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dihiTrITOog BaoiAdyiavvng
TO ANEMITPENTO TQN BAZANIZTHPIQN

MepiAnyn
Eivar dpaye ra BaocavioThipid BIKWS AVETTITOETTTA;

H B8¢éon tou epwtAuatog — Ba utrooTnpIfe Kaveic — KABwWG Kal
OTTOIAONATTOTE ATTOTTEIPA ATTAVTACEWG TOU, ATTOTEAEI ATTO POvVN TNG MIa NOIKA
QVETTITPETTTN @IA0dOCia- €ival n idla Pabid avrBikn kair amotpdtrain. Ta
BacavioTApia gival Eva adiavonTo BEua. Z1a BacavioThpia TAIPIAZEl N CIWTT.

O1 NBIKEC evOPAOEIC PAG VIO TO QVETTITPETITO KAl TNV 1IIQITEPN ATTAEIO
TwV BacavioTnpiwyv gival TTPAYPATI IOXUPES — iICWC O1 IOXUPOTEPES ATTO OOEC
TUXQiVEl va BIaBETEI OTTOI00BNTTOTE OCUVAVOPWTTOG Pag. Opws — digpwTwvTal
TTOAAOI, 10iwg petd Tnv 11.9.2001 — wyiari va un uttoBaA\oupe o€
BacavioTApIa €vav TPOUOKPATN, AV €ival va MOC ATTOKOAUWEl TTOU €XEI
eykaraoTtAocel TN BOuPa TToU, av ekpayei, Ba agavioel hidv oAOKAnpn TTOAN
Kal 6a @oveuoel ekaTtoupupia avBpwTtwy; Kal autr) n evopacr] Yag yia T0
UTTO TTPOUTTOBECEIC ETTITPETITO TWV PACAVIOTNPIWY Eival apKOUVTWGS gUAoyn,
WOTE UTTOVOMEUEI TOUAAXIOTOV TNV Aatroywn Ot n nBikry atraydépeucn Twv
BacavioTnpiwyv gival atrOAuTn Kai Oev €ival ETTIOEXETAI ECAIPETEIG.



H amrayopeuon Twv BaocavioTnpiwy, dapaye, atrAwg 10puel prima facie
KaBrijkovta, Ta OTToia ouykpouovTtal he GAAa KaBAkovta (T1. X. TO KaBrKkov
dlaowoews TNG CwAc 1 ToAudpIBuwy Cwwv), n Ot 0dieubétnon TG
oUYKPOUOTC TOUG €ival {NTua Kpiong (kal Ox1 yvwong);, Av Oev €XOUUE TTEl
TNV TeAeuTtaia AéEn oto CATNUA, A av n NBIKA €xel TTPAYMATI TNV TEAEUTAIA
AEEN, TTPETTEI VA ATTAVTHOOUME AUECA OTO TTPOTEPO EPWTNMA: TE Ti EYKEITAl N
arraéia Twv BacavioTnpiwv;

EAguBéplog ZoUpog
ESeAIKTIKA TTaiyVIa: S100KESAOTIKA, AV MN TI GAAO

MepiAnyn

@a yivel oUVTONN ava@opad OTIC OTPATNYIKEG TNG MEYIOTOTTOINCN KAl TNG
BeATioTOTTOINONG, KOBWG KOOI OTAV  €vvold TNG ECEAIKTIKA OTOBEPNG
OTPATNYIKAG. ©Oa vyivel n OIGkpIon METAEU Tralyviwv HNOEVIKOU Kal N
MNOevIKoU aBpoiouaTtog. H avdAuon duo yvwoTwyv Tralyviwv tng deUTEPNS
Katnyopiag, To diAnuua Tou QUAAKICHEVOU Kal TO YEPAKI/TTEPIOTEPI, Ba OEigEl
OTI TO KOIVWVIKO OQENOG UTTOPEI va ETTITEUXOEI HEOW TNG EEUTTNPETNONG TOU
QTOMIKOU OQEAOUG.

E.Zouros
Evolutionary Games: Exciting to say the least
Abstract

The concepts of maximization and optimization in evolutionary biology
will be briefly mentioned and contrasted with the concept of evolutionarily
stable strategies. The distinction between "zero sum" and "nonzero sum"
evolutionary games will be highlighted and, then, two well known games of
the latter type will be presented. These will be the prisoner's dilemma and
the hawk/dove games. The analysis of these games will show that the
individual may serve the society's best interests by serving his/her own
interests.



Antoine Harfouche

Agricultural Biotechnology:
Capitalizing on R&D with Intellectual Property Protection

Abstract

The safe and appropriate use of biotechnology helps meet agricultural
challenges and consumer needs of the 21st century. Abiotic stresses such
as drought and salinity are major causes of dramatic crop losses throughout
many regions of the world. Hence, developing stress-tolerant crops is
becoming increasingly important as we attempt to meet society’s growing
demand for food, feed, fiber, and fuel. To respond to these challenges and
capitalize on this growing market, a biotechnological approach is
appropriate.

This seminar will emphasize genetic engineering approaches for
developing plant varieties that can tolerate drought and salinity stresses. |
will briefly elucidate the molecular mechanisms of abiotic stress tolerance
and approaches to improving stress tolerance of classical cash crops as well
as of a woody plant Populus, ideal for bioenergy production. From there, |
will briefly describe the safety and regulatory issues, and the international
comparison of public acceptance and perception of agricultural
biotechnology. The precautionary principle will be presented. | will conclude
by discussing how best to safeguard biotechnological discoveries and
developments in order to bring them to markets around the world and
maximize profits.

AyyeAikn Kepaoidou

HBiIkA otn eroxn TG ‘Néag Bio-Anuioupyiag’
Ta nBiIka epwTApaTa TnG ZuvBeTIKAG BloAoyiag

MepiAnyn

2 UVOETIKN BloAoyia gival n €MICTAUN TTOU WG OTOXO €XEl TN dnuIoupyia
VEWV BIOAOYIKWY OUCTNUATWY Kal (WVTAVWY OPYAVIONWY XPNOIUOTTOIWVTAG
MEBOOOUG TNG unxavikng PiloAoyiag (bioengineering). O1  EMMOTAPOVES
TTIOTEUOUV TTWG N OUVBETIKN BloAoyia aTToTEAE Evav TTPWTOTTOPO Kal IDIAITEPA
QTTOTEAEOUATIKO TPOTIO VA ETTEKTEIVOUME TIG YVWOEIG PNAG OTOUG TOUEIC TNG
BioAoyiac kai 1aTPIKAG, KABWG €TTiong va Ppouue TTPAKTIKEC AUOCEIC O€
ouyxpova Kai 101aiTepa TTECTIKA {NTAMATA OTTWG N MEIWMPEVN TTAYKOOUIA
O100e0I1NOTNTA PAPHAKWY, N MEIWON TWV KAUCINWY EVEPYEIAKWY TTOPWYV Kal
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n MOAuvon Tou TrEPIBAAAOVTOC.  Eivar  TToAAoi, Opwg, auTtoi  TTOU
TTpoBAnuaTiCovTal Kal avnouxouv yia TIC 0oBapEC KOIVWVIKEG, NBIKEC Kal
OIKOAOYIKEC QVATPOTTEC TTOU UTTOPEI va ETTIPEPEI N EQAPMOYH TG OUVOETIKAG
BioAoyiag, kal Bewpolv TTWE ol Kivouvol uTTeEpPaivouv Katd TTOAU Ta TBava
o@éAel. H eiofiynon auti Ba TTpOO@EPEl MIa avaoKOTTNON TNG TPEXOUOAG
KATaotaong oTov TOMEéR TNG OUVOETIKAG PloAoyiag, Ba Ttrapoucidacel Ta
moava o@éAn Kal Toug KivOuvoug divovtag 1ID1aiTEpN Eupacn OoTa NBIKA Kal
PINOCOPIKA EPWTAKATA TTOU TTPOKUTITOUV.

Ethics in the time of ‘New bio-Creation’
Ethical Issues in Synthetic Biology

Abstract

Synthetic biology is the deliberate design of biological systems and
living organisms using engineering principles. Synthetic Biology is hailed by
scientists as an innovative and potentially highly effective way to further our
scientific knowledge in biology and medicine and also to solve urgent
practical problems, such as drug shortage, fuel shortage and environmental
pollution. Yet there are a number of possible social and ethical risks that
need to be addressed before synthetic biology becomes a common practice.
This paper is going to offer an overview of the current situation in the area of
synthetic biology. It will review the problems and benefits that can result
from the application of synthetic biology and focus mainly on the ethical and
philosophical issues that arise.

AouAoUda KouprTidou

O Owuacg Akivarng, MNMpwro-AapBivikéC évvoiseC OTO EPYO TOU Kal [n-
avlpwmiva {wa

MepiAnyn

O OQwuac o AKIvATNG €ival dia onuavtikog, viati Bewpouce T
avlpwTriva ovta, MEAN MIOC €uplTEPNG TTAYKOOMIOS KoIvoTnTaG. To
avlOpwTTIivo ov atroTeAei PEPOC TNG euong. Tla Tov AKivatn, n nBikry dev
QTTOTEAEI IO TUXQia 1 TIPpAyMaTioTIK)  uttéBeon oAANG  éva  {Rtnua
TTOU OTNPICETal OTNV PETAQUOIKA KOl OTNV ETMIOTNUOAOYia. 2€ avTtiBeon e
TOUG OUYXPOVOUG TOU QIAOCOQPOUG, 0 AKIVATNG OKEPTNKE OTI OE ITTOPOUUE va
KATAVONOOUWUE TNV QUON MOG Kal TIG (WES JAG av OeV ECETACOUME TOV KOOUO
NG @UONG Kai TNV wn Twv (Wwwv. Evowpatwvel TTpwTo-0apfIVIKA OTOIXEI
OTO OVTOAOYIKO Kal ETTIOTNMOAOYIKO €TTITTEDO KAl TOVICEl TNV OUVEXEIQ
avAPECa OTOUG avOpwTToUC Kal o€ AAAa (wa. Oewpei OTI Kal oI AvBpwTTo! KAl
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Ta avwTepa (wa €Xouv yvwoTIKA (wh aloBACEwWY, PVAMNG, €TTIOUMIWY Kal
OKEWEWYV, TTOU KAVOUV aUTA TA OVTA TTOIOTIKA OIAPOPETIKA OTTO KATWTEPES
HOPPES CwNG.

Thomas Aquinas. Proto-darwinian concepts in his work and no-human
animals

Abstract

Thomas Aquinas understands human beings as members of the wider
universal community. The human beeing is part of the world of nature. For
Aquinas, ethics is not an arbitrary or pragmatic issue but one firlmly
grounded in methaphysics and epistemology. Contrary to his fellow
philosophers, Aquinas thought that we cannot understand our nature and
our lifes if we do not study the world of nature and animal life.He
incorparates proto Darwinian elements on the ontological and
epistemological level and emphasizes the continuity between humans and
other animals.He holds that both human beeings and the higher animals
posses a cognitive life of sensations,memories,desires and thoughts that
makes these beings qualitatively different from lower life forms.

Kitoog Aoung

MepiAnyn

MeTd atrd dUO KAVAAIKEG TTPOCEYYIOEIC aTnN BIONBIKA KAl dia dpauaTIKA
Kal averravaAnttn pand otov Bdavarto, n Louis talks Trapoucidler pia
OIOQOPETIKA atrown BionBikwv BepdTwy, apxiCoviag Kal TEAEIWVOVTAG ME
Puccini fj, ye aAa Adyia, amd spv—HoAR Ta (wa €pxoual Kal 0TV Kopoen
KavéAAQ: OKUAIA, @ayid, TpayoudIoTEC Kal SOAOYOVOL.

Agwvidag AouAoudng

NMPOZAHWEIX TOY MNEPIBAAAONTIKOY ZHTHMATOZ ZTHN EAAAAA:
H EPQTHZH THZ NEPIBAAAONTIKHZ EKIMAIAEYZHZ AMNO TH ZKOIIA,
EN KATAKAEIAI, THZ BIOHOIKHZ

MepiAnyn

Mia Olgpelvnon Tou KABEOTWTOC OXeEDQIOOUOU Kal EQAPUOYAG TNG
TTapeXOPEVNG  TTEPIBAAANOVTIKAG  ekTTaideuong oTtnv  EAAGda  amd  1n
TTPpWTORAOMIO Kal deuTepoPdaBuIa BaBuida TG ONUOCIAC EKTTAIdEUONG
atrodeIkvuel TNV UTTapén TPoPANUATWY TOCO 0t dIoIKNTIKG OCO0 KOl Of
yvwolioAoyiko etriredo. EoTmidlovrag, Kupiwg, OTO TTWG, OTO TTAQICIO AQUTAG

5



TNG eKTTaideuong, BepeAlveTal N oXEOn TOU AvOPWTIOU ME TO QPUOIKO KOl
KOIVWVIKO Tou TTEPIBAAAOV dlatmioTwveTal 0TI, KABw¢ n TPOcAnYWn TOU
TTEPIBAANOVTIKOU (NTAMATOC CUYXEETAI ME TO BewpnTiKO TTPOYPOUMA TNG
OikoAoyiag w¢ BETIKAG €TMIOTAUNG, KUPIAPXOUV Ol  QVOPWITOKEVTPIKES
QVTIAAYEIC TTPOWBWVTAG Kal OXI ATTOTPETTOVTAG £va OIAXUTO KOIVWVIKA, OTO
ovoua Tou TTEPIBAAAOVTOG, «TTEPIBAAANOVTIKO avoA@apnTiIoud». Mia AAAn
OUVETTEIQ AuTOU TOU WEUDOETTIOTAMOVIKOU avOpWITOKEVTPIOUOU €ival n Tpwon
TOU OITTAOU Oe0pOU METACU ETTIOTAPNG KAl ONUOKPATIOC MECW TNG TTAYIWONG
KOl QvaTTapaywynG €VVOIOAOYIKWY OTEPEOTUTTWV OTNV  TTEPIYPAPH TwV
AVOPWTTOYEVWYV ETTITITWOEWV OTO QUOIKO TTEPIBAANOV. H gpwTtnon, atmd Tn
OKOTTIA TNG PIoNBIKAG, TNG TTEPIBAAAOVTIKNAG eKTTaidEUONG Ba PTTOpOUCE va
OUMBAAEl oTnV TTpoypaupaTiky d10pBwaon TNG TEAEUTAIOC TTPOG OPEAOC TNG
eualodnoiog Twv VEWV avBpwTTwV aTTévavTl oTn ofUPEVn Kpion Tou
TTEPIBAANOVTOC OAAG Kal TOU dNPOKPATIKOU BETUOU.

PERCEPTIONS OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL QUESTION IN GREECE:
ENVIRONMENTAL EDUCATION FROM THE PERSPECTIVE OF
BIOETHICS

Abstract

An examination of the planning-and-implementation regime of
environmental education in Greece as provided in primary and secondary
(public) education, attests to the existence of problems both at the
administrative level and at the level of knowledge and information. Focus on
the manner in which the relationship between humans and their natural-and-
social environment is founded in such an educational framework, leads to
the following assessment. because understandings of the environmental
question are confused with the theoretical agenda of ecology as a natural
science, anthropocentric perceptions become dominant, thus promoting,
instead of preventing, a socially diffuse “environmental illiteracy”, in the
name of the environment. The above pseudo-scientific anthropocentrism
has another consequence, which is to render vulnerable the double bind
between science and democracy, by means of consolidating and
reproducing conceptual stereotypes in narrating the anthropogenic effects in
the natural environment. The issue of environmental education from the
perspective of bioethics could contribute to a programmatic adjustment of
environmental education, to the benefit of an increased sensitization of
youth vis-a-vis the acute crises in both the environment and democratic
institutions.



MNwpyog Aékkag

latpikwg utrofonBoupevn avatrapaywyn Kol oUuyyévelad oTO €AANVIKO
dikaio:

KaBiépwon Tng «KOIVWVIKOOUVAICONUATIKAG OUYYEVEIOG» 1R TNG
TEKVOTTOIiaG XWPig ouyyévela;

MepiAnyn
Avo TTapadeiypara atrd Tnv EAANVIKR) vouoAoyia:

MpwTo TTapadceiyua: Tekvotrolia Xxwpig rartpotnta. EQAB 2171/2002,
OAMNAT1 14/2004. H €@ecifAnTn dev UTTOPOUCE VA TEKVOTTOINOElI PUOIOAOYIKA
Kal OoTToQAcIOE va TEKVOTIOINCEI ME TEXvNTR Yyovidotroinon. [Mpog TouTo
METERBN oTO laTtpikd KEvTipo TTOUu OINUBUVE O EKKOAWYV YUVAIKOAOYOGC. 2TnV
apxn N oxéon toug ATav oX€on 1aTpou TTPOC a0Bev. ZTN OUVEXEID OPWG
onMIoupyndnke METAEU TOUC E€PWTIKA OxEOn Kal oupBiwvav wg Ceuyog,
TTAPOANAAWG TTPOC TNV OXEON TOUG 1aTPOU TIPOC aoBevr). TeAIKwWC,
ETMTEUXONKE N €CWOWMATIKA YOVIUOTTOINON ME OTTEPUA CEVO TTPOG TOV
EKKAAOUVTA Kal n €QeaiBAnTn yévvnoe TEKVO N KATAyOouevo PBIoAoyIKG atrd
Tov ekkaAouvta. O ekkaAwv, €vavtl TOU OTToi0 OTPAPNKE OIKACTIKA N
EQPECIBANTN yIa TNV avayvwpion TG TTaTtpdTNTAG TOU TEKVOU TNG, apvhonke
TNV TTarpdétnta O10TI dgv €ixe TN PBoUAncn amokTnong ToU TEKVOU WE
eTEPOAOYN WG TTPOG auTOV TEXVNTH YyovipoTroinon. To E@AB kalr n OAAr
OIKaiwoav Tov eKKaAouvTa. To TEKVO YEVVABNKE XwpPic TTaTpoTNTA.

AelTepo  TTapdadelyua: Tekvotrolia  Xwpeig pupntpétnTa. MITAB
2827/2008. H petagopd o010 OoWHa AGAANG YyuvaiKOC YOVIUOTTOINUEVWY
wapiwy, ¢Evwy TTPOC TNV idia, KAl N KUoPopia attd QUTAV ETTITPETTETAl ME
OIKaoTIK adela. H OIkaoTik A&dela TTapEXETAl UOTEPA ATTO QAiTnOn NG
YUVQIKAG TTOU ETTIOUUEI va QTTOKTIOEI TEKVO. 2TNV TTEPITITWON AUTH, MNTEPA
TOU TEKVOU TEKMAIPETAI N yuvaika oTnv oTroia d06nke n OIKAOTIKI Adela, n
OTTOIQ ETTIKUPWVEI TN BOUANCN TNG YUVAIKAG AUTAG VO QTTOKTIOEI TEKVO TTOU
Ba kuopopnBei attd GAAN yuvaika. 2Tnv KPIBgioa TTEPITITWON O AITWV NTAV
ayapog avdopag, O OTroiog €TOUPOUCE VA ATTOKTACElI TEKVO, TTANV OMWG
BpiokdTaV O€ aduvalia TEKVOTTOINONG PE QUOIKO TPOTTO. ZUNPWVNOE AOITTOV
ME TPITN yuvaika, PJeE TNV OTToia OEV OUVOEDTAV PE OTTOIAONTIOTE OXEON KAl N
oTroia Ogv €mMBUUOUCE VA OTTOKTAOEl TEKVO, VA KUOQPOPNOEI aAUTH, WG
TTAPEVOETN UNTEPQA, PE CEva WG TTPOG TNV idla yovigotroinuéva wdapia, To
TEKVO TTOU O 010G £mMOuuoUoe va ATTOKTACEl Kal {NTNOE va Tou Xopnynoci
OIKOOTIKI Ad&la wOoTeE va utroBondnBei 1aTPIKA TTPOKEINEVOU VA ATTOKTHOE!
TEKVO ME TN MEBODO TNG TTaPEVOETNC uNTPOTNTOC. H BouAnon Tou povou Kal
dyapou Avopa VO ATTOKTAOEl TO TEKVO ETTIKUPWONKE atrd TO DIKAOTHPIO KAl
atroTeAEl TOV BEPEAIWTIKG TNG TTATPOTATAC AOYO. TO TEKVO TTAVTWG YEVVAONKE
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XWPIC uNTPOTNTA: BOUANGN AITOKTNONG TOU TEKVOU DEV £XEI OUTE N TTAPEVOETN
MNTEPQ OUTE N OOTPIA TWV WAPIWV.

...Kal éva EpwWTNHO.

H  «KolvwviIKkoouvalioBnuaTik  ouyyévela» w¢  utrépabpo g
TTATPOTNTAG KAl TNG PNTPOTNTAG BepeAiwveTal oTn BoUANCN ATTOKTHONS TOU
rékvou. MATTWG n €AAelwn TOu KoIvwvikoouvaloBnuarikou uttoBaBpou,
onAadn n éAAsipn Tou BouAnTiIKOU OTOIXEIOU QTTOKTNONG TOU TEKVOU, TTPETTEI
va avadelkvuel T BIOAoYIK Kataywynl wg ultimum refugium yia 1n
BepeAiwon TNG OuyyEvEIag, akOpa Kal EvavTl Tou TpiTou dOTN ToU YEVVNTIKOU
UAIKOU.

BayyéAng MaAAiog
‘EkBeon “Bodies”: eAguBepia TEXVNG Kal CEBACHOG TOU VEKPOU

MepiAnyn

H €kBeon Bodies T1Tou TtTapoucidoTtnke otnv ABriva dev egival pia
ouvnBIohévn KAANITEXVIKA €KBeon. AVTIBETWG, cival pia €kBeon n oTroia
TTPOKAAECE DpIUEia KPITIKM Kal EvTOvo TTPORANUATIONG TOOO yia To {ATNUA
TNG TTPOEAEUONC TWV CWHATWY 000 Kal yia {NTAMATA OXETIKA PE T OpIa TNG
TEXVNG KAl TNG EMTTOPEUPATOTTIOINONG TOU AVOPWITTiVOU OWHOTOC. YTTAPXE!
oplo otnv Téxvn; Kal av vai, 1rolo €ival autd; MNa 1moio Adyo (TTPETTEl va)
oeBoéuaoTe 1o vekpO; EvTéAel, Bivel n €kBeon Bodies Tnv agia Tou avOpwTtTou
Kal TOV OQEIANOPEVO OEPACUO OTO AVBPWTTIVO VEKPO OCWWNQ;

AQqunTpa Maupidou

HOika Zwa: lMaparnprnoeig OXETIKA ME TO OI1GAoyo TnG @IAOCOPOU
Christine Korsgaard pe Tov n0oAéyo Frans de Waal

MepiAnyn

H Bewpia NG €€€ENIENG, Ta AAPATA TNG ETTICTAPNG KAl N QVATITUEN TNG
MOPIOKNAG BloAoyiag divouv orfuepa EpEiocpa yia Bewpieg TTou €pXOVTal Va
avayayouv TNV  avlBpwTrivll CUPTTEPIPOPA OTO  yovIdiwua Kal  OTh
veupoguaoloAoyia. ‘Etol @aiverar katapxv va KAovieTal n auTovouia Tng
NBIKAG, o€ OUo eTmimeda: oOTO E£TiTTEdO TNG QUTOVOMIAE TOUu nBIKou
ETTIXEIPAMATOG, OCUPOWVA HE TO OToi0 oI nBikoi Adyol utTopouv va
dIkaioAoynBouv 1 va atroppipBouv ubévov Baoel AAwv nBiIkwv Adywv, 600
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KAl OTO €TTITTIEQO TNG «QUTOVOMIAG» WG OUYKPOTNTIKOU OTOIXEIOU TNG NOIKNAG
TPAgNG.

‘Eva a1t T OTOIXEIQ TOU ETTATTEINOUPEVOU «KAOVIOPOU» auTou gival n
“eCopoiwon” Tou avBpwTtrou, wg nbikou dpwvTa, pe Ta uttdéAoita (wa. Na
O0o0UC KAiVouV TTPOC auThVv Thv “eCopoiwon”, NEOCW TNG avaywyng TG NBIKAS
oTn BioAoyia, @aivetal va eCalgipovTal TautOXpova Tpia xaouata: To xdoua
METAGU «Eivaly Kal «OEOVTOG», TO XAOHUA METAEU «YEVETIKAG €ENynong» Kai
«OIKAIOAOYNONG» Kal TO XAOHa METACU avOpwITIVWV KOl Un avlpwirivwy
OVTWV.

Me agoppry Tov didhoyo NG @iIAocdpou Christine Korsgaard pe Tov
nBoAdyo Frans De Waal, oto ouAAoyikd 16u0 Primates and Philosophers,
How morality evolved, Ba digpeuvnBei O CUOXETIONOG TWV TPIWV AUTWV
Xaouatwy, Ba diagavei OTI €ival aAANAEVOETA PETALU TOUG Kal OTI, OO0V
apopd oto 1edio TNG NBIKAG, TauTtiCovtal Kal gival pn €CaAeiyiya. Edv
dla@avei autd, TOTE Ba dlagavei 0TI N NBIKA dev uTTOpPEi va avaxBei otn
BioAoyia.

NMapaokeul MouTtodkn

H TpoBOAN TWV YEVETIKA TPOTTOTTOINMEVWYV TPOPWYV Kol KAAAIEPYEIWV
a1rd Ta EVTUTTA JEOA EVNHEPWONG

MepiAnyn

2TNV Trapouca epyooia €CeTACETAl TO VYEVIKO E€PWTNUA TOU TTWG
QVTIMETWTTICETAI TO BEPA TWV YEVETIKA TPOTTOTTOINUEVWY TPOPWYV  Kal
KAANIEPYEIWY aTTO Ta PECA PAlIKAG evNUEPWONG KAl Ta Kupiapxa TrAaioia
MEéOO OTa OTToid KIvoUvTdl Ol I0TOPiEG Trou Treplypdgouv. To Kuplo
TTPAYMUOTOAOYIKO UAIKO TTPOEPXETAl ATTO TA EVOETA NUEPNOIWV EPNUEPIOWV
MEYAANG KUKAOQPOPIOC. Ta CUYKEKPIMEVA EPEUVNTIKA EPWTHUATA TTOU TEBNKAV
€0TIGCOUV OTNV UETAPBOAN TOU £VOIAPEPOVTOC TWV APBPWV TWV EVOBETWV TWV
epnuepidwv To Briua, EAcuBepotuTtria, H KaBnuepivry kai H Auy, yupw atrd
TO €€eTalOMEVO CNTNPA, KATA TO XpoVIKO didoTnua lavoudpiog 2003- Mdaiog
2009. To evdlogépov autd METPABNKE PAon TNG XPNAONG OCUYKEKPIMEVWY
OMAOWV AEEEWYV, Ol OTTOIEC QVTITTIPOCWTTEUOUV OIAQOPETIKEG TITUXEG TOU
Béuatog. H péBodog avaAuaong n otroia uIoBeTABNKE gival autry TNG avaAuong
TTEPIEXOMEVOU  TTOIOTIKWY  OEOOUEVWY, OTIOU TA  «TTOIOTIKA OcdOMEVAY
atroteAouvTav atrd Apbpa Kal TO «TTEPIEXOMEVO» AVAAUBNKE KWOIKOTTOIWVTOG
Ta GpBpa oTIC AECeic TTou Ta atrapTiCouv Kal oxeTiCovTal YE TO BEua TWV
VEVETIKG TpoTtroTToiNuéVwyY. [lpokelyévou va emTeuxBei 10 TTAPATTAVW,
eQapuoéoOnke n peBodOAOYiIa TNG AVOIKTHG KAl TNG ACOVIKAG KWOIKOTTOINONG

9



Kal N Tepaitépw xpnon tou Aoyiouikou TrakéTou NVivo 7, €1dikou yia Tnv
avaAuon kelpévwy. Ta ammoteAéopata TG avaAuong dcixvouv 6t (1) TO
evolapEPOV TOU TUTTOU KOl N €vaoXOANOn ToUu HE TO BEPA TwV YEVETIKA
TPOTTOTTOINMEVWY  EP@aviCel TTEPIODIKOTNTA, (2) TO BEua amracXOAnce Tov
TUTTO Kupiwg kKatd Ta €tn 2003 kar 2008 kai (3) SIQQOPETIKG £vTuTra
TTPO0dId0oUV MPEYIOTN TTPOCOXN OTIC TITUXEG TOU BEPATOG TTOU OXETICovTal
KUPIWG ME TNV E€TIOTAMN Kol TTEPIBAAAOV Kal TNV uyeia Kal ao@AAEla, o€
OIa@OPETIKA £T1.

Newspaper coverage of the genetically modified (GM) foods and crops
issue.

Abstract

The present study negotiates the general question of how the
genetically modified food and crops issue is treated by the mass media and
the dominant frames of the stories they recount. The material analyzed,
originated from supplements of high circulation Greek newspapers. Specific
questions were addressed, focusing on the interest and attention articles in
the supplements of the national Greek newspapers Vima, Eleferotypia,
Kathimerini and Avgi show towards GM food and crops during the years
2003-2009. The changes in the demonstrated attention were estimated
based on the use of specific group of words, representing different aspects
of the issue. The analysis method adopted was content analysis of
qualitative data, where “qualitative data” consisted of articles and “content”
was analyzed using words present in the articles and related to the GM
issue. Analysis was performed with open and axial coding processes.
Visualization of the results was achieved by using the NVivo 7 program. The
results suggested that (1) the interest on the GM food and crops issue had
periodic occurrence, (2) the GM issue attracted the attention of the Greek
newspapers mainly in the years 2003 and 2008 and (3) the attention was
greater on the science-environment and the health-safety aspects.

Muptw Apaywva Movdyxou
H koopuikn Bion0ikrn Tou H.T. Engelhardt Jr. kail n autovopia wg Eykpion
MepiAnyn

2TNV avakoivwon auTtn ETTIXEIPW MIA TTPWTN CUVTOMN TTapouadiacn Tng
KOOMIKNG (secular) BionBikAc Tou H. T. Engelhardt, @iAocogou yiatpou Kai
BeoAdyou, Kal TNG APXAC TOU TNG «EyKPIONG» (permission) wg uTToO-
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KATAaoTaTou TNG KAAOIKNG BIONBIKAC «apXAC TNG QUTOVOUIAC» , OTTWS KUPiwG
KaBiepwOnke otn deutepn ékdoon Tou BIBAiou Tou The Foundations of
Bioethics (1996). ApeTnpia TNG TTPORBANUATIKAG JOU UTTHPEE N KPITIKA TOU TNG
«OIkoupevikng Alaknipuéng yia tn BionBikA kal Ta AvBpwTTiva AIKQIWPATO»
NG UNESCO n otroia, moTtelw, €ival atréAuta ocuu@wyvn JE To TTVEUUA TNG
KOOMIKNG B1onBIkAg Tou. ETTpdKeITo TTpdypati yia pia d1adIkaoTIKA B1on6IknA
NBIKa &Evwv o1 oTtroiol Pe BAon TNV apxn TN £ykKpiong, ME TIveUPd
QVEKTIKOTNTAG Kal OeBAOHUO Twv BEoewv Twv GAwv  TTpocTIAONCavV Kal
ETETUXAV va @BACOUV O¢ OUMQWVia TTAVwW 0€  POOIKEC NBIKEC APXEC,
PUBUIOTIKEC TNG @POVTIOAC yia TnV uyeia. H d1adIKaoTIKA KOOUIKA Biondiki,
AVATTOPEUKTN OUEPA AOYW TOU TTOAUPWVIKOU QPIANOCOQIKOU OTOXAOMOU Kal
TNV TTAYKOOUIAG TTOAUTTOMNITIOMIKAG KOIVWVIAG, OTTwOoONTToTE OEv Eival pia
ouo1wodng PIonBIkr, OTTWGS N XPIOTIAVIKA BIoNBIKA TToU  AVTITTPOCOWTTEUEl TOV
Engelhardt mmpoowTtmikd, o6TTwG @aivetar amd 1o BIBAI0 Tou Otguéhia TNG

XPIOTIQVIKNG BIoNBIKAG.

Myrto Dragona-Monachou
H. T. Engelhardt’s secular bioethics and autonomy as permission.
Abstract

In this paper | discuss, succinctly, H.T. Engelhardt’s secular bioethics
and his “principle of permission” as a substitute for the classical bioethical
“principle of autonomy”, presented in the second edition of his book The
Foundations of Bioethics (1996). Engelhardt, a philosopher, medical doctor
and theologian, is a prolific writer and it was his criticism of the “Universal
Declaration on Bioethics and Human Rights” that induced me to occupy
myself longer with his multidimensional work. | believe that the whole
procedure of the Declaration is an example of how moral strangers can
meet peacefully and reach a consensus that allows a procedural, secular
bioethics, though not a content-full one, on the basis of the principle of
permission. In fact, due to the current philosophical pluralism, the global
multicultural society can hope no more than a justification of a secular
morality on the basis of the agreement of individuals sharing a common, but
not necessarily a substantive, morality. This book does not represent
Engelhadt’'s own substantive morality as presented in his book The
Foundations of Christian Bioethics (2000).
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AAe€avopa NtpoupuTtroyidvvn

Bion6Oiké¢ KAl KOIVWVIOAOYIKEC OIAOTACEIC TNG TTPOEUPUTEUTIKAS
YEVETIKNG d1ayvwong

MepiAnyn

H [poeuuteutiky Tevetiky Aiayvwon( MNrA ) 3 (Preimplantation
Genetic Diagnosis- PGD)  €ival gl TEXVIK}  YIa TO YEVETIKO €AEYXO
EMBPUWYV YIa OOPBAPEC YEVETIKEC KATAOTAOEIC, TIPIV  ATTO TN METAPOPA TOUG
oTn UATPA N OTTOIa TTPAYUATOTTOIEITAI O0€ cUVOUAOHO YE TNV uTToonBouuevn
avatmrapaywyry  (IVF) .H TIF'A eyeiper BionBikd TrpopAnuatioyd  otav
XPNoIJoTToIEiTAl Ot  OUQIAEYOUEVEG  TTEPITITWOEIC  KATAXPNONG NG
ETTOTAPOVIKNG YVWONG N XPAONG VI [N 1ATPIKOUG OKOTTOUG (KOIVWVIKOUG 1
TTOMITIOMIKOUG) . Kuplapxouv n €TTIQUAAEN Kal 0 ¢OBOC yia TOV avaywylopo
VIO TO VEVETIKO VTETEPUIVIOMO, yIa TNV TAON «YEVETIKOTTOINONG» TNG
acbBévelag ,yia 1O euyovikO TTPo@iA Tng MIMA kai Tov OTPeEPAS TPOTTO
TTPOLBOANG TNG aTTd Ta HEoA MAlIKNG EVNUEPWONC.

H emoTtnuovikr dpaoTtnpIoTNTA ATTOTEAEI KOIVWVIKI dpaoTnpIOTNTA KAl
UTTAPXOUV I0XUPOI TTOAITIOMIKOI, OIKOVOMIKOI Kal TTOAITIKOi AGyOl yia TOug
OTTOioUG N €moTnUovIK  €peuva  otnv A Traipvel OUYKeEKPIPEVN
kateuBuvon. H véa yeveTikn €CeIOIKEUTNKE 1D1QITEPA O {NTAMATA  IQTPIKNAG
onuaciag  yia Tov AvOpWTTO  Kal ouxXvd o1  €uBUVEG TNG KOoIVWViag
MEIWVOVTAI KOl aucaveTal n TAon va MPETATOTTICOVTAI TO QITIO OTO YOVOTUTTO
TWV aTOMWV. H uttowia TNG €uyoviKng ouxXva odnyei o€ dIAXWPIOHO TWV
ETOTNUOVWY aTTd TO KOIVWVIKO ocwua. Méoa oto ouvBeTto autd nBIkS Kal
KOIVWVIKO  TOTTiO {NTAMATA OXETIKA HE TIG KOIVWVIOAOYIKEG OIAOTACEIS TNG
MEBODOU, TN OTPePAl oTepeoTUTTOTTOINON TNG MEBOOOU ammd Ta MME ,1nv
auToavTiAnyn Kal Tnv autoBswpnon Twv emoTnuovwy TnG TMIMA, TIg
EVOOTTPOOWTTIKEG OUYKPOUCEIG KOIVWVIKAG TAUTOTNTAG KAl POAWV  TWV
EMOTANOVWY, TN BEOHIKA  KOIVWVIKA avayvWwPEIoPEVN UTTOOTAPICN Eival
amrapaitnto va digpeuvnBouv KAl N epapuoyn TNG«PEBODOOAOYIKAG
OUMMETPIAC» TNV KOIVWVIOAOYIKA €épeuva  Ba Bonbnoel va avtiAngBoupe
TIG KOIVWVIKEG TTPAKTIKEG TTOU €TTNPEACOUV TNV TTAPAYWYH TNG ETTIOTNUOVIKNAG
yvwong otnv MNrA.

Bioethical and Sociological Dimensions of Pre-implantation Genetic
Diagnosis

ABSTRACT

Preimplantation Genetic Diagnosis (PGD) is a procedure for testing
the genetic makeup of a very early embryo created through in vitro
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fertilization (IVF), before it is implanted into the womb of the woman who will
carry it to term. PGD and its applications put bioethical dilemmas when it
has been used in ambiguous situations such as the cases of the abuse of
the scientific knowledge or for non medical reasons. There are bioethical
concerns raised about PGD relate to reductionism, genetic determinism, and
the associated process of geneticization, eugenics, and the distorted
promotion by the media. Scientific activity is a social activity and there are
strong cultural, economical and political reasons that turn the scientific
research of PGD in a certain direction. New genetics is specialized in
medical issues and often society’s responsibilities are attributed to the
genotype. The suspicion of eugenics segregate scientists from the society.
In that complicate moral landscape it is necessary to investigate issues
about the sociological dimensions of PGD, the distorted stereotype
presentation by media, the self-conception of the scientists, the self- identity
conflicts, the societal institutions, and the symmetrical sociological
explanation will illume the social practices that influence the production of
the scientific knowledge in the PGD case.

Aiva Matmraddkn

2eEOUaAIKN avTikelgyevotroinon Kal n Kavriaviy cUAANYN tngG £yyaung
oxéong

MepiAnyn

O Kant utrooTtnpilel 611 n doknon TNG 0€COUAANIKOTNTAG €ival nOIKA
atrodekT PMOVO MECO OTa TTAQIOIO TG £yyOaung MOVOYOUIKAG oxéong. H
KavTiav) oUAMNYn Tou YAUOU, OuWwG, €XEl OeEXTEI €vrovn KPITIKA aTtro
ouyxpovou oToxaoTéC. 'Exel Bewpnbei wg avtipartikry, TTapddotn Kal
QVTIQEUIVIOTIKI KAl oTNV KAAUTEPN TTEPITITWON WG CUVTNPNTIKI KAl EVTEAWG
OUMBATIKN. ZTO KEIMEVO aUTO uttooTNPICW OTI N KavTtiavr) cUAANWN Tou yauou
MTTOPEI va OTTOQUYEl TIC KATNYOPIEC AUTEC. —€EKIVW ME MIa avdaAuon Tng
KavtiavhAg €vvoiag Tou YyAuou, utrooTnpidoviag o1l ogeiloupe va TN
OlaXWPICOUPE aTTd TIC AVAXPOVIOTIKEG aTToWelS Tou Kant yia ta duo @uUAa.
TENOG, avaAvovtag TIG 10€e¢ Tou Kant yia tn @lAia, utmrootnpiw OTI n
0e€OUAAIKA TTPAEN UTTOPEI va BewpnBei NBIKA atTodekT MECA OTA TTAdIOIA
MIaG akOun oxéong. Miag oxéong TTou €XEl Ta BACIKA XAPOAKTNPIOTIKA TTOU
arrodidel o Kant otn Agyoupevn «@lAia Tou xapaktipa» (‘friendship of
disposition’).
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Lina Papadaki
Kant on sexual objectification and marriage
Abstract

Kant has famously argued that monogamous marriage is the only
relationship where sexual use can take place ‘without degrading humanity
and breaking the moral laws’. Kantian marriage, however, has been the
target of fierce criticisms by contemporary thinkers: it has been regarded as
flawed and paradoxical, as being deeply at odds with feminism, and, at best,
as plainly uninteresting. In this paper, | argue that Kantian marriage can
indeed survive these criticisms. | begin with an analysis of Kantian marriage.
Next, | offer a solution to two serious problems it seems to face: that it is
paradoxical and objectifying. | then consider some feminist objections to
Kant’s conception of marriage, and argue that it can be saved if we
disentangle it from Kant’s unacceptable views on gender. Finally, the paper
advances the discussion beyond marriage. Drawing on Kant’s conception of
friendship, | suggest that he might have overlooked the possibility of sex
being morally permissible in yet another relationship; one that has the basic
characteristics Kant attributes to ‘friendship of disposition’.

BaolAiki NMeTouon-NToUAN

Aikankni puBuion TG utmrofondoupevng avarrapaywyng: H mpoékAnon
Kal N TTPoBANMATIKA TNG OMOIOTNTAG, TNG SIA@POPAG KAl TG I00TNTAG.

MepiAnyn

H paydaia avartrtuén, ol EpapuoyEC KOl OI CUVETTEIEC BIOTEXVOAOYIKWVY
QVOKOAUWEWYV Kal N, JE augavOuevoug pubuoug, TTPOCPUYH OE TEXVIKEC Kal
MEBODOUC 1aTPIKAC uTToBonBnong TnG avBpwTrivng avatrapaywyns (IYA)
KaréoTnoav avaykaia Tn OIkaikl puduion TTANBOUG OXETIKWY (NTAMATWV.
Y16 10 TIpioya TNG OIKAINKAG ETTITAYNAGS VIO TNV €QAPUOYR TNG €MPUANG Kal
EUPUTEPNG KOIVWVIKNG 100TNTAG OTIG OXETIKEG pubuioelg,
ETTAVEVEPYOTTOIOUVTAlI CUCNTACEIC YyIa TNV €vvold KAl TO TTEPIEXOPEVO TNG
100TNTAC, TWV JIKAIWPATWY, TNG OMOIOTNTAC Kal TNS dlapopAac, ToU PUCIKOU
KAl TOU KOIVWVIKOU, TOu Onuooiou Kai Tou 101wTikoU. [lapdAAnAa, n
KOIVWVIKO-TTOAITIKA ] KATtavonon Tng avarmapaywyng, TS utrofonoupevng
€IOIKOTEPA, MEOA ATTO TOV  ETTAVATIPOOOIOPICNO TNG  MNTPOTNTAG, TNG
TTATPOTNTAG, TNG YOVEIKOTNTAG, TNG OIKOYEVEIAG, TWV EUOUAWY TAUTOTATWY
evnuUEPWVEl OUlNTACEIG YIa TN OXEan @UONG-ETTIOTAMNG-TEXVOAOYIAG, TN
oxéon PBioAoyiag-avlpwTriving CUPTTEPIPOPAGS, ETTIKAIPOTTOINUEVNG WG OXEON
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METOEU  YeVETIKAG-PIOAOYIOC KOl  OUMPTTEPIPOPASG, TOV  OPIOCHO  TOU
‘@ualoAoyikoU’ Kal Tou ‘TTapekkAivovtog.” TOoo n TpayudTeucn Twv
TTAPATTAVW EVVOIWV OCO0 KOl TO TTEPIEXOMEVO TWV OXETIKWY, aATTapaiTnTa
ICOVOMIKWY puBuicewy, e€ival 101aiTEpoU  evOIAPEPOVTOG Yia Tn PIonBiknA
KABWG¢ ava@EPovTal—uETAEU AAAWV— OTNV EPMPNVEIA TNG OPOIGTNTAG KAl TNG
d10POPAC OTTWG AUTA APoPA TN BIWMHEVN TTPOCWTTIKI, EVOWMNATN EUTTEIRIA.

H dikankn €mmAoyn yia epapuoyr TNG apxng TNG -EUPUTEPOA- KOIVWVIKNG
Kal €I0IKOTEPA EUPUANG 100TNTAG OTO €AANVIKG dikalo TTou puBpilel {nThuaTta
AvVaTTapayWYNG Yiverar €p@avng, MeETAgu AAAwv, OTnv €loaywyry Tou
KPITNPIOU  TNG  KOIVWVIKOOUVOIOONUATIKAG  OUYYEVEIQG WG OTOIXEIOU
KOBOPIOTIKOU TNG OUYKPOTNONG OIKOYEVEIWV TIOU  TTPOEPXOVTAl  OTTO
TTpoouyry oe peBOdouc YA, otnv eCac@aAion 100TIUNG B€éong pETACU
TEKVWV TTOU TTpoépyovTal atmd peBddouc IYA Kal TEKVWV TTOU TTPOEPXOoVTal
atmd QUOIKA avaTTapaywyr], oTnv atmayopeucn €mAoYASc UAoU (eKTOC aTTd
TIC TTEPITITWOEIC QUAOOUVOETWY aoBeveiwv) aAG Kal oTnv uloBETnon
oudETEPNG  VOMIKAG  YAWOOOG  KAVOVTOG  QVOQOPEC YEVIKA  OTO
‘uTToonNBouUPEVO’ TTPOOWTTO Kal JOVOo OTav BewpeiTal TEAEIWG avaykaio o€
AvOPEC Kal YUVAIKES (TTX OTOV KOBOPIOHO TWV JIAPOPETIKWY OPiwV NAIKIOC
yIa AvOPEC KAl YUVAIKEC TTOU OwPICOUV YEVETIKO UAIKO).

To yeyovdc OpwG TNG avBpwTtrivng avatmrapaywyng, 101aitepng
OonNMUaciag yia To TTPOCWTTIKO Biwua Kal TNV KOIVWVIKI) CUYKPOTNOT), ATTOTEAEI
TNV KOT €COXN OIaQOPOTIOINTIK OUVOAKN METALU avOPWYV KAl YUVAIKWV.
loTopikd, BloAoyiKd XOapakTnEIoTIKG Kal BIOAOYIKOTTOINMEVEG CUUTTEPIPOPES
T600 TWV YUVAIKWY 000 KOl eupuTEPA OPICOPEVWV KOIVWVIKWY, £BVIKWYV Kal
GAAWV opdadwyv Asitoupynoav wg diIKaloAoynTikr BAacn yia Tn ‘Quolkotroinon’
IEPAPXIKWY OEIOAOYACEWY TTOU ATTOTEAECAV TN BACN KOIVWVIKWY AVICOTATWV.
Kartd ouvETtteia, n e@apuoyn Twy apxXns TG 100TNTAG 0Tn pubuion ¢NTNPATWY
AVATTAPAYWYNAG KAl KAT €TTEKTACT (NTNUATWY TTOU QVO@EPOVTAl OE UTTOPKTEG
1 TTPOCAQUPBAVOPEVEC ‘QUOIKEC’ DIAPOPEC ATTOTEAEI ID1AITEPN TTPOKANGCH VIO TO
oikalo  kaBw¢  oeidel va  €Caoc@alicel 100TNTA  QVTIMETWITIONG
Ol0QOPOTTOINTIKWY  PIOAOYIKWY  XAPOAKTNPIOTIKWY KOl Vo  dpel  TT0aveg
aviooTNTEG.

O1 101aiTepEC TTPOKAACEIC KAl N TTPORANPATIKN) TAS apXAS TNG 100TNTAC
oTn PUBJIoON KAT €COXAV OIAPOPOTIOINTIKWY XAPAKTNPIOTIKWY OTTWS auTd
oXeTiCovTal IOIAITEPA PE TV AVOPWTTIVA avaTTapaywyn TTpooeyyifovial oTnyv
TTapouoa €I0HyNON JE A@OPP TNV TTAPEVOETN PNTPOTNTA Kal €I0IKOTEPA TOU
TEKUNPIOU uNTPATNTAG.
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Xdpng MAartavakng
YTrapxel avlopwirivo SIKAIWMA OTNV UYEIa;

MepiAnyn

MT1TopoUME va MIAGUE YIa TO avBpwTTIVO dIKAiWUa OTNV uyeia, 1 €0Tw
oTNV UYyEIoVouIKN TTEPIBaAWN; To avBpwTTivo dikaiwpa cuvABwc opileTal wg
NBIKG diKaiwpa 1Tou £xouv OAol o1 dvBpwTrol Xdpn oTnV avlpwTrivn @UOoN
TOUG. H TTpOOEKTIKI avAAuon autou TOU OPICHOU avadelkvuel 0TI HAAAOV TO
OIKaiwPa TNV UyEia 1 oTnNV UYEIOVOMIKA TTEPIBOAWN, KaiTol onUAvTIKO, Oev
MTTOpEi va BewpnBei avBpwtrivo. H e¢étaon KATTOIWY AAAWV OpPICHWYV
avopwWTTIiVWV JIKAIWPATWY KATATEIVOUV OTO 010 CUUTTEPAOHA. KATaANKTIKA,
uttooTNPICw OTI, KaiTol PN avBpwTtrivo, To OIKAIWUG OTNV UYEia Kal oTnv
UYEIOVOMIKA TTEPIBAAYN eV XAVEI TOV KEVTPIKO TOU XAPAKTHPA.

A. W. Price
Variabilism and the Virtues
Abstract

| shall discuss further a local disagreement between Dancy and myself
in relation to this question: can it be virtuous in a way (brave, say, or
generous) for an agent to ¢, and yet he have no reason to ¢?

Dancy argues from a few examples that it can be. This must depend, |
think, on how we conceive of the virtues. If any particular virtue was
adequately definable by a concrete rule of conduct (say, for courage, ‘Never
flee from the enemy’), he would plausibly be right. But we should not adopt
a primitive conception of the virtues to save a thesis (one of maximal
variabilism).

Greek philosophers generally accepted some doctrine of the unity of
the virtues, with the implication that if, say, it is brave to ¢, it is best to .
That view seems counter-intuitive, though it may be well-motivated, at least
in connection with a conception of virtue which it is in the nature of virtues to
aspire towards.

In any case, we need to reflect further on the basis of a more common
but not primitive conception of the virtues. | wish to explore further the

following thought. Even when it is brave but not best to ¢, ¢’ing must
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achieve some point in context that makes it good to ¢, in a way; that must
give the agent at least some reason to ¢.

This is actually quite a weak claim (for reasons may be overridden,
some easily). But it may be supported by a view of the nature of the virtues
that is worth developing.

XpioTiva ZTTUpdKkn

H évvola TnG 1I81WTIKOTNTAG KAl N ONMOCIa TNG TTPOOTACIAG TNG OTNV
NMpwTtoBdduia PpovTida Yyeiag

MepiAnyn

O 6po¢ «IDIWTIKOTATA» XPNOIMOTTOIEITAI CUXVA TOOO OTNV KaBNUEPIVN
YAwooa 600 Kal OTIC PINOCOPIKEG, TTONITIKEC KAl VOMIKEC oulnTroelg. Eidikoi
atmd dIaPopa emMOTNPOVIKA TTEdia, OTTWG N KoIVWVIOAoyia, n WuxoAoyia, n
avBpwTtroAoyia, n @IAocO®@ia, n TIOAITIKA, N 1ATPIKA, N VOMIKA, aAAd Kal
KUBEPVNOEIC, TTOMITEIEC, KOIVOTNTEG, OUADEC KAl PEMOVWHEVA ATOMA, €XOUV
TTPOCTTABONCEl va TTpooeyyioouv To CATNMA TNG 1IBIWTIKOTATAG aTTO OIAPOPES
OTITIKEG TTAEUPEG.

H évvoila tnG 1I01wTIKOTNTOC (privacy) Ttrapouoidlel dUOKOAie¢ 6oov
a@opd oTov OpIoHd TNG, KUpiwg €TTEId  €CaPTATAl IOXUPA aTTO TO
TTEPIBAANOV, TNV KOUATOUPA Kal TNV TPEXOUOO TTPAYMATIKOTATA EVTOG TNG
OTTOIaC ETTICNTEITAI O OPICUOS TNG. ZUPPWVA HE EvVa OPICHO, IDIWTIKOTATA Eival
n agiwon Twv avlbpwTttwy, oNAdwV 1 opyaviouwyv va kaBopilouv yia Tov
€QUTO TOUG TO TTOTE, TTWG KAl O€ TTOIA €KTACN N TTANPOYOPIa TTOU TOUG apopd
Ba aTTOKAAUTITETAI OTOUG AAAOUG.

H 101wTIKOTNTA oUVIOTA BACIKA agia TTou OXeTICeTal ME TN YN TTApaBiaon
TNG TTPOCWTTIKOTNTAG, TO CEPACUO TNG AVOPWTTIVNG OAIOTTPETTEIAG, TNV
QTOMIKN AVECaAPTNOIA KAl TNV AKEPAIOTNTA TOU ATOUOU. 2TOV TOMEA TNG UYEIAC
T0 {ATNMA TNG IDIWTIKOTNTAG avadueTal KATA TN GUAAOYN TwV TTANPOQPOPIWY
TwV acBevwyv oTO TTAQICIO AQWNG ATOMIKOU 10TPIKOU I0TOPIKOU, OAAG Kal
GAAWV TTANPOYOPIWV TWV A0BEVWYV TTOU AQUBAVOUV Ol ETTAYYEAUQTIEG UYEIAG
KATd TNV AoKnon TNG IAaTPIKAG TTPAKTIKNAG. H avatrtuén Twv TeEXVoAoyIwv NG
TTANPOPOPIAC KAl ETTIKOIVWVIOG ETTETPEWE TNV €UKOAN KAl TAXEIQ KaTaypa®n,
aTmmodnikeuon, avoupaor, avarmmapaywyn Kal JETGdoon peE NAEKTPOVIKO TPOTTO
TWV TTPOCWTTIKWY TTANPOPOPIWYV TWV ATOUWV.

O1 1atpoi TG MpwTtoBdbuiag PpovTidag Yyeiag £xouv Tn duvatotnTa
EKTETAPEVNG OUAAOYNAG TTANPOQPOPILV TwWV aoBevwy, KABWS E£pxovTal o€

OuUXVI KOl ouvexn €TTIKOIVwVia padi Toug, Evw TaUuTOXPOVA €ival o1 JOVOol TToU
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MTTOPOUV VO OUUTTANPWVOUV Kal VO OAOKANPWVOUV TO QAKEAO UYEIaG,
TTapakoAouBwvTag Tov acBev KaBoAn Tn didpkeia TG (WG Tou.

Av Kal €va HEPOG TWV TIPOCWTTIKWY TTANPOYOPIWY TwV a0BeEvWV
EUTTITITEl OTNV UTTOXPEWON YIa TNV TAPNON TOU IATPIKOU OTTOpPENTOU, TO
OUVOAO TWV TTANPOPOPIWYV WG THAMA TNG 1IBIWTIKOTATAC TWV aoBevwyv XpACEl
TNG TTPOCTACIOC TWV ETTAYYEAUATIWV UYEIQS TTPOG OPEAOC TWV a0BEVWV Kal
ME OKOTTO a@evOG TO OEPACHUO TNG QACIOTTPETTEIAC TOUG KAl AQETEPOU TN
OlIaQUAALN TNG OXEONG EUTTIOTOOUVNG 1ATPOU-a0BEVOUC Kal TNV KATA TO
duvaTto KaAUTEPN £KBaon TNG UYEIag TOUG.

21upog Téyog

ESEAEn n Puoikni loTopia ; H mpéodog Tou avBpwrTrivou gidoug oTo
2KWTIKO AlaQWTIOCUO

MepiAnyn

H avixveuon tng karaywyng PIOAOYIKWY JOVTEAWVY £CEAIENG KAl PUOIKAG
EMAOYAG OTNV TTAPAd00N TOU 2KWTIKOU AIQQWTIOPOU, Kal €10IKA OTn
@IAocogia Twv D. Hume kai A. Smith, dev €ival aouviBioTo yeyovog oTtnv
IoTopIa TWV 10eWV. AdIAUPIOCBATNTA TETOIEC EPEUVNTIKEC UTTOBECEIC €XOUV
Bdon oTta Keiyeva Twv @IAN0COPWYV. EvrouTolg, TTapacupduevol iocws atro
QapPRIVIKAG EUTTVEUCNG AvayVWOEIG, TTOANOI EPEUVNTEC PAIVETAI VO AYyVOOUV
TNV 0TTapgn Kal TIC 1I01AITEPOTNTEG €vOG OIaKPITOU €idoug Adyou, €vog
ETMOTNPOVIKOU KAGdoU TTou avBei katd Tov 18° alwva, TNV QUOIKN I0TopIA.
E€etdletal o TPOTTOC OUPPWVA PE TOV OTTOI0 N €vvola TNG TTPOOGdOU TOU
avlpwTTivou €id0oUG JIATUTTWVETAI JE OPOUG PUOIKNG I0TOPIAG.

Navayiwtng T{aveTAg

H oikoupevikh dlavepnTik diKkaloouvn Kal N KPITIKA oTto "Aikaio Twv
Aawv" Tou John Rawls

MepiAnyn

Mia onuavTikry dlaudxn oTn ouyxpovn TTOANITIKA QIAoco@ia apopd OTo
TTOI0 €ival TO UTTOKEIMEVO OTO O1EBV] Xwpo, av dev eival 1o GTopo. Kar
ETTEKTAON TiBeVTAl EPWTAPATA TTEPI TWV OPiWV TNG dIKAIOOUVNG, TNG NBIKNAG
BapuTNTAC TWV CUVOPWYV Kal TEAIKA N au@IoBATAON TNG TTEICTIKOTATAG TNG
OXETIKAG OIGKpIoNG Aawv — KpaTwyv. Ala TNG uloBETNONG Twv AQWV WG
UTTOKEINEVO BewpeiTal OTI uTTOTACOOVTAl TA OIKAIWMATA TWV ATONWY OTA
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KpAatn. 1dlaiTepn KPEITIK QOKEITAI 0TV UI0BETNON TNG KATNYOPIiaG Twv
‘ACIOTTPETTWY’ YN ONUOKPATIKWY KABECTWTWY Kal TG CUMMETOXAG TOUG OTO
ouoTnua TTaykoopiag dikaloouvng. H  TTapaxwpnon Tpog TIC IEPAPXIKES
KOIVWVIEC EVOXOTTOIEITAI VIO OXETIKIOHO KAl VIO ATTOPADEKTEC EKXWPNOEIC
TTPOVOUIWV TTPOG TIC TTAPAdACEIC. AKOUYETAI QVTIQATIKO va CERovTal TIG
OIEBVEIC oupWvieg TTEPI ICWV avlpwTTiVWV OIKAIWPATWY, KOIVWVIEG ME
ENAEINUA EOWTEPIKOU €CIOWTIOPMOU. H TTapaxwpnon auTthi TTou Teivel va
ecutINEETAOEl TN d1EBVI) OoTOBEPATNTA, dla TNG €via¢ng Toug OTO OoUCTNHA
TTAyKOOMIAG OIKAIOOUVNG, UTTOVOUEUETAl ATTO TNV QaO0A@EId OTO OPIO TWV
‘ACIOTTPETTWYV - TUPAVVIKWY KABECTWTWYV. ZUVIOTA O WQEAIMIOTIKN EKTPOTIH
n TTPOTALN TNG OTABEPATNTAC ATTO TNV EIPAVN Kal n avadeign Tou oefacuou
TTPOG TNV €0VIKN Kuplapxia oTo Kupiapxo ¢ATnua. MoAAoi uttooTnpifouv OTI
MOVO O O€EBACHOC OTNV OIKOUMPEVIKOTNTA TWV AVvOPWITIiVWY OIKAIWHATWY
eutTEdWVEl TN 0TaBEPOTNTA. ATTO TNV ATTOWN QUTH N TTpooTTddela Tou John
Rawls va kivnBei ota BApara tng Alwviag EipAvng tou Immanuel Kant
QVTIMETWTTICETAI WS OUVTNPENTIKN £TTaVEKdOON OCWV UTTAPLaV PICOOTTAOTIKA
200 xpovia TTpIv. 210 TTAQICIO TNG TTAPATTAVW KPITIKAG ECETACETAI KOI N TTOAU
IOXVH avTiAnwn OIKOUMEVIKAG SlaveunTIKAG dIKalooUuvng OTO £€pYyO AUTO
Tou John Rawls. MBavwg guBuvetal n BeyeAiwon TNG dikAlooUVNG OTNV
apolIBaidoTnTa. O1 TTEPICOOTEPES KPITIKEC TTPOG TN ‘PEAAICTIKI} OUTOTTIA’™ TOU
"Alkaiou Twv Aawv" uttodeikvuouyv 0TI 0 UaTePoG John Rawls kAivel Tpog Tov
pealioud.

Takis Tzanetis
Global distributive justice and John Rawls’ “Law of Peoples”
Abstract

One of the most intense controversies in contemporary political
philosophy concerns the question who the agent in the global space is (if
not the person), and consequently the question of the boundaries of justice
and the moral significance of the frontiers. Eventually this leads to a
discussion of John Rawls “Law of People”. in which these issues are
tackled. The paper will discuss the plausibility of Rawls’ distinction between
peoples and states. Peoples as international agents, instead of persons, can
result in a situation where state interests can be pursued at the expense of
individual human rights.

Rawls’ argument that non-liberal states of a certain type would accept
the same principles and refers to these states as "decent" and their
participation in a worldwide justice system, has come under harsh
criticism.This view of the hierarchical non - democratic societies leads to a
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relativist approach and to the notion of privileges of traditionalism. The claim
of hierarchical states with respect to international agreements on equal
human rights should be regarded rather as implausible because of their
internal deficit of equality. The distinction Rawls makes between tyrannical
and hierarchical states is not very clear, and this undermines his claim that
the law of peoples contributes to international security. For many writers
only the universality of human rights forms a good basis for international
stability and security. Furthermore, it is a utilitarian diversion to put the
stability first prior to peace and this leads to the absolute respect of the
notion of national sovereignty. The ‘law of peoples’ has similarities to the
‘law of nations’ and ‘Perpetual Peace’ that Immanuel Kant developed but is
much less radical, taking into account the difference of 200 years. The
concept of global distributive justice is too thin in the work of late Rawls and
the reason seems to be the grounding of justice in reciprocity.

MNwpyog XapaAdutroug
H apxn tn¢ arouiknNg EAsuBspiac wg KpITNPIO ATTopacswy orn BionBikn

MepiAnyn

H piANlavy €vvoia TG QTOMIKAG QUTOVOUIAG @aiveTal va TUyXAVEl
eupeiag armodoxng oto Tedio TnG BionBIKAG. ZUyXPOoveS WEPEAIMIOTIKEG
Bewpiec kal Ox1 POvOo €xouv w¢ Pacn TNV MIAAIav  avtiAnwn NG
ATOMIKOTNTAC, BETOVTAC TNV WS KUPIO KPITAPIO OTTOTiMNONG TG TTpdgng. Ol
Bewpnoeic auTéC avayvwpiouv OTI av Kal Ol OKOTTOI TwWV TTPALEWV MOG
KaBopilovtal atrd TIPOTIUNCEIC O€ OUVOUAOMNO [E TTETTOIBACEIC, OTI Ol
EMOUNIEC pag eival dnAadr AUTEC TTOU OUCIOOTIKA HAG KIVNTOTTOIOUV OE€
TTPACN, TTAPA TAUTA OPICHEVEG aATTO TIC TTPALEIC MAC XapakTnpilovTal wg
EUKPIVWG QUTOVOUEG, EKQPACOUV JIa 10IAITEPN TAUTOTNTA KOOI AKEPAIOTNTA KAl
opeilouv va yivouv oeBaoTéc. Mtropei Opwg n Bewpnon aut TNG
ATOMIKOTNTAG va OTABEi €vIOG TOU VATOUPOAIOTIKOU TTAQICIOU OTO OTTOIO
TiBeTan; Eival ikavr) uttd 10 TTAQioI0 AuTd va BEPUENIOEl LI CUVEKTIKA doun,
évav evotroinuévo €auto; To TTapdv KeiNevo eTIXEIpEl va avadeigel Ta
TTPOBAANATA TTOU AVOKUTITOUV ATTO PIa TETOI ATTOTTEIPA.

Individual Liberty as a Principle for Decision-making in Bioethics
Abstract

The Millian attempt of an account of individual autonomy within a
naturalistic account of action seems to have a vast impact on our
understanding of autonomy, as a basic ethical principle in Bioethics. Even
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though Mill acknowledges the role of hidden motives, that is the extrarational
influences on decision-making, at the same time he elevates reason by
claiming that we could through deliberation arrive to ethical choices. Does
Mill's naturalism succeed in producing an ethically significant notion of
individual autonomy or is autonomy a notion that cannot just be reduced to
nature, as a fact of the matter? This issue is to be explored.
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