists. For a stronger criticism of these
proposals, Luna explored the claim that there are obliga
tions towards research subjects, appealing to two models
or ways of conceptualizing research subjects, either as* con-
tractors’ or as “victims.” The use of such models in the
bioethics literature is meant to capture our intuitions about
what therelevant moral considerationsat stakein aparticu-
lar case are. Luna pointed out some limitations of each of
these models, suggesting the need to combine the recom-
mendations of securing informed consent and of designing
special protections for vulnerable subjects.

Finally, Arleen Salles' s paper examined therolethat con-
siderations of culture and ethnic background should play in
the physician-patient relationship, focusing on the situa-
tion of Hispanic/Latino patientsinthe U.S. Salles provided
a sensible discussion of current arguments in favor of en-
couraging health-care professional sto devel op attitudes of
cultural sensitivity and to acquire more knowledge about
the culture-based values and attitudes of their patients. She
argued that, before recommending that physicians pay at-
tention to alleged cultural trends, certain risks should be
taken into account. Oneistherisk of stereotyping: of pro-
moting asimplified view of what Hispanic/L atino patients’
preferences and values are. Moreover, there is the risk of
physicians relying on these stereotypes to replace the nec-
essary process of communication with patients. Salles sug-
gested that one promising strategy might be to develop
alternative understandings of culture and ethnicity, which
could be relational and flexible and could therefore avoid
rigid essentialisms. Inmy view, knowledge about the exist-
ence of cultural attitudes towards health careis a powerful
antidote to thetendency to expect al patientstofit the same
pattern and to find the same type of treatments acceptable.
Also, it could be useful for health care professional sto know
in advance what type of questions ask patients. Rather
than replacing communication with patients, this kind of
knowledge may help health care professionals select the
type of information that needs to be discussed in more de-
tail with patients.

MariaVictoriaCosta, Argentina



Reflections on FAB 4: Gender, Power,
and (In)justice

Brasiliag, Brazil, October 29-30, 2002

In October 2002, and with great anticipation, | trav-
eledtoBrasilia, Brazil to take part inthe Fourth I nternational
Conference on Feminist Approachesto Bioethics Network.
The conference, held in conjunction with the Sixth World
Congress of Bioethics, was entitled “Gender, Power, and
(Injjustice.” Co-organizers DeboraDiniz and Susan Sherwin
did afabulousjob organizing this event, which was held at
theAcademiadeTénis. Severa FAB membersgaveinsight-
ful, interesting talks on topics ranging from the rel ationship
between bioethics and power, theimportance of voice, lan-
guage, and gender, and the need to link feminist bioethicsto
the global human rights movement. Papers were given in
Portugese, English, and Spanish, with simultaneous trans-
Iation. The conference began with Rosemarie Tong's paper
“Feminist Perspectives and Global Bioethics: The Search
foraCommon Moral Language,” read by Tong’s University
of North Carolina (Charlotte) colleague, Carol Quinn, who
read on her behalf. Tong was unable to attend the confer-
ence because of illness. Despite this, the FAB conference
audience benefited greatly from Tong's insights, which |
highlight below.

Theconferencewasaterrific successduein large part
to Diniz'swonderful hospitality. Conference attendeeswere
surrounded by Brazilian culture, music, dance, food, and
crafts. But this was a very serious as well as festive occa
sion, given the importance of the conference theme, but
al so because FAB members were sensitive to, and support-
iveof, Diniz, who wasrecently fired from the Catholic Uni-
versity of Brasiliafor debating (by invitation) the morality of
abortion. One of the highlights of the conference was the
honoring of Diniz, winner of the Manuel Velasco Suarez In-
ternational Bioethics Award, with a Distinguished L eader-
shipAward. Also honored for their outstanding serviceroles
were FAB founders Anne Donchin and Becky Holmes.

The conference centered on the importance for femi-
nist bioethicists (and especialy Western feminist bioethi-
cists) to pay attention to the exploitative conditions so preva
lent in the devel oping world, and aneed to reflectively con-
sider the values and practices of developing regions, all the
while recognizing the universal rights of al people. To this
end, many papers highlighted theimportance of integrating
a global human rights perspective into feminist bioethical
discourse (and especially carediscourse), theimportance of
empowering “voicelessvoices,” and of bringinginlocal as
well asglobal perspectives. Another important topic wason
the importance of recognizing the imbalance of power be-
tween Western feminist bioethicists and voices in the de-
veloping world. Therewasacall for more self-critical, self-
examination of Western feminist practices and the need for

connecting acrossdifferencesand forming solidarities. Some
of these papers are being collected and edited by Tong,
Sherwin, and Susan Dodds in an upcoming anthology ten-
tatively entitled “ Feminist Bioethics, Human Rightsand the
Developing World: Integrating Global and Local Perspec-
tives.”

The conference began with the presentation of Tong's
insightful paper “ Feminist Perspectives and Global Bioeth-
ics.” Inthispaper, Tong looksat the possibility of afeminist
human rightslanguage. Emphasizing theimportance of unity-
in-diversity, Tong highlights the works of Sherwin, Susan
Moller Okin, and Ruth Macklin, which recognize that, al-
though women experience gender inequality differently, de-
pending on where they live, they experience sex-based in-
equality for essentially the same reasons and with the same
consequences. Tong looks at the need to use human rights
discourse to improve women's lives. According to Tong,
feminists have been suspicious of rights language because,
at least in the United States, such language is viewed as
mal e language, which stresses justice, fairness, and rights,
but isincreasingly adversarial and conflictual innature. This
malelanguageiscontrasted with female' sstyle of moral rea-
soning, which focuses on human connections, community,
and care. But, Tong argues, humansrightstalk isprofoundly
feminist talk. Feminists need to learn how to speak the lan-
guage of human rights, importantly because it is the moral
language of the international arena, in which we call to jus-
tice those who engage in violent, abusive, and unjust acts.
ArguesTong, giventhelevel of abusetowhich many women
are subjected across the globe, feminists would be well
served by this language. Overall the conference was are-
warding, educational, eye-opening experience, beneficial to
all present. Thenext FAB conferencewill bein Sydney, Aus-
trelia, in 2004.

Carol Quinn, The University of North Carolina
at Charlotte
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Book Review Section

Areview of God, Genes, Wombs. Anthropology
and theWoman Picturein theProtestant Ethic
tothe Reproduction M edicine, by EvaPelkner,
Chr. Kaiser Gueterdoher Verlagshaus. Guetersoh,
2001. ISBN 3-579-02657-7; 268 pages.

E. Pelkner entersnew ground with her work
in double regard. On the one hand, she analyzes
statements on the part of the Protestant (in some
placesalso the Catholic) Churchtoward genetic and
reproductive medicine and the picture of awoman
standing besideit. Onthe other hand, she opensto
the German-speaking public American feminist
thought, which shethen critically carriesfurther.

Inthefirst section of the book shegoesinto
the theoretical and material basesof her work. She
describesthe general base of feminist ethicsand the
positions concerning reproductive medicineand then
presents with it special contributions from the
theological view. Next, the fundamental ethical
dilemmasof these new medical-technical possibilities
areexplained.

The second sectionisan excursioninto the
history (for the U.S.A. and Germany) of thefirst
participation of theologicd authorsin bioethicstothe
present day. What began as a strong presence
became almost dominating only, in recent times, to
fall into ailmost complete retreat. Pelkner’s
corresponding critical evaluation of thetheological
portion on the solution to these questionsfollows.

The next section occupiesitself with what
today isdesignated as “feminist coined bioethics,”
illustrated hereby the positions of the theologians
Karen Lebacgz, Margaret Farley, Dorry de Bger,
and the Canadian philosopher Susan Sherwin. She
discusses criticism of IVF, the modern women's
movement and theideaof atoo easily understood
liberty gain for women through reproduction The
concluding fourth part containsasummary.
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It hasbeenalongtimesincel read such an
energizing bioethicsbook: | am ddlightedtoreview
it. For meit could become “thebook of theyear.”

ViolaSchubert-L ehnhardt, Germany

(Trandationinto the English language by Karin S.
Fester)

— OO ~

A review of Bioetica: Voci di Donne, by Gaia
Marsico, EDB: Bologna2002.

Through alively narration, GaiaMarsico givesus
not only acritical instrument to understand therea-
sons, sense and opportunity of adifferent, feminist
bioethics, sheintroduces usto women'spolyphonic
contribution to ethicstout-a-court.

Thetwentieth century has been the stage of adeep
ethical, socid and political changethat still isunder-
way. Women have been among the promotersand
makersof such change; together with other excluded
or discriminated groups, women haveraised their
voicesto demand aconcreteand inclusivejustice,
real conditionsfor choosing, the requirement of new
processes of information, communication and man-
agement of science.

Clinical practiceand biomedical research arepara-
digmatic places of the supposed democratisation of
socid practices. Inthiscontext, bioethicscan becon-
sidered one of itsmost creativefruits, although not
devoid of controversy. Patients emancipationandre-
search subjects’ participation, which expressesthe
right to make hersalf heard about her own body and
onthedifferent possblescenariosof hedlth, havebeen



demanding the construction of arenewed moral ho-
rizon and pluralistic ethical approach. At the begin-
ning, bioethicshasbeen revea ed asaspacefor dis-
cussing thischallenge; but, paradoxically, thispro-
cesshasrarely been accompanied by arevision of
theoretic instruments and concepts or by the con-
creteengagement of the human beingsinvolved.

Inthelast twenty years, theoretical elaboration of
thefemaleand feminist experience havehighlighted
these voidsand have searched for concrete answers
and dternatives. GaiaMarsico, through her reflec-
tion and analysis, guidesusnicely into this process,
facilitatingitsunderstanding.

Her essay isopened by avery clear explication of
thenecessity todigtinguish“femde’ from*“feminist,”
asnoted by Elisabeth Johnson and Susan Sherwin.
“Feminigt” marksthe plenitude of women’sgrowth
asaprecondition for authentic humanity. A feminist
perspective openly assumesresponsbility for oppres-
sveand discriminative situations, by building upona
story and an experience of discriminationand exclu-
sionto promoteand proposeinclusive ethical prac-
tices, aswell asonesrespectful of differences. A femi-
nist standpoint unafraid of themultiplicity of voices
can givevoiceto theexcluded and will endorsethe
empowerment of al human beingsthrough aSocratic
education and the particul ar attention to the condi-
tionsof choice.

Thuswemeet in Gaid svolume someof thediffer-
ent women'svoiceson ethics, fromamaterna and
careethicsto thefeminist theology, from liberalist
feminismto an eclectic one, but at the sametime, and
with great attention, theauthor skilfully delineatesthe
common horizon of these perspectives, composinga
sort of positive eclecticism. Thesevoicesarebuild-
ing and offering anew approach to ethical problems,
inwhichthemora and concrete experienceisbasic,
thevaueof differenceassumed, and therequirement
of anethicd, socid, politica concreteempowerment

for eachindividua with her circumstancesdemanded.
Thisdoubletrack of different voiceswithacommon
horizon allows usto comprehend gradually how a
feminist bioethicsisdifferent and necessary. Thisbio-
ethicshasasinterlocutorstangibleindividuaswith
particular circumstancesand problems. Itiscentral
forit, asGaiasays, “tolook from point of view of the
weakest, the homeless, beyond genre and origin,
contributing to changethe social and health struc-
tures, sothat every individual acquiresan increas-
ingly activerole’ (Cfr. 74-75).

From this standpoint, the attention to the context
that producesor can produceinjustice and imposi-
tionisgreat: inparticular, it will underscoretherole
of economic marketsaswell asthe necessity todis-
cusscontinuoudy thesenseand the possiblelimitsof
science. Inthelast part of the book, the author, by
analyzing some actual bioethical problemssuchas
informed consent, assi sted reproduction, and genetic
testing with thisdifferent glance and language, sug-
gestsan open and committed conclusion: thisfemi-
nist bioethicsrecognizesthedegplink amongst knowl-
edge, context-promoting free choices, and empow-
erment. Herewefaceachdlengeand acommitment:
themen and thewomeninvolved in bioethicsshould
work inaSocratic way, considering bioethicsasa
public ethics. Thisbioethicscould offer aconcrete
opportunity to befreecitizensand patients.

SaraCasati
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FAB Announcements

CallingAll FAB Author s!

Becky Holmes is compiling another bibliography of
bookswritten or edited by FAB members. Thiswill con-
tinue the one she prepared for the FAB international con-
ference in London in 2000 (which was also published in
the May 2002 Newsl etter, Vol. 10 #1).

Please send complete citations for books you’ ve writ-
ten or edited with a publication date of 2000 or later.
Citations should include the completetitle (and subtitle,
if any), full names of all co-authors, the publisher with
city and year.

Since many people have dropped their FAB member-
ship, our criterion will be ‘member or former member.’
And in some cases non-members have edited books that
include papers by members. Herewe say arbitrarily that
if any such book includes at least three papers by FAB
members, we'll includeit. For example, the book “ Rela-
tional Autonomy: Feminist Perspectives on Autonomy,
Agency, and the Self” edited by MacKenzie and Stoljar
was included in the previous biblio.

Because this biblio’s main purpose is to honor FAB
members, the books do not have to meet any strict crite-
riaof ‘feminist’ or ‘bioethics.’ If you know about books
that really should to be called to our attention, but writ-
ten by nonmembers, please send me information about
them. Maybe you or | can recruit their authors to join
FAB! (We hopethat by the time this Newsletter appears,
alist of memberswill again be posted on our web site.)

Please send your citations to Becky by e-mail
<fholmes@pltpath.umass.edu> or fax <1-413-549-1226>
by the end of August so that the biblio can appear in our
next issue.

Congratulationsto Our Newly Elected
Officers!!

Co-coordinators: Hilde Nelson (USA) and Susan
Dodds (Australia)

Advisory Board (elected members)

Gwen Anderson (USA)

Viola Schubert-L ehnhardt (Germany)
Rachel Ankeny (Australia)

Susan Sherwin (Canada)
DeboraDiniz (Brazil)

Susana Sommer (Argentina)

Arleen Salles (Argentinaand USA)
Rosie Tong (USA)

Laura Shanner (Canada)

For acompletelist that includes ex officio members see
the FAB Contacts page.

Biographies of the officers are available on the FAB
website: www.fabnet.org

by credit card.

New Membership Policy

As FAB’s membership has grown over the past decade the informality of our voluntary contribution arrangement has
become increasingly unmanageable. The administrative workload has grown enormously, contributions have fallen
off and, as our international membership has grown, the inability to accept contributions in foreign currencies has
become an increasing problem. So after exploring alternative arrangements, the FAB Board recommended that we
contract with the Philosophy Documentation Genter to provide membership services for us. This recommendation was
ratified by the membership at FAB’s conference in Brazil. We anticipate that this new structure will spread more
equitably the expense of maintaining FAB and advancing our mission. Mandatory dues have been structured on a
sliding scale based on income. Dues payment will be waived in hardship cases. If you have not yet sent in your
membership form for the calendar year 2003 please use the form included in this issue of the Newsletter. Prompt
payment will save FAB the expense of a repeated mailing making more funds available for scholarships and program-
ming. Note that you can now pay your dues and make additional (tax exempt) contributions to the Audre Lorde Fund

The International Network on Feminist Approaches to Bioethics
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Fax: 1-514-398-8349
carolyn.ells@mcgill.ca

LISTSERV & WEBSITE MAN-
AGER:

Hilde Nelson

Department of Philosophy

503 South Kedzie Hall
Michigan State University
Lansing, M| 48824-1032, USA
Tel: 1-517-353-3981

Fax: 1-517-432-1320
hinelson@msu.edu

LIAISON TO THE IAB BOARD:
Florencia Luna

Ugarteche 3050 60 139

1425 Buenos Aires, Argentina
Tel/Fax: 54-11-4806-1042

florlun ccp.com.ar

COORDINATOR OF COUNTRY REPS
Wendy Rogers

Department of General Practice
Flinders University

GPO Box 2100

Adelaide, SA 5001, Australia

Tel: 61-08-8204-3132

Fax: 61-08-8276-3305
wendy.rogers@flinders.edu.au

ontacts

2003-2004 FAB Advisory Board Members

Gwen Ander son

Medical Genetics Program
Community Hospital of the
Monterey Peninsula
PO.Box H.H.

Monterey, CA 93942, USA.
Tel: 1-831- 622-2713

Fax: 1-831 622-2739

gwen.anderson@chomp.org

Rachel Ankeny

Unit for History and
Philosophy of Science
FO7 Carslaw Building
The University of Sydney

ArleenL.F. Salles
Department of Philosophy
Montclair State University

4 Meadow Court

Midland Park, NJ 07432, USA
Tel: 1-201- 251-9863

Fax: 1-201-251-9864
arleensalles@att.net

Viola Schubert-L ehnhardt

Albert Einstein Strasse 14

Halle 06122, Germany

Tel: 49-345-805-4840

Fax: 49-345-552-7035
kd.Schubert@verwaltung.uni-halle.de

Susan Sherwin

Department of Philosophy
Dalhousie University
Halifax, NSB3J3J5, Canada
Tel: 1-902-494-3393

Fax: 1-902-494-3518
ssherwin@is.dal.ca

Susana E. Sommer

NSW 2006, Australia
Tel: 61-2-9351-4801
Fax: 61-2-9351-4124

r.ankeny@scifac.usyd.edu.au

DeboraDiniz

SQSW 104 F 605
Brasilia DF 70660-406
Brazil

Tel: 55-61-344-7889
Fax: 55-61-343-1994
debdiniz@zaz.com.br

Laura Shanner

John Dossetor Health Ethics Center
8220 114th Street, #222

University of Alberta

Edmonton, Alberta, Canada

Tel: 1-780-492-6676

fax: 1-780-492-0673
laura.shanner @ualberta.ca

Salguero 2484 — 10 “S’

1425 Buenos Aires, Argentina
Tel: 54-11-4802-6590
susommer @mail.retina.ar

Rosie Tong

Philosophy Department

Center for Prof. & Applied Ethics
University of North Carolina/Charlotte
9201 University City Boulevard
Charlotte, NC 28223-0001, USA

Tel: 1-704-687-2850

fax: 1-704-687-2172

rotong@email.uncc.edu

FAB CounTRY REPRESENTATIVES 2003-2004

Contact these memberswho have volunteered to be country representativesif you want to initiate
agroup project, receive back copies or membership application forms, etc. If your country isnot
included and you would like to volunteer, send amessage to Wendy Rogers, eft.

ARGENTINA
SilviaWoods
silvia.woods@puntoar.com.ar

AUSTRALIA
Rachel Ankeny
r.ankeny@scifac.usyd.edu.au

Gail Tulloch
G.Tulloch@mailbox.gu.edu.au

Alison Brookes
abroo@unimelb.edu.au

AUSTRIA

Herlinde Pauer-Studer
Herlinde.Pauer-
Studer@univie.ac.at

BRAZIL
FabianaParanhos
f.paranhos@anis.org.br

CANADA
Carolyn Mcleod
cmcleod2@uwo.ca

CHILE
CarolinaVadobenita
valdebec@chi.ops-oms.org

COLOMBIA
Ana Gonzaez Velez
acgonzalez@interred.net.co

FRANCE
Jennifer Merchant
merchant@u-paris2.fr

GERMANY

Viola Schubert-L ehnhardt
kd.Schubert@verwaltung.uni-
hdlede

GHANA
StellaGyamfi
stellagyamfi @hotmail.com

INDIA
Krishnaragj Shanthi
santiraj @md5.vsnl.net.in

ITALY
GaiaMarsico
marsico@negrisud.it

Giovanna Ruberto

gruberto@venus.it

JAPAN
Naoko Miyagji
MIYAJ.N@srv.cc.hit-u.ac.jp

MEXICO
Dafna Feinholz
daf na@netservice.com.mx

NETHERLANDS
Jyotsna A. Gupta
jagupta@worldonline.nl

NEW ZEALAND
Katherine Hall
katherinehall @ihug.co.nz

PHILIPPINE
Marita V. T.-Reyes
mvtreyes@info.com.ph

SOUTH AFRICA
Melissa Stobie

stobieml @nu.ac.za

SWITZERLAND
Jackie Leach Scully
scully@bluewin.ch

TURKEY
Serap Sahinoglu
serapsshinoglu@hotmail.com

UKRAINE
SvitlanaVekovshynina
vsv@carrier.kiev.ua

UNITED KINGDOM
Audrey Guchion
a.guichon@bham.ac.uk

UNITED STATES
Ruth Groenhout
Rgroenho@calvin.edu
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Calendar of Events

June

The Adaptable Human Body: Transhumanism and
Bioethics in the 21st Century, June 27-29, 2003, Yale
University, New Haven, CT USA. Sponsored by the World
Transhumanist Association, this conference will focus on the
bioethics and policy questions of using technology to tran-
scend limitations of the human body. For more information
please see: http://www.transhumanism.org/tv/2003usa/
index.htm or contact: Dr. James Hughes, Public Policy Stud-
ies, Trinity College, 71 Vernon St., Hartford CT 06106.

July

Bioethics for Tough Times: Professional Challenges
in Medicine & Nursing, July 11 - 12, 2003, Loyola Uni-
versity, Maywood, IL, USA. Sponsors: The Neiswanger Insti-
tute for Bioethics & Health Policy of the Stritch School of
Medicine, The Center for Ethics of the Niehoff School of Nurs-
ing, LUC’s Center for Ethics and Social Justice and The Chi-
cago Clinical Ethics Programs (CCEP). This two-day confer-
ence is for physicians, nurses, related health-care profes-
sionals, and anyone who is interested in the ethical chal-
lenges facing the health-care professions in redefining and
recommitting to professionalism in health care., contact:
Tammie Morris, Conference Coordinator Phone: 708-327-
0219, Fax: 708-327-9209. e-mail: bioethics@lumc,edu or
tmorri3@lumc.edu. For More Information visit:
www.meddean.luc.edu/ssom/depts/bioethics/news/
index.htm

Biotech Challenges for Healthcare, Science and the
Church: 10th Annual Bioethics Summer Conference,
July 17-19, 2003,Chicago, Illinois. Sponsored by The Center
for Bioethics and Human Dignity. For more information,
visit the website at: www.cbhd.org/conferences/index.html

August

Mortal Beings/Immortal Dreams: Dancing Around
the Fountain of Youth: The 11th Annual Summer
Seminar of the Center for Literature, Medicine, and
the Health Care Professions, August 2-7, 2003, Hiram
College, Hiram Ohio, USA. What forces and values are driv-
ing the anti-aging movement? What are the ethical, social,
economic, environmental, and health care issues

The International Network on Feminist Approaches to Bioethics

related to this movement? What does literature tell us about
characters who live for centuries or about those who extend
lives indefinitely through technology? Seminar Coordinators:
Carol Donley, Martin Kohn. E-mail Contact: Carol Donley or
330-569-5380 or visit our website for further details and reg-
istration form http://home.hiram.edu/www/litmed/

XVIIIth European Conference “Genetics and Health
Care,”August 25-28, 2003, The Netherlands. Sponsored by
The European Society for Philosophy of Medicine and Health
Care, the ELSAGEN bioethics project, and the Centre for Eth-
ics at the University of Iceland. The focus is on philosophical,
ethical and legal issues in relation to biomolecular technolo-
gies and genetics in particular. Contact: Professor Henk ten
Have, ESPMH Secretariat, Department of Ethics, Philosophy
and History of Medicine, 232 University Medical Centre
Nijmegen, PO Box 9101, 6500 HB Nijmegen, The Nether-
lands, d.verhaar@efg.umcn.nl or h.tenhave@efg.umem.nl

October

Association for Feminist Ethics and Social Theory,
October 16-19, 2003, Clearwater Beach, Florida, USA. Con-
tact: Lisa Tessman, Philosophy, Binghamton University,
Binghamton, NY 13902-6000, e-mail:
ltessman@binghamton.edu. For more information, visit the
website at: www.afeast.org/

November

The Program in Palliative Care Education and Prac-
tice, November 11-18, 2003, Boston, MA, USA. Sponsored
by the Center for Palliative Care and the Department of Con-
tinuing Education, Harvard Medical School. The HMS Pro-
gram in Palliative Care Education and Practice offers intensive
learning experiences for physicians and nurse-educators who
wish to become expert in the clinical practice and teaching of
comprehensive, interdisciplinary palliative care, as well as to
gain expertise in leading and managing improvements in pal-
liative care education and practice at their own institutions.
For more information, visit the website at http://
www.hms.harvard.edu/cdi/pallcare or e-mail:

Pallcare@partners.org or call Wendy Katz at 617-724-9509.



The International Network on Feminist Approaches to Bioethics (FAB)
Membership Application/Renewal

Launched in 1992 at the Inaugural Congress of the International Association of Bioethics, FAB now has over 350 members in 28
countries. Our aims and scope include development of a more inclusive theory of bioethics encompassing the standpoints and
experiences of women and other marginalized social groups, re-examination of the principles and legitimizing functions of the
prevailing discourse and creation of new strategies and methodologies. Benefits of membership include eligibility for conference travel
grants, opportunity to present papers at FAB conferences, receipt of our semi-annual newsletter and support of activities that
advance our mission. We also maintain a listserv, member database, and website. Dues may be paid by check drawn on a U.S.
bank or by the following credit cards: VISA, MasterCard or Discover. Dues in excess of $10 per year are tax deductible where
law allows.

(Note: If you made a contribution to FAB after September 1, 2002 that corresponds to your income level as specified below, your
2003 dues are considered paid. Please indicate that when returning this form).

To join FAB or renew your membership, please complete and return this form to:
Philosophy Documentation Center
PO Box # 7147 « Charlottesville, VA 22906-7147 USA
or fax this form to: 434 220-3301 (please include credit card information.)
Members whose information is current may renew by phone: in the U.S. and Canada call
(800) 444-2419. Outside North America call +434 220-3300

Please print clearly

Name
Position

Address

City
State/Province/Postal Code Country

Academic or Activist Field
Phone (include country code)

Fax
E-mail

Signature
Date Posted

To pay by credit card please complete the following information as it appears on your card:

Signature Card type Card no. Exp.date

Please circle up to three areas of interest, or two plus a third of your own choosing. Insert a third in the space following
“Other”. Only three can be included in the FAB database.

ACT-activism
DIS-disability
ENV-environment
EOL-end of life

FAM-family/children
GEN-genetics issues/
GLO-global issues
HCP-health professions

HIV-AIDS/HIV
MEN-mental health
POL-policy/law
REP-reproduction

RES-research/science
SEX-sexuality

THE-theory/methodology
WMH-women’s health

Other:

ANNUAL DUES: Based on annual income level in US$ equivalents:

Over $50,000 $
$50,000-$35,000: $20
$35,000-20,000: $10
Under $20,000: $10
*[] I enclose my dues of $ plus $ additional scholarship donation for a total of $

*[] Please send an e-mail receipt.
«[] Areceipt is not needed.
«[] I am not able to contribute this year and request a dues waiver.

Because FAB functions as a network for those sharing similar interests, it is our policy to list members names, institutional

affiliation, e-mail addresses and interest categories on our website. However, if you do not wish to be so listed, please check
here. 4
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Get Involved in FAB
To Join FAB

Members receive the semi-annual newsletter which contains helpful announcements of upcoming events and opportunities,
book reviews, and articles of interest to those working in feminism and bioethics. To join, send a request for a membership form
with your name and address, either by mail or electronically to Lenore Kuo (address on Contact page). Or print a membership
form from the FAB website: www.fabnet.org

To CoNTRIBUTE TO THE NEWSLETTER

We welcome contributions of all sorts: articles, announcements of upcoming events, information about articles or books you
have published or find useful, reviews of books. Book reviews are organized by Alison Brookes. Any other contribution should
be forwarded to Maggie Little (both addresses on Contact page). It’s particularly helpful if you can send them in electroni-
cally. Deadline for submissions to the next newsletter is September 15, 2003.

FIRST CLASS

Philosophy Documentation Center

P.O. Box 7147 ADDRESS SERVICE REQUESTED
Charlottesville, VA 22906-7147
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