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MNpoypappa MeTanTuxXiakwyV Znoudwv
Bion0ikn

Fikret Adaman, Professor of Economics, University of Bogazici,
Turkey

Valuation languages in environmental conflicts:
How stakeholders oppose or support gold mining at mount
ida, Turkey

(in collaboration with Duygu Avci and Begiim Ozkaynak)

We analyze an ongoing environmental conflict over the prospect of gold
mining at Mount Ida, Turkey, and aim at unpacking the valuation languages
used by the social actors either to support or to oppose gold mining in the
conflict. Based on the field study that consists of 37 in-depth interviews, three
focus groups, and a survey administered to a total of 738 citizens, the factors
that affect local public’s positions vis-a-vis gold mining at Mount Ida and their
choice of valuation languages are examined. Thinking of the conflict at Mount
Ida in terms of valuation languages enables us to better understand the
various dimensions of the conflict and to distinguish the disagreements that
can be controlled and solved via technical measures or bargaining over the
amount of monetary compensation from those that defy such technical and/or
monetary solutions. We also intend to provide a useful and general
methodology that combines qualitative and quantitative research methods for
understanding a broad range of environmental conflicts. The results are in line
with earlier findings in that local people oppose such projects for various
distinct reasons and that monetary and/or technical compensatory schemes
do not suffice to solve the disagreements. The results also challenge the
‘post-materialism hypothesis” (of Inglehart), and give support to
“‘environmentalism of the poor” argument (of Guha and Martinez-Alier).

KaAAiéTTn  AvOpOUAdKn,  peTatrtuxiaky  @oimitpia MM
«BionBikry», TMavemotAuio Kpntng, BaoiAikf letovon, ETik.
Kabnyntpia KoivwvioAoyiag, TuApa KoivwvioAoyiag, MNMavemmaoTtriuio
KpAtng, Avdpéag I. NtouAng, Epsuvntic " EBvikou 16pupaTog
Aypotikig Epeuvag, Antoine Harfouche, Brain Gain Recipient
Professor, Faculty of Agriculture, University of Tuscia, Italy.



BionBIKA Kal YEVETIKH TPOTTOTroinon SACIKWY SEVTPWV:
EPpWTAMATA Kal TTpoBAnuaTtiopoi otn d1dvn BiIBAIoypagia

H yeveTikiy Tpotrotroinon OACIKWY OEVIPWY QTTOTEAEI OXETIKA TTPOOQATN
epappoynl TG Plotexvoloyiag, eV  OUYKEKPIPMEVA — €idn  YEVETIKA
TpoTToTTOINUEVWY OEVTPWVY £XOuV NON eutTOopEUMaTOTTONBEl O dldgopa PépN
Tou KOOHoU. OTTwg OuwWG cupPaivel eUpuTEPA HE TIG EQAPUOYEG TNG YEVETIKAG
MNXQVIKAG, N YEVETIKA TpoTrotroinon O&vIpwv aTtroTeAEl onueio TPIBAG Kal
avTITTapABeong O€ ETTIOTNUOVIKO KOl KOIVWVIKO ETTITTEDO KABWG KAl O€ ETTITTES0
TTONITIKWY  KQl  TTPOKTIKWV. ‘ETOI, UTTOOTNPIKTEG TWV  €QAPUOYWY TNG
TTPOTEIVOUV OTI €ival ONUAVTIKA N WEEAEIQ TTOU UTTOPEI va TTPOKUWEl atTO Th
YEVETIKI] TPOTTOTTOINON OACIKWY OE&VIpWY, OTIWG Eival yia TTapAdelyua n
MeyloTOTTOINON TNG TTapayouevng Plopdlag. ATtd Tnv GAAN PEPIA O ETTIKPITEG
TNG QVTITEIVOUV ETTIXEIPAMATA TTOU OXETICOVTAl KUPIWG WE TIC TTEPIBAAAOVTIKES
TITUXEG Tou Bépartog. To BlonBIko evdlogépov o€ auTh TN oulnATnon eival
MEYAAO Kal euvonTo KABWGS SIAPOPES TITUXEG TNG APOPOUV KAl avaPEPOVTAl OE
¢ntuata  TePIBAAAOVTIKAG NOIKAG OTTwG TOo e€pwTnPa TnG aiag TG Mn-
avBpwmvng Cwng, TNG oxéong Tou avBpwTtrou Pe To TTEPIBAAAOV, TIC EVVOIES
Kal TIG apX€G TNG AuTovoMiag Kal TnG dIKaloouvng.  2Tnv TTapouca €10r1ynon
TTPOOEYYICOVTAI TA ETTIXEIPAMATA KAl TO QVTETTIXEIPAUATA TTOU OXETICOVTAI PE TN
YEVETIKI TPOTTOTTOINCN OACIKWY BEVTPWY KAl apopoUV Kal evOIapEPOUV AuECa
TNV TTEPIBAAAOVTIKR NOIKN Kal TR BlonBikr €101 OTTWG AuTA avaTITuooovTal 0T
o1e0vn BIBAIoypagia.

Kalliopi Androulaki, ‘Bioethics’ M.A. student,University of Crete,
Vassiliki Petoussi-Douli, University of Crete, Andreas G. Doulis,
National Agricultural Research Foundation, Antoine Harfouche,
Brain Gain Recipient Professor, Faculty of Agriculture, University
of Tuscia, Italy.

Bioethics and genetic modification of trees: Questions and
concerns addressed in the international scientific literature

Genetic modification of forest trees represents a relatively recent
biotechnological application, while specific species of genetically modified
forest trees have already been commercialized in many parts of the world.
Similarly to the situation with genetic engineering in general, genetic
modification of forest trees is a contested area at the scientific and the social
levels as well as the level of policies and implementation. Thus, supporters of
its applications, suggest that the benefits of genetic modification of forest
trees can be found in areas such as the maximization of biomass production.
On the other hand, critics argue against it mainly on the basis of
environmental concerns. The bioethical interest in this debate is significant
and evident to the extent that its various aspects relate to the value of non-
human life, the relation between humans and the environment, the meanings
and the principles of autonomy and justice. In the present presentation the
arguments and the counterarguments concerning genetic modification of



forest trees as these related to the interests of environmental ethics and
bioethics, are addressed through a review of the international literature.

KwvoTtavriva  AvTidxou, utroy. 0di1ddaktopag  PiAocogiag,

MavemmoTApio KpAtng

EmiotAun ka1 Aieg. Ta O6pila Kol o1 TTpoUTTo0éceIg TOU

TTAAIoI0KOU guTTEIPIOMOU TNG Helen Longino.

To 10ewdeg TNG ACIOAOYIKA OUBETEPNG ETTIOTAMNG OUVOEETAI TTOPADOCIOKA ME
TN duvatdTNTa TNG OIAKPIONG METAEU TWV ETTIOTNUIKWY KAl TWV KOIVWVIKWV
agiwv. Evw n Ttrapoucia Twv KOIVWVIKWV aglwv Bewpeital dedopévn o€
TIAEUPEG TNG ETMIOTAMNG TTOU Oev OXETICOVTal PE TNV KABAUTO ETTIOTNUOVIKN
MEBODOAOYIA, OTA «ECWTEPIKA» PEPN TNG ETTIOTANNG KPIVETAI OTI JTTOPOUV Kal
Ba TTPETTEl va A&ITOUPYOUV JOVOV ETTIOTNUIKES QEiEG.

H Helen Longino ap@iofntei 1 Ouvardétnta pia  TETOI0G  DIAKPIONG.
YTtrootnpiel 6T o1 €MOTNUIKEG agieg OevV €ival IKAVES va KPiVOUV KATA TPOTTO
ATTOQACIOTIKO £va ETTIOTNUOVIKO ATTOTEAEOMA, KAl TTPOTEIVEI PIO EVOAAAKTIKA
QvaoouykpoTNon TNG ETOTAMNG, N OTroia  avadelkvuel TO  TTAQICIO  (Twv
KOIVWVIKWYV agIwV) O€ TTapAayovTa ouykpOTNonG TNG ETTICTNHOVIKAG YVWONG.
Me a@opur MIa TTEQITITWON  EKTOTTIOUOU TWV  ETMIOTAPIKWY AoV ATTO
KOIVWVIKEG, TNV oTToia €TTIKAAEITAI N Longino, Katd TNV avatmTugn Twv TTPwWTwWV
OUOTNMOTIKWY MECWV EAEYXOU TWV YEVVACEWV, N TTapouca QavaKoivwaon
OTOXEUEI OTNV AvAdEIEN TWV OPIWV TNG CUYKEKPIMEVNG TTPOCEYYIONG. AV Kal N
Longino éxel dikio otav 1oxupidetal 611 dev upioTaTal AgIOAOYIKA OUBETEPN
EMOTAKN, N TIPOCEYYION TNG KATaAfyel, OTTwg Ba douue, va avaydyel To
QVTIKEIUEVIKO O€ QUTO TTOU YIiVETQI QVTIKEIMEVO ouvaiveong. H amoéppiwn mnNg
OIdKpIONG METAEU TWV ETMOTAMIKWY KAl TWV  KOIVWVIKWY aglwy, TTOU
TTPOUTTOTIOETAI TNG TTPOCEYYIONG QUTAG, EVEIPEl OE EPWTHPATA TTOU APOPOUV
oTnv €ubuvn, aAAd kal, Kupiwg, oTa 6pia TNS dIKa10d0aiag, ToU ETTICTHOVA.

Konstantina Antiochou, Ph.D. candidate, Philosophy, University

of Crete

Science and Values: Limits and presuppositions of H.
Longino’s Contextual Empiricism

The ideal of value neutral science is traditionally associated with the
possibility of distinguishing between scientific (epistemic) and social values.
While the external parts of science are thought to be affected by social as well



as epistemic values, its internal parts, the very doing of science is considered
socially immune.

Helen Longino rejects the possibility of such a distinction. She argues that
epistemic values are not decisive for the conclusions reached in science, and
develops an alternative approach to science which highlights the relevance of
context to the construction of scientific knowledge.
With references to what Longino cites as an example of displacement of
epistemic values by contextual considerations, a case provided by the history
of the development of systemic means of birth control, this presentation aims
to highlight the limits of such an approach. Although Longino is right when she
claims that there is no absolute value-neutral science, her approach does not
distinguish, as we shall see, what is objective from the object of scientific
consensus. Meanwhile, the rejection of the distinction between epistemic and
social values, as a presupposition of this approach, raises questions
regarding the moral responsibility as well as the authority of the scientist.

Aikarepivny Aompaddkn, utoy. Oi1ddkTopag MMZ «BionBiki»,
MavemoTAuio Kpntng

Bion0ikd TrpocavatoAIONEVEG TTPOKANOCEIG KOl  TTOAITIKEG

@povTidag uyeiag e Eppaon o {NTAMATA CTOUATIKNG UYEIAG

2T0 euputepo  Tredio TG PIonBIKAG o1  TTONITIKEG  @PovTidag  uyeiag
OUYKEVTPWVOUV ONUAVTIKO €vOIAQEPOV KOBWGS TTOAAEG €ival Ol TTEPITITWOEIG
TTou B€Touv OoPBapég TTPOKANCEIC. TNV TTAPOUCa avakoivwon n €peuva
ETTIKEVTPWVETAI OE TTPOKANCEIG TTOU ouvOEovTal EIDIKOTEPA HE TTPOYPAUMATA
Kal TTONITIKEG TTPOAYWYAG KOl TTPOOTOCIAC TNG UYEIQG Twv TTONITWV OTIG
ouyxpoveg OIOBOUAEUTIKEG ONUOKPATIEG, TTPOKANCEIG TTOU, PE KEVTPIKO Agova
nTAuaTa auTtovouiag Kal dikaloouvng, oxeTiCovtal Pe TN dIKAIOAGynon, Tn
ONUOKPATIKY) VOMIMOTIOINGN Kal TNV KOIVWVIKA aT1rodoxf Twv wg avw
TTPOYPANMATWY Kal TTOAITIKWV.

IDlaiTepo  evdlagEpov  TTapoucidldel n oulnTnon o€ ETTEDO  KOIVWVIKAG
aQu@IoBATAONG Kal BIEKDIKNONG YIA VOMPIKEG WETAPPUBMIoEIC KaBWGS Kal yia
ETTAVECETAON KABIEPWHEVWY, AVAPOPIKA HPE TIG TTONITIKEG AQYNG ATTOPATEWY
@povTidag uyeEiag, TTPOKTIKWY OTIC PAydaiwg OIKOVOUIK& Kal  TTONITIKA
METABAAAOPEVEG TUYXPOVEG KOIVWVIEG UTTO TO QWG TWV TAUTOXPOVA payddiwv
1aTPORIOTEXVOAOYIKWY €EEAICEWV KAl Twv €Qapuoywyv Tous. 'Epgaocn ota
TTapadeiyyata divetal o€ {NTANOTA OTOPATIKAG UYEIQG.

Ekaterini Aspradaki, Ph.D. candidate, Bioethics, University of
Crete

Bioethics-oriented challenges and healthcare policies with
emphasis on oral healthcare issues



In bioethics broader field, healthcare policies are of a great interest as, in a
number of cases, they pose serious challenges.This presentation is focused
especially on challenges to public health programs and policies aimed to
citizen’s health promotion and prevention of disease and injury within
contemporary deliberative democracies, challenges which, having in their
core autonomy and justice issues, are related to programs and policies’
justification, democratic legitimation and social acceptability.

It is in particular discussed social questions and demands for legal reforms as
well as for re-examination of established healthcare policies in the
economically and politically rapidly changing modern societies in the light of
the simultaneously rapidly biomedical developments and their applications.
Oral healthcare issues are emphasized in the case studies discussion.

QihiTrrog BaolAdyiavvng, Aéktopag Pidocogiag Tou Aikaiou,
TuAua Nopikng, MavemoTtiuio ABnvwy

Merpouv or1 apiBuoi: Twe Kai yiari;

O dlaowoTNnG KaAeiTal va owaoel €ite Tov A €ite Toug B&I™ Xwpig Kivouvo yid Tn
OIkr} Tou {wn 1 uyEia Kal Xwpig va auvTpéxel 101aiTepog AOyog (TT. X., Kabrkov
YOVEWG TTPOG TEKVO) VO OWOElI KATA TTPOTEPAIOTNTA KATTOIO ATTO TA dUVNTIKA
Buuara.

‘Evag OKETTIKIONOG WG TIPOG T onpacia Tou apiBuou Twv duvnTIKWV
Buudtwyv kaB’ eautév utrooTnpilel Ot oe MG TéTOola NBIK OUyKpouon O
dlIaowaoTNG €xel TNV guxépeia va emAECEl va owaoel Tov A xwpic o By o I va
€XOUV VO TOU QVTITEIVOUV KAVOVIOTIKOUG AOYOUG, TTaPA AEITOUPYWVTAG WG
opada (B&N), rpdyua TTou avTikeITal, WoTO00, O€ I0XUPES NBIKES dIAIOONOEIG
MOG: OUDdEIC YEVIKA KOl a@npnuéva HETPA TTEPICCOTEPO OTTO OTTOIOVONTIOTE
GAAov, avecapTATWG Tou apIBPoU TNG OPAdAG OTNV OTTOIA TUXAIVEI VO AVAKEL.
2Tnv €ionynon 6a utrootnpixbei 0TI O UTTEP TwV TTEPICCOTEPWY KAVOVAG
atmroteAei  yvoila nBIKA  apxA: U@IioTATAI €V TTPOKEINEVW  UTTOXPEWON
dlacwoewg Twv B&M, n otmoia dgv ouvu@aivetalr TTapd PE TO KaBAKov
OIACWOEWG OTTOIOUBNTTOTE KAl OAwv Twv OUVNTIKWV BUPATWY: WOTOCOo, N
uttoxpéwon dlaowoewg Tou B 4 Tou [ dev ouvu@aiveTal TTapd HeE TNV
UTTOXPEWON OIOCWOEWS TWV TTEQICTOTEPWV.

EAguBépiog Zoupog, Opodtiyog Kabnynti¢ BioAoyiag, TuAua

BioAoyiag, MavemoTtApio KpAtng, avtemmoTéAAov péAOG Akadnuiag
ABnvwv

“NOTHING MAKES SENSE” ka1 dAAa ZO®P(iopaTt)A

O Theodosius Dobzhansky, kopu@aiog £€eAIKTIKOG Tou 20°Y aiva, €UEIve
YVWOTOG OTO €upuTEPO KOIVO yia Tn @pdon Tou «nothing makes sense in



biology except in the light of evolution». Opwg autd 10xUEl yiIa KABE ETTIOTAUN.
Oa ptropoucape, T.X., va TTouue «nothing makes sense in astronomy except
in the light of the evolution of the universe». Z& TTOAU peyaAuTtepo Babuo autd
IOXUEl YIO TIC QVOPWTTIOTIKEG ETIOTAUES, TIC OPNOKEiEG Kal TIG TEXVEG.
KovToAoyig: TiTToTe dev PTTOPEI va epuNVEUBEl XWpPig avadpopur] oTo TTapeABOV.
MNati Aoimrév 160N oulnTnon yia uia autovontn ¢@pdon; H amdvinon oTto
EPWTNUA Ba ATTOTEAECEI TO TTPWTO ONUEIO TNG E101YNONG.

Eleftherios Zouros, Emeritus Professor, Biology, University of
Crete

“NOTHING MAKES SENSE” and other truisms

1. Theodosius Dobzhansky, a towering figure in evolutionary biology of the
20th century, is best known to the general public by his aphorism "nothing
makes sense in biology except in the light of evolution". At best, this is a
vacuous statement because it is, by definition, true for any science: no
science makes sense except in the light of evolution of its subject. Why, then,
Dobzansky's saying has had such a strong impact? This would be the first
part of the talk.

2.  For many (or just me?) evolution in general can be perceived as "the
flow of information in time". But, then, what is information? | will invite the
audience to a search for a definition of information. This will be the second
part of the talk.

3. If there will still be time, people and mood in the audience | will say a
few words about the general rules that govern the change of information in
time.

EAévn  KalokaipivoU, ETtrikoupn kabnyntpia  @IAoco@iag,
MavemoTApio Kutrpou, Asukwaia

BeATIWTIKEG ETTEPPACEIG, YEVETIKEG TEXVOAOYIES KAl AVOpWTTIVN

QUTOVOMIa

TNV TTapouca OIGAEEn egeTdleTal 0 BaBudg oTov OTToIOV OI BEATIWTIKESG KAl
YEVETIKEG TEXVOAOYiEG €TTnNPedlouv 1 akopa Ttrapafialouv Tnv avlpwIrivn
autovopia. To epwTtnua autd AapBdver dITTH Poper, KABWGS 01 YEVETIKEG
TEXVOAOYIEG NTTOPOUV VO £QapuolovTal €iTE 0€ €va NBIKO UTTOKEIPEVO KI £TO1 va
TO0 €mTnNpPeddouv dueca cite oTto TTaIdi TTOU TTPOKEITAI va YevvnOEi, Kal YE TOV
TPOTTO AUTOV va TTapaBiddouv auTtd TTou aTTd TOUG PIANOCOPOUG £XEI KOBIEPWOEI
va ovouddeTal, «T0 dIKaiwua Tou TTaidioU yia TO avOIKTO PEAAOVY. Otcwpeital
OTI TO EPWTNHA OTN OEUTEPN MOPPN TOU £XEI JEYAAUTEPO EVOIAPEPOV, KUPIWG
UTTO TO QWG TWV ATTOWEWY TTOU €XEl EKPPATEl O yEPUAVOS PIAGCOPOG Jurgen
Habermas oxeTika pe 10 B€pua.



Mapouaialovtal o1 Béoeig Tou Habermas kai ggnyeital yiati, oUpewva Pe TNV
amown Tou, N EPAPMOYI TWV YEVETIKWV TEXVOAOYIWV OTO MEAAOVTIKO TTaudi
TTapafialel Katd évav TTOAU 101aiTEPO TPOTTO TNV QUTOVOMIa Tou avOpwTtTou
oTov oTroiov auTd Ba egeAixOei, apou 1O eutTodiCel va GUANGRBEI TOV €auTO TOU
wg TOV povadikd Onuioupyd Tng Cwng Tou. H emixeipnuaTtoAoyia TOU
Habermas avoAueTtal kal €meEnyeital TepAITEPW, Kal YiveTal TTPooTTddeIa va
dlapavouv ol PaoikEG TTPOUTTOBECEIC TNG. TEAOG, OPIOUEVEG ONUAVTIKEG
QVTIPPNOEIG  TTOU  €XOUV  eKQPOOBEi  evavriov QUTAG  eKTiBevtal  Kal
avaokeudagovTal.

Eleni Kalokairinou, Assistant Professor of Philosophy, University
of Cyprus

Enhancements, genetic technologies and human autonomy

In the present paper we examine the extent to which the enhancing and
genetic technologies affect or violate human freedom. This question may take
one of the following two forms, since the genetic technologies may be applied
either to a moral subject and so may affect him directly or to the child to be
born and in this way may violate what the philosophers have come to call “the
right of the child for an open future”. One would have thought that it is the
question in its second form that is more interesting, particularly in the light of
the theses and views which the german philosopher Jurgen Habermas has
expressed on the issue.

In this paper we present Habermas’ views on this topic and explain why,
according to him, the application of the genetic technologies in the future child
violates in a particular way the autonomy of the man to whom he will develop,
since they prevent him from conceiving himself as the only author of his life.
We analyse Habermas’ argumentation further and we attempt to bring out its
basic assumptions. In the end, we put forward and discuss certain objections
which have been formulated against it.

Zaxapévia  Kegpaloyidvvn, uetarmtuxiokry  @oitATpia MM
«BionBikA» MavemoTtnuiou KpAtng

Alayeveaknl aAAnAeyyun Kai TePIBAAAOVTIKA EKTTAIdEUCT

O o16x0¢ TNG TTapoUCag epyaciag gival 0 BewpnTIKOG TTPORANUATIONOS YUPW
ATTO TIG UTTOXPEWOEIG TWV ONUEPIVIIV YEVEWV QTTEVAVTI OTIG MEANOVTIKEG Kal TA
OIKAIWPATA TOUG 0€ oXEaN PE TN OIAXEIPION TWV QUOIKWY TTOPWYV, KABWG Kal o
poAog Tng MepiBalrovTikAg Ekmraideuong TTpog¢ autrp Tnv KateuBuvon. H
QPOVTIOA-PEPIMVA yIa TN Cwr TwV PHEANOUCWYV TTPOCWTIWY Kal TNV TToIoTNTA
TNG OXETICETAI PE TN SUVATOTNTA TWV TTAPOVTWY AVOPWTTWY VA «UTTOUV» OTn
B€on TOUG, va VIWOOUV TIG ETTIBUHIEG TOUG Kal VO dpAcouv oUPPWVa PE TN OIKA
Toug oUAAoyIkr) BEAnon. Auti n duvnTiK evaAAayr POAwWV Kal TTPOOTITIKWY
gival n «kapdid» TG aAAnAeyyung kal TnG apoifaidtnTag. H Ekmaideuon yia



TNV A€IpOpo AVATITUEN MTTOPET va Traigel onuavtikd poAo oTnv KaAAIEpyeEia
QUTAG TNG MEPIMVAG TTPOOCQEPOVTAG €va Opaua yia éva aegl@dpo HEAAOV,
KOANIEPYWVTAG TNV KPITIK OKEWN KAl TV KATAvONon Tou OIKTUOU TWV
AAANAETTIOPACEWY TTOU OUYKPOTOUV TO TTEPIBAAANOV Kal Tnv evBdappuvon Twv
MOBNTWV-PEANOVTIKWYV TTONITWYV va BIEKDIKNOOUV I KOAUTEPN TTOIOTATA CWNG
yI' QuTOUG KalI TOUG ATTOYOVOUG TOUG.

HAiag A. KouBeAag, Ouotiuog Kabnyntig duacioloyiag,
Epyaotrpio ducioloyiag, latpikr) ZxoAn MavemoTtnuiou Matpwv

2uveidnon, yYA\wooa, Katavonorn, Hignon oToug KaBpETTTEG TOU
VOu.

H avakdAuyn Twv Katomtpikwyv Neupwvwy atmd tov Giacomo Rizzolatti kai
TOUG ouvepydteg Tou oto EpyaotApio duololoyiag tou AvBpwTiou OTO
MavemoTtiuio ¢ MNappa £dwoe vEéa OToIXEid OTN TTPOOTIABEIO dlEPEUVNONG
OxI MOVO TWV PNXAVIOPWY Pignong Kal Katavonong Twv TTPAagewyv Tou dAAou,
OaAAG Kal auTwV TNG YAWOOOG akoun Kal TnG ouveidnong. Ta oToixeia autd Ba
oulnTnBouv oTNV JE TOV TTAPATTAVW TITAO €101 yNON.

Elias D. Kouvelas, Department of Physiology, Faculty of
Medicine, University of Patras

Consciousness, language, understanding, mimicry in the
mirrors of the mind

The Mirror Neurons’ System (MNS) is involved in learning of complex skills,
perception of communicative actions, detection of action intentions |,
processing words and sentences and in the capacity to share emotions and
sensations with others. Furthermore the MNS is involved in the development
of higher functions as it is consciousness, inter-subjectivity, self awareness or
social identification.

Mapia KouUon, KaBnynitpia KoivwvioAoyiag, TuApa
KoivwvioAoyiag, MNavemoTtiuio Kprtng

Evepyelakég MNMnyég Kal TOTKEG TTEPIBAAAOVTIKEG
KIVNTOTTOINOEIS 0 MeoOYEIaKES TTEPIOYES

'H TTapouaiaan oTnpEifeTal O€ TTPWTOYEVI OTOIXEIQ TOU €PEUVNTIKOU TTPOYPANMATOS
“Grassroots Environmental Action & Sustainable Development in Southern EU”, DG XII,
Environment & Climate programme, contract No. EV5V-CT94-0393 [coordinator: Maria
Kousis, University of Crete (GR), partners: University of Salamanca (SP); University of
Aveiro (PT), 4/1994-4/1996].



H mrpbéo@artn mmaykdouia avnouyia yupw otrd BEPaTta augnuEVWY EVEPYEIAKWYV
QVOYKWY KOl O TAUTOXPOVOG TTPOYPAPUATIONOS VEWV TTUPNVIKWY OTOOUWY
TOpaywynsg evépyelog o€ MeOOYEIOKEG  TTEPIOXEG  EYEIPOUV  ONUAVTIKA
TEPIBAAAOVTIKG BIAAUuATA KAl ¢NTAMATA, IBIAITEPA VIO TIGC EUTTAEKOUEVEG
QYPOTIKEG KUPIWG TTEPIOXEG OTIG OTToieg Ba XxwpoBeTnBouv. Tig TeAguTaiES
dekaeTieg, TOTKEG TTEPIBAAAOVTIKESG KivnTOTTOINOEIGC 0TN NOTIO Eupwtrn ékavav
opaTEG TIG OIEKDIKNOEIS TOUG OXETIKA HE TIG APVNTIKEG TTEPIBAAAOVTIKEG KOl
KOIVWVIKO-OIKOVOUIKEG ETTITITWOEIS DIaPOpwV TTNYwWV evépyelag (Kousis, 1999).
H mmapouciaon Ba €0TidO€l CUCTNUATIKA OTIG TTEPITITWOEIG AUTEG, MEOA ATTO
TNV TIPOCEYYION TWV KOIVWVIKWV KIVAMATwY. H OoxeTikA oulATnon Twv
atroTeAEOPATWY Ba AGBEl UTTOWN TNV TTPOCQPATN EPTTEIPIA TWV ATUXNUATWY OTN
Fukushima, aAAd kai Tnv TTponyouuevn oto Chernobyl.

Maria Kousis, Professor in Sociology, Department of Sociology,
University of Crete

Local Environmental Activism on Energy in the
Mediterranean?

Given the more recent global concerns on increased energy needs and the
plans to construct new nuclear power plants in Mediterranean regions,
significant environmental dilemmas and issues are becoming of growing
concern for the ecosystem, but especially for the involved rural communities
and areas chosen to host them. Rural regions of Southern Europe have
already experienced energy related environmental contention in the past
decades, and its negative impacts on the environment and their livelihoods
(Kousis, 1999). The scale and depth of the implications of energy installations
has been most lucidly seen in the rural areas, economies and livelihoods of
the recent Fukushima and less recent, Chernobyl nuclear accidents. The
paper will aim to address such energy related contention from a social
movements perspective.

Nwpyog Aékkag, Aéktopag AoTikoUu Aikaiou, TuApa NouIKAG,
EKMNA

2 This paper draws from primary data produced under the European Commission funded
project “Grassroots Environmental Action & Sustainable Development in Southern EU”, DG
XIl, Environment & Climate programme, contract No. EV5V-CT94-0393 [coordinator: Maria
Kousis, University of Crete (GR), partners: University of Salamanca (SP); University of
Aveiro (PT), 4/1994-4/1996].
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H amrépaon Moore v UCLA atrd T OKOTTId VOGS AOTIKOAOYOU

‘Eva TTAVETTIOTNUIOKO €PEUVNTIKO KEVTPO OE€ OUVEPYAOIA PE Hid QOAPMOKEUTIKA
eTaIpEia eKUETAAAEUONKAY, €v ayvoia Tou K. Moore, YEVETIKEG TTANPOPOPIES
mepIhauBavoueveg 0€  KUTTOPA KAl 1I0TOUC TOU Kal  KatépBwoav va
TTOPAOKEUACOUV  QAPUOKO YIO TNV KoTamoAéunon aviatng (MExpl TOTE)
aoBévelag, To OTToio €ixe (OTTWG GAAWOTE avapevoTav) HEYAAN €EUTTOPIKA
ETTITUXIA.

2TnV TTpoava@epouevn utroBean, Tou Kpibnke amdé 1o US Supreme Court,
TEONKE TO epwTnua: Eival €mTPETT) n TTEPIOUCIOKT EKUETAAAEUON TWV
TIPOCWTTIKWYV OEDOPEVWV;

H eiofiynon emxeipei va dWOEl ATTAVTOEIS OTO TTPOAVOPEPOUEVO EPWTNNA
atré TN oKOTA Tou AoTIKOU AIKaiou.

AiAng lwavvng, ekA. Aéktopag, EkkAnolaoTik) Akadnpuia
HpakAgiou Kpntng

OeoAoyIKOG AvaoToXaoHOG o€ Zuyxpova BionBika
EpwtAuaTa

Mia atré TIG TTPOKARCEIG TOU GNUEPIVOU TTONITIOUOU €ival N TTPAYUATIKOTNTA TNG
Bio-TexvoAoyiag pe TNV otroia o@eiAel va ouvOUaAAayei O PETATTAQOPEVOG
BeoAoyikOG Adyog. H trapouca €ioryynon Ba rpootrabnioel va avadeigel kaipia
onueia diaAdyou, OUYKAIONG, atmmOkAIong akOPn Kal opiwv OTn CUuVvOIAia
METALU OeoAoyikou AdGyou Kai BIOTEXVOAOYIOG MPE yvwuova TTAvToTE TNV
eAeuBepia Kal TNV auTovOuia Tou avOpPWTTIVOU TTPOCWTTOU.

l. Lilis, el. Lecturer, Theological Academy of Crete

Theological Reflections on Contemporary Bioethical Issues

The reality of biotechnology presents a challenge with which contemporary
theology needs to converse. In this presentation an attempt will be made to
address main aspects of dialogue, convergence and divergence, even the
limitations in the interaction between theology and biotechnology. Underlying
this interaction, there are the notions of freedom and autonomy of the human
person.

Agwvidag AouAoudng, Kabnyntrig MepiBaAAovTikAG MoAITIKAG,
MewTToVIKOS lMNavetmioTiuio ABnvwy

Mia ateAgiwTn 10TOPpIC...

MoAiTikotroinon tng EmoTtAung kai HBIkoTtroinon tng ®uong.
H mepimTtwon Tng «utrepBépuavong Tou TTAAvATN»

11



H avakoivwon €oTiddel o€ TTONITIKEG OWEIG KAl NOIKA oup@paldueva NG
oulATNnoNG vyia TNV au@IAeyouevn TPORAewn O1EBVWV  OpyaviIoPwY  Kal
TMAPATOG TNG aKadNPAIKAG KOIVOTNTAG TTEPI TNG UTTEPBEPUAvVONG Tou TTAQVATN
eCaitiag Tng avBpwtivng dpacTtnpeidtnTag. H armmelAry  utroTiBeTanl o1 €€l
dlagpavei ammd 1n dekaetia Tou 1970 kar Ba kopuPwBei, av dev Ang@Bouv
OpPaKOVTEIO PETPA TTEPIOTOAAG TwV Agpiwv Tou BeppoknTTiou, 1IBIAITEPA TOU
d10&eIdiou Tou AvBpaka, TTPOG TO TEAOG TOU TTAPOVTOG AIWVOG.

KaTtapxnyv yiverar avagopd o1o dOypa TnG utrepBEpuavong Tou TTAAVATN Kal
TiIBeTaI TO €pWTNUA av Ta BIABECIPA ETTIOTAPOVIKA dedoPéva EVIAOOOVTAl O€
Mia  aglommoTtn Bswpia yia TNV KAipaTiky aAAayr. H tTavBopoAoyoupuevn
ENeYn autng TG Bewpiag aAAd kal n  ap@ioBnToUpevn TToIOTNTA TNG
ETTECEPYOOIAG TWV BEDOUEVWV HETPAOEWV Kal TwV OEIKTWV TTapakoAoubnong
NG €EENIENG TOU KAIMOTOG 0dNyouv OTO CUPTTEPOCUA OTI KABE pakpoxpovia
TTPORAEWN Tou KAipaTog gival apéBain r aduvarn.

2TN OUVEXEIQ, OXOANIAZETal N avaykn TO €TTEICO0I0 TNG UTTEPBEPUAVONG TOU
TAQVATN va €i0axBei OTO0 TTEPIOKOTTIO Twv Emotnuwy Tou AvBpwTrou,
QTTOKTWVTAG TN Paputnta Tnv OToia Oev €XEl ONPEPA OTNV I0TOPIA TNG
EMOTAPNG Kal TNG TTONITIKAG OIKoAoyiag. Mpog TouTo etmAéyovTal dUo dpduol
avaAuTIKAG TTpooTréAacng. O TTPpWToG apopd OTIG dIAdIKATIEG TTONITIKOTIOINONG
TNG ETMOTAYNG o1 oTroieg akoAouBnBnkav  péow Tng OuykKPOTNONG Kal
ouvepyaoiag evog OIKTUOU @opiéwv dpdong Tng OnuooIag Kal I8IWTIKAG
oQaipag Kabwg Kal TG Agyduevng Koivwviag Twv ToANITwv. EE autwv
avoAUETal TTEPICOOTEPO N CUMPBOAR TNG AlakuBepvnTikl ETITPOTTAG yia Tnv
KAhipatiky AAayn (IPCC) kai, €€ auTtng, TiBevtal opiouéva epwTHPATA YIa TV
KATAOTAON KPIOIMWV BECUWY TNG QVTITIPOCWTTEUTIKAG dnuokpartiag atn Auon.
2T0 TeAeuTaio PEPOG, aKOAOUBwWVTAG ToV BeUTEPO OPOPO TTPOCTTEAQCONG TOU
Béuarog, TrpooeyyieTal To 10eo0AoyIkd TTEPIBAANOV nBIKOTTOINONG TNG PUONG,
pMéoa atmd pia €I0IKA TTPOCANWN TwV OXECEWV avBpWTTOU QUONG, €IBIKOTEPO
oTovV  ayyAOQwvo olkoAoyiopd. To epwTnua  €ivar €dv autiy n KN
avOpwWTTOKEVTPIKA 1, GAAWG, OIKOKEVTPIKA NOIKA, «TWV EYYEVWV aAglWv» TNG
@uUOoNG, N OTToIa TTPOETOINACONKE OTN QEKAETIA TWV EVEPYEIOKWY KPIOEWV KOl
TNG oIkoAoyiknG agutiviong (1970), ammd tnv diadoon, yia TTapadelyua,
eMBANuaTikwy £pywv OTTwG «Ta Opia 1ng Avattuéne» A n «H Y1ébeon g
laiag», yia va Kuplopxnoel, €KTOTE, OTOUG KOATTOUG Tou TTEPIBAAAOVTIKOU
KIVIUATOG, OUVOEETAl UE TNV TTONITIKA) KATAOKEUN TTAQVNTIKWVY QTTEIAWV KOl
KIVOUVWYV  QVETTOPKOUG 1, TAVIWG, au@IoBNTOUPEVNG  ETTIOTNMOVIKAG
Bepeliwong.

Leonidas Louloudis, Professor of Environmental Politics,
Department of Agricultural Economics and Rural Development,
Agricultural University of Athens

A history still no ended...
Politicization of Science and Moralization of Nature. The
Paradigm of “Global Warming”-

This is the story of immense deceit of public opinion through the violation of
scientific evidence or even of common cense. The paradox is that it has
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lasted for more than three decades in the overdeveloped West, where
democracy as the ruling regime is indisputable and the natural sciences one
of its most respectable institutional pillars. It is questionable why both failed to
react early enough to prevent it. My presentation attempts to argue that this
scandalous affair of the “global warming” was orchestrated stepwise through
the politicization of science and the moralization of nature.

Kitoog Aoung, KaBnyntr\¢c MopiakAg BioAoyiag MNMavemmoTriuio
Kentng

Meipduara o' avBpwiroug: EAANVIKA TTpwTOTTOpPIa

H op@alookdtnon eival pia armmd TIG KpATOUOEG OUVABEIEG TV PEAWV TNG
€EAANVIKAG Kolvwviag, OTTwG @aiveTal KaBnuepivwg atmmd Tnv TTapakoAoubnon
Twv PBpaduvwy OeATiwV €I0NCEWV TwV TIEICOOTEPWY av OXI OAwWvV TwvV
TAAEOTITIKWY OTABPWY TNG XwpPag. ATTOTEAECUA TNG OMPAAOCKOTINONG QUTAG
gival n B€oTmion Kal atmodoxr aglwUdTwy TTou TTOAAEG POpEG PaaifovTal JOVO
oTnNV TTOPATAPNON Kal €pPnveia yeyovotwyv TnG Mo TTPOC@ATNG 10TOPIAG,
ONAadI Twv TEAEUTAIWY PJOVO PINVwV. Av KATTOI0G avaTpégel o€ Aiyo TTio TTaAId
Xpovia Ba peivel EKTTANKTOG PE TIG avakaAUWelg TTou Ba kavel, kal Ba odnynOei
MOAVWGS 0€ CUUTTEPAOUATA OTTWG, PEP' EITTEIV, "...01 APEPIKAVOI Ta uaBav OAa
atré Toug ‘EAANveG . Oa treplypdyw €va TETOIO TTAPASEIYUA aTTO OPKETA TTOU
EXw Bpei.

Kitsos Louis, Professor of Molecular Biology, University of Crete

Experiments on Human Beings: Greek Originality

Navel-gazing is one of the current habits of Greek society, as one can see by
watching the evening news of most, if not all television stations of the country.
The result of this navel-gazing is the establishment and acceptance of axioms
that are, often, only based on the observation and interpretation of events of
the most recent history, i.e. just the last few months. If somebody would look
into somewhat older times (s)he would remain astonished by the discoveries
(s)he would make and (s)he would be led to conclusions such as, for
example, "...the Americans learned everything from the Greeks". | will
describe one such example out of several that | have found.

AAe§avdopa  NTpoupTtroyidvvn, utoy. O1ddakTopag MM
«BilonBiki», MavemoTtiuio KpAtng

Laboratory Studies: H 1repiTTwon Tng TPOEUPUTEUTIKAG
YEVETIKAG d1dyvwong
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H BionBik T1Tpooeyyifoviag Kal €TTAVECETACOVTAG T OXEON METALU NOIKAG
Kal €moTAung Bonbd otn  diaAeukavon KPITIKWV  EPWTNMATWY  TTOU
ouvodelouv TNV TIapaywyn TNG ETMOTNMOVIKAG yvwong  Kal Tnv noikn
uttéoTaon Tou emoThpova . O aAuatwdelg TTPOodoI TNG HOPIAKAS YEVETIKNAG
TIG TEAEUTAIEG DEKAETIEG KAI OI KAIVOTOMIEG OTO XWPO TNG utrofonBoupevng
AVOTTaPAYWYNG  @QEPVOUV OTO TTPOOKAVIO ETTIOTNHOVIKOUG Kl TEXVOAOYIKOUG
VEWTEPIONOUG. H T[Mpogu@uTteuTiky [EVETIKN Ailayvwon EMQavicel
OAANAOCUYKPOUSHEVA XOPAKTNPIOTIKA Kal OIXOTOMEI TIG ATTOYEIS OXETIKA ME
TAV KAVOVIOTIKI} duvatotnTa TTou OIaBETEl WG dIayvwoTIK TeEXvoAoyia. O
BionBikdég TrpoBANuaTiouds yvia Tnv MNIMEA ek@pddleTal évrova yia T XpAon g
O€ QUQIAEYOUEVEG TTEPITITWOEIG OTTOU YiVETAI KATAXPNON TNG ETTIOTNUOVIKNG
yvwong . ©a €oTIGooUPE TNV TTPOCOXH MAG OTa €MOTAMOAOYIKA {nNTAUATA
TTOU avaduovtal KaBwg TTPooTTaBoUPE VO JABOUNE TTWG TTOPAYETAI N TEXVO-
ETMOTNUOVIKA YyVWON O€ TIEPITTTWOEIS OTTWG QuUTEGC TNG  MEBGOoU NG
MpoepuTteuTiKAG [eveTikng Aldyvwong . H €moTnuovikry epyacia kai n
ETMOTAKN OUVOAIKA €vvoioAoyouvTal €0W WG TpEXouod  TTOAUTTAOKN
opacTnpEIOTNTA  TTAPOPOoIa  HE  AAANEG  KOIVWVIKEG  OpaaTnPIOTNTEG Kal
KOUATOUPEG Kal OXI WG KATToIa NOIKA €CI0AVIKEUPEVN 1] ATTOOTEIPWHEVN
dpacTnpIOTNTA KAl O€ QuTh TN PAon kpivetalr n nBiki TG umoéoTtaon. H
BewpnTiKr, MEBODOAOYIKN , eUTTEIPIKN dlEpelvnon MECA ATTO EMITOTTIEG KAl
EOTIQOMEVEG  €OVOYPAQIKEG HEANETEG  ETIOTNPOVIKWY TTEdiwv OTTwWG  TO
epyactrpio T¢ Mra €ival n TTPOOTITIK YVWOTA OTNV ypauuaTteia g
KOIVWVIOAOYIOG TNG €TMOTANNG WG «UEAETEG gpyaocTnpiou»  Kal OTTwG  Ba
QVO@EPOUME QTTOOKOTTEI OTNV 0IKOOOUNON EUTTEIPIKA EOPAIWPEVWV BEWPILIV
000 a@opd TIG £KONAEG Kal AAvOAVOUOEG AEITOUPYIEG TWV ETTIOTAPOVIKWYV
Tediwv.

Alexandra Doubroyanni, Ph.D. candidate, Bioethics, University
of Crete.

Laboratory studies: The Case of PGD

Bioethics, by approaching and reviewing the relationship between ethics and
science, helps to clarify critical questions that accompany the production of
scientific knowledge and the moral status of the scientist. The tremendous
advances of molecular genetics in recent decades and innovations in the field
of assisted reproductive technologies, bring to the forefront significant ethical
and social dilemmas. PGD shows conflicting characteristics and bisects the
views on the regulatory option available as a diagnostic technology. The
bioethics debate on PGD expressed strongly its use in ambiguous cases
where scientific knowledge may misued. We focus our attention on the
epistemological issues that emerge as we learn how to produce the techno-
scientific knowledge, particularly the case of the method of Preimplantation
Genetic Diagnosis. We approach scientific work and science as a mundane
complex activity similar to other social activities and cultures, not as some
idealized moral or sterilized activity, and on this basis its moral status is
judged . The theoretical, methodological, empirical investigation through field
and focused ethnographic studies of scientific fields such as PGD laboratory,
is the view known to the sociology of science as 'laboratory studies' and, as
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we analyze, its aim is to build empirically-established theories regarding the
apparent and latent normative/social functions of scientific fields.

MNavvng Mavidng, Mavidng Mavvng, Ymowneiog AIdAKTOPAC,
Paris IV (Sorbonne)

H auBAwon oT0 1TPIKO KAl TO APICTOTEAIKO corpus

‘Evag onuavTiKOG apIBUOG atro TTnNyEG TNG apxaiag EAANVIKNG YPANPATEIQG TTOU
dlaBéToupe paptupei 611 AdN atméd Tov 5° aiwva T.X. N GUBAwon ouvioToloe
MIO TTPAKTIKA YVWOTH KAl KOIVWVIKA ATTOQEKTI) OTOUG KOATTOUG TWV apXaiwv
Kovwviwyv. Ta Baoikd mrpioparta mpdoAnwng TG duBAwong Katd TNV KAACIKA
eTTOXN €ival dUO: A) TO AEITOUPYIKO, TTOU EKPPACETAI OTOV KOIVWVIKO XWPEO KAl
eKAauBavel TNV AUBAWON WG MIA TTPAKTIKA OTNV UTTNPECia Twv I01I0TEAWV
QVOYKWYV TNG KABe yuvaikag r mng OIKOYEVEIAG TNG Kal [B) TO 1aTpIKO, TTOU
eKQPAleTal aTTd TOUG 1aTPOUG TNG ETTOXNAGS KAl EOTIACEI OTIG APVNTIKEG OUVETTEIEG
TTOU JTTOPEl va €xE&l OTNV UyeEiad Twv Yuvaikwyv. ATO TNV €peuva OTO
aploToTEAIKO corpus TTPOKUTITEI OTI O APIOTOTEANG AVTITACOETAI KAl OTIG U0
QUTEG OTITIKEG, KABWG: a) n AsitoupylkOTNTA TTOU TTPOCdIdEl 0TV AUPBAWON
a@OopAa ATTOKAEIOTIKA TNV €EUTTNPEETNON TWV AVAYKWYV TNG TTOANG (TTOOOTIKOG
¢éAeyxog TOU TTANBUOPOU) Kal OXI TWV HEUOVWMEVWY OaTOPWYV  Kal B)
ToTTo0ETEITAI ATTEVAVTI OTNV APPBAWwON OxI UTTd éva 1aTPIKO TTPICHA, aAAG UTTO
éva, OTTwG Ba Aéyape onuepa, nNOIKO TIpiopa, KOBWG AVTITACOOETAl OTNV
EQAPMOY TNG OUYKEKPIUEVNG TIPOKTIKAG OTTO €VO OUYKEKPIPMEVO XPOVIKO
OnMEIO TNG KUNONG KAl PETA PE KPITAPIO OXI TNV UYEIa TNG €EYKUOU, OAAG ME
KPITAPIO TO TTOTE TO €UPRpPUO apyicel va el

Yannis Panidis, Ph.D. candidate, Paris IV (Sorbone)

Abortion in the ancient medical and Aristotelian corpus

A significant number of greek sources indicate that abortion was a well-known
and socially recognized practice within the ancient societies since the fifth
century B.C. Two were the essential approaches of abortion during the
classical period: a) the functional approach, which we encounter in the social
field, which considered abortion as a practice in the service of each woman or
her family’s private needs and b) the medical approach, vectorized by the
doctors of the time, which focused on the negative consequences of abortion
on a woman’s health. The research in the Aristotelian Corpus suggests that
Aristotle was against both these approaches since a) the functionality he
attributes to abortion concerns exclusively the satisfaction of the needs of the
city (quantitive control of the population) and not of isolated individuals and b)
he considers abortion not from a medical point of view but from what we could
nowadays call an ethical point of view, since he is opposed to the application
of the practice in question from a certain moment during pregnancy onwards,
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supporting his argument not on the premise regarding the health of the
pregnant woman but on moment when the embryo begins to actually live.

Aiva Matraddkn, Aéktopag PiAocogiag kai BionBIkng,
MavemoTAuio KpAtng

H petaxeipion Tou avlpwirou wg amAou yéoou

MNa Tov Kavr, n pyetaxeipion kamoiou cav amAd péoo (n uévo oav uéoo) eival
NBIKA KATAKPITEA. ZUPQWVA PE TNV AvBpwTTOTNTAS WG AUTOOKOTTO dIATUTTWON
NG Katnyopikng Tlpootayng: [llpdrre €101 WOTE va XPNOILUOTTOIEIC TNV
avBpwiréTnTA, TO00 OTO TTPOOWITO OOU 000 Kal OTO TTPOOWITTO KABs dAAou
avBpwITOU, TTAVTA TAUTOXPOVA WS OKOTTO Kal TTOTE HOVO we uéoo (OcuéAia tng
Meraguoikng twv HBwyv, ut1e. TCapapag, o. 81, map. 66 — 7). & T cuvioTaral,
OMWG, N METaXEIPION KATTOIOU oav atTAd PEoo; Zup@wva Tov Allen Wood, o A
peTaxelpiCetal Tov B oav amAd péoco, av o B degv cival oge Béon, otnv
TIPOKEINEVN TTEPITITWOTN, VA oIpaoTei TO OKOTTO Tou A. ZTO KEIMEVO auTO
avagépopal o€ dUOo DIAYOPETIKEG epunveieg TNG B€ong Tou Wood, KaBwg Kai
ota TTPoBARUaTa TTou €xel BewpnBei OTI AUTEG AVTIMETWTTICOUV. ZUPTTEPAiIVW
OTI OTNV TTPAYMATIKOTNTA OV €ival eUAAWTES OTIG v Adyw KaTnyopieg. Map’
OAa autd, n Béon Tou Wood avTipetwtiCel éva coPapd tmpoépAnua. Aev
MTTOPEI, O€ OPIOPEVEG TTEPITITWOEIG, VA £ENYNOEI TTWG, EVvw O B poipdletal 1o
okoTtd Tou A, 0 A mmap’ 6Aa autd petaxelpiletar Tov B oav ammAd péco.
XapakTnpIoTIKA TTApadeiyuara TnG TTEPITITWONG AUTAG ATTOTEAOUV ) TTOpVEIa
Kal n douAikéTnTa. ETITTAéov, n Béon Tou Wood dev PTTopEi va eEnynoel TTwg
TO 010 TO ATOMO PETAXEIPICETAI TOV EAUTO TOU OQV ATTAO PECO, YIA TTAPAdEIyUa
TNV TTEPITITWON TNG AUTOKTOVIOG.

Lina Papadaki, Lecturer in Philosophy and Bioethics, University of
Crete

Treating people merely as a means

For Kant, treating someone merely as a means is morally impermissible.
According to the Formula of Humanity of the Categorical Imperative: So act
that you use humanity, whether in your own person or in the person of any
other, always at the same time as an end, never merely as a means
(Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals 4:429). But what does it mean to
treat someone merely as a means? According to Allen Wood, A treats B
merely as a means, if B is not in the position to share A’s end. In this paper, |
deal with two interpretations of Wood’s position, as well as with the problems
that they are thought to have. | draw the conclusion that they are not
vulnerable to these objections. There is, however, a serious concern with
Wood’s position. It cannot, in some cases, explain how, even though B shares
A’s end, A nevertheless treats B merely as a means. Characteristic examples
of this case are prostitution and servile behaviour. Moreover, Wood’s position
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cannot explain how a person can treat herself merely as a means, for
instance in the case of suicide.

B. MNMerouon-NToUAn, ETmik. Kabnyntpia Koivwviohoyiag, TuAua
KoivwvioAoyiag, MNMavemoTtiuio Kpntng

H mpakTik didoTaon Tng NOIKAG TNG EPEUVAG: OKEWEIG Kal
TTAPATNPAOEIG HE APOPHR TV ASIOAOYNON EPEUVNTIKWYV
TTPOTACEWV.

Y10 TAQiolo uhotroinong tou 7% MM yia v épeuva (7" Framework
Programme) ¢ EupwTraikig ‘Evwong OAeg o1 epeuvnTiKEG TTPOTACEIG TTOU
KataTiBevral TTpog agloAdynon TrePIAAUPBAVOUV UTTOXPEWTIKA €18IKN avagpopd
oe ¢ntTuata nBIKAg (ethics aspects) Ta otroia €ival mOavov va cuvdéovTal A
va avakoyouv Katd Tn dle€aywyr TNG TTPOTEIVOPEVNG £PEUVAC KABWG TTioNg
Kal d1ECOdIKA ava@opd Kal aImioAdynon OTo TTWG autd Ta {NTAMOTA TTPOKEITAI
va avTigeTwtmioTouv. ‘ETol, OTIC KataTiBéueveg TrpoTdoelg TrepIAapBaveTal
QVOAUTIKA TO BEOMPIKO-KAVOVIOTIKO-VOUIKO TTAQioI0 TToU TTIBavov OIETTEl TN
OUYKEKPIMEVN TTEPIOXN €PEUVAG, TO €i00C Kal TOV TPOTIO QATTOKTNONG TWV
OXETIKWV £E0UCI000TACEWY ATTO €IOIKEG ETTITPOTTEG, O TPOTTOG PE TOV OTTOIO N
nNBIKN TNG £peuvag TTPOKEITAI VO OIOCQPONICTEI O€ TTEPITITWAON TTOU N £pEUVa
dleCayeTal 0 XWPES €KTOG Eupwtraikng ‘Evwong KATT.  1diaitepn éugaon
atraiTeiTal va divetal oTo TTAiolo kaBe uttoBaAAduevng TTPATACNS GTNV NOIKA
OIA0TOON TWV OUYKEKPIUEVWY OTOXWV TNG TIPOTEIVOPEVNG £PEUVAG, TNG
TTpoTEIVOUEVNG HEBOBOAOYIag aAAd Kal Twv TBavVWY EUPUTEPWY CUVETTEIWV
TNG TTPOTEIVOUEVNG £PEUVAG OE KOIVWVIKO eTTiTTEdD. AvAAloya pe 10 €id0G TNG
TIPOTEIVOUEVNG £PEUVAG, TTPOTACEIC TTOU €XOUV KpIBEi BeTik& oTo TTAQICIO TNG
EMOTNUOVIKAG agloAdynong uttoBaAlovtal og eITTAEOV AgIOAOYNON WG TTPOG
TNV NBIKA TNG £peuvag €iTe UTTOXPEWTIKA (épeuva pe BAaoToKUTTOPA 1) OF
TTPpWTEUOVTA BNAACTIKA) €iTE YETA aTTO TTPOTACH TWV AEIOAOYNTWY AV KPiVOUV
OTI €ival ammapaitntn N TTePAITEPW OlEPEUVNON OXETIKWY CNTNHATWV. (@)
TPOTTOG TToU auTr N d1adIKacia doUEITAl KAl EQAPPOLETAI, TO €i00G TWV NOIKWV
(nTNUdTwyV TTOU QVAKUTITOUV OTO TTAQiOI0  JIa@OpwVv  TTPOTACEWY, Ol
EPEUVNTIKEG TTPOOEYYIOEIG OTA {NTAPATA QUTA KABWG Kal TO TTAQIOIO TwV
oulnTNoEwV akoun Kal avTimapabéocwyv kartd Tn dladikacia agloAdynong
(ethics screening/ethics review) tTapoucidfouv 101AITEPO EVOIAPEPOV YIA TNV
Karavoénon TnG TIPAKTIKAG Kal €Qappoopévng dldoTtaong TnG nBIKAG TNg
épeuvag oTo TTAQiolo dIadIKACIWY agIoAOYNONG. 2T OUYKEKPIYEVN €101 ynon
Ba yivel ouvroun TTapouciacn Tng dladikaciag afloAdynong TTPOTACEWY KAl
TwV NBIKWV ¢NTNUATWYV TTOU TEiVOuV va gu@avifovTtal. ‘Epgaon Ba doB¢i oTov
TPOTTO ME TOV OTIOI0 ETTIOTAMEG KAl  ETTIOTAMOVEG  OUVOIAAEyOVTAl  ME
KWOIKOTTOINUEVEG, OECUOBETNUEVEG, QVTIKEIMEVIKEG KOl TTOOOTIKOTTOINKEVEG
TTpoUTTOBE0EIC dleCaywyns €peuvag KABwG Kal OTn onuooia TTou TETOIEG
O1adIKATIEG PTTOPEI va €XOUV YIO TNV KATAVONGON NBIKWV {NTNUATWY Kal TNG
€uBUVNG TOU ETTIOTAHOVA.
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Vassiliki Petoussi-Douli, Assistant Professor in Sociology,
Department of Sociology, University of Crete

The practical dimension of research ethics: notes and
observations from research proposal evaluations

In the context of the 7™ Framework Programme of the EU, research proposals
submitted for evaluation are required to acknowledge the ethics aspects that
relate to or may occur during the execution of the proposed research.
Simultaneously, proposals submitted for evaluation are required to make
explicit and justified references to the ways ethics aspects are to be
addressed. Thus, submitted proposals are required to specify the regulatory
framework relevant to the proposed research, the way necessary permits will
be acquired, the ways in which research ethics will be safeguarded in case
research is carried out in non-EU countries and so on. Within each submitted
proposed it is required that the ethics aspects of the objectives of the
proposed research and the methodology to be employed as well as its overall
social impact are explicitly addressed and analyzed. Depending on the type of
the proposed research, proposals that have succeeded in the scientific
evaluation undergo either a mandatory (research on human stem cells or on
non-human primates for example) or an elective (following the suggestion of
the scientific evaluation panel) ethics evaluation. The way this process is
structured and applied, the kinds of ethics aspects identified in various
research proposals, the methodological approaches to such issues as well as
the content of discussions even debates which occur during ethics screening
or ethics reviews are of importance in addressing the practical dimension of
ethics applied in research within the context of ethics evaluations. In this
presentation the process of ethics review will be briefly addressed while
patterns related to ethics aspects of proposed research will be identified.
Particular emphasis will be placed on the ways in which sciences and
scientists interact with codified, institutionalized, objectified and quantified
research ethics requirements as well as the meaning such processes may
have for scientists’ understanding of ethics and scientific responsibility.

Xdapng MAatavakng, Aéktopag Pihocogiag, Birkbeck College,
London

Eudaipovia: H eyyevg Tng agia Kail n ToAITIKR) TNG AgiToupyia

Eivai n eudaiyovia pia UTTOKEIPEVIKA WUXOAOYIKH) KaATtdotaon 1R €va
QVTIKEIMEVIKO YEYOVOGS Tou avBpwTrivou Biou; To epwTtnua autd Ba arravtnOei
ME ava@opd oTnVv eyyevh TNG agia kal Tov TTONITIKO TNG pOAo. AQou oulnTnOei n
eyyevy NG agia amévavti otnv Kavtiavl OpBotnta kai 1n PIAeAeUBepn
Aikaloouvn, €getddetal n évvola TNG TIOMITIKAG €udaiyoviag, onAadn n
OAOKANPWTIKA B€0n TTOU Bivel TTPOTEPAIOTATA GTNV EUDAIPJOVIO TOU KOIVWVIKOU
ouvolou €Ig Bapog TNG eudalhoviag Twv PEAWV TOU, Kal UTTOOTNPICETAl MIa
eVaANOKTIKA B¢on  TTOAITIKAG  eudaiyoviag Tou aTtépou. H avakoivwon
QvaTITUCOEI QUTA 1\Y% 10€a ME avagopd oTn BionBIkA.
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Harry Platanakis, Lecturer in Philosophy, Birkbeck College,
London

Happiness: Its Intrinsic Value and Its Political Function

Is happiness a subjective state of the mind or an objective state of affairs?
The question will be approached with reference to its intrinsic value and its
political function. After discussing its intrinsic value with reference to Kantian
Rightness and Liberal Justice, | shall examine the notion of political
happiness, the totalitarian thesis that prioritises the happiness of the whole at
the expenses of the happiness of its members, and argue in favour of an
alternative version of political happiness that also respects individual
happiness. My paper develops this idea with particular reference to bioethics.

KwoTtag Zrapdrng, Kadnyntic dihocogiag Tou Aikaiou, TuAua
NopIkAg, ApioToTéAglo MNaveTTioTAPIO @eooalovikng

Otpediwon OiIKalKOU KOBAKOVTOG yia TNV TIPOOTACIA TOU
QUOIKOU TTEPIBAAAOVTOG

H OikaioAdynon KaBnkovtog OIKOAOYIKAG MEPIUVOG agopudrtal amd Tnv
ekTiunon Om n €EWTEPIKA Xprion NG €AsUBepiag Twv TTPOCWTIWYV €XEl Mia
aveCAAEITTTN UAIKI) avagopd, TTou o@eiletal oTn BloQuoikf didoTacn Tng
avBpwTivng utrapéng. TiBeTal eTTopEVWG ¢ATNUA NBIKAG Kal TTOANITIKAG euBUvNng
otnVv €EWTEPIKA XPAON TNG AUTOVOMIAS TWV avOpWTTIVWY UTTOKEIMEVWY WG
Tpog TN diatipnon TG dPuong wg agipdpou OpPOU AVATIAPAYWYAS TOU
avBpwTTIivou yévoug ev ouvOoAw. H avarrapaywyr auth, waoTdoo, CETUAIYETOI
IOTOPIKG €v Kolvwvia. evvaral, AoImrov, 10 {ATNUA N KOIVWVIKA aVvATITUEN va
OuUVAdEl PE TNV QAUTOVOWIA, TTPOCWTTIKI KAl OUAAOYIKI), ME KOIVOUG Opoug
eAeuBepiag, I00TTONITEIOG KAl BIOTIKAG AUTOTEAEIOG UTTO OUVONKES OAANAEYYUNG.
O1dT1E TO OIKOAOYIKO TTPOBANUG SIOCTAUPWVETAI KAT AVAYKNV HUE TO KOIVWVIKO
¢ATnua.

Emeidn n avamrtugn avbpwImivwy KOIVWVIWV Eival EQIKTA HOVAXO O OUVOAKES
TTOAUPOP®PNG OIKTUWONG TwV HEAWV Toug e T PUon, atroteAei TTPORANUa
TIPAKTIKO Kal OXI aTTAWG TEXVIKO. Apad, 0€ TEAIKN avAAuon, N AvTIMETWITION TOU
TiBeTAl WG CATNO BACEI TTPAKTIKWY apXwv TTou TiBevTal amd tov 0pBS6 Adyo
Kal ox1 ammAwg w¢ nTnua tmou Xpndlel diepelvnong PBAcel CUCOWPEUPEVWV
EUTTEIPIVV €K HEPOUG TNG Olavoiag. OTdTe val pev n €géraon TTARBoug
TIAEUPWV TOU OlevePYEiTAl aTTO ETTi PMEPOUG ETTIOTAMEG TNG QUONG 1 Tou
avBpwTtrou, TTANV OPwWG TTPOCHKOUCO QVTIUETWTTION TOU UTTOPEI va UTTAPEE!
MOVO oTn BAon OECOUEUTIKWY QPXWV TOU TTPATTEIV. KaTd OUVETTEIQ N OIKOAOYIKI)
MEPIMVA Kal Ta OEOVIOAOYIKA TIPOG QUTA CNTAMATO  CUVEUTTITITOUV  OTN
dikalodoaia piag Bewpiag dikaioouvng, n oTroia Ba £€0eTe €€ apxng 6poug yia
TNV appofouca dieubéTnor Toug. Kal HAAIoTa hE TTPICUA KOOUOTTOAITIKO, agou
TIPOKEITAI yIa TO €viaio UdPOYEI0 OIKOOUOTNUA, NECA OTO OTToi0 dlafIwvel To
avOpWTTIVO YEVOG GUVOAIKA.
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H oikoAoyikiy pépiyva eivar emBeBAnuévn, kar apxdag d10TI n diatrpnon
agloBiwTou QUOIKOU TTEPIBAAANOVTOG QTTOTEAEI TOV TTPWTAPXIKO OPO yia TV idia
TNV uttéoTaon TNG avBpwtoTNTAG, WG TTEPIOTITN agia. Kal emPBAAeTal wg
KaBrkov nNBIKO Kal SIKAIOTTONITIKO, €TTEION aTTOTEAOUME TO Povadikd €id0g OTO
CwIKG BaaciAelo Tou QEPEI NBOIKN CUVEIdNON Kal TAUTOXPOVA OKPIBWS TO idIOo
€idog 1Tmou pe nBIKG aveuBuvoug TPOTTOUG TTPOgevEl aveiTTwTn dlakivouveuon
NG Puong kai NG éuPiag (wng yéoa o’ auTr.

Kostas Stamatis, Professor of Legal Philosophy, Faculty of Law,
Aristotle University of Thessalonica

Justification of the Legal Duty of Protecting the Environment

For all human beings the external use of freedom presupposes the bio-
physical bedrock of their existence. Hence, the imperative exigency for
protecting environment as the ever-lasting natural condition of life as a whole.
However, this necessity is a practical matter, not merely a technical one.
Dealing with it means that we are invited to put forth some crucial principles of
action. Such principles are to be ultimately drawn from Reason itself, not
simply from an aggregate of empirical information.

The contributions of sciences to the topic of protecting environment are of
course greatly important. Nevertheless, the question what is to be done
hereby is deemed to be answered on a basis of binding practical principles,
which is mostly a philosophical investigation. The ecological concern and the
related normative issues fall largely within the jurisdiction of theory of justice,
competent to stipulate general terms for righteous regulation through legal
norms, potentially under a cosmopolitan prism, since what is involved is the
global ecosystem, as the habitat of the mankind.

Ecological concern is incumbent, because the preservation of a sustainable
environment is the capital precondition of existence for the humanity, in
manifold interdependence with the other animal species as well as the plants
of all sorts. Moreover, this concern enhances our own dignity as rational
beings. It represents a moral duty, for we constitute the sole species upon
Earth that bears moral conscience, and meanwhile the very same species
injuring Nature in irresponsible ways and the perspectives of life within it. This
duty of ours is also a juridical one, for it is relevant to safeguarding a bacic
term of our social intercourse which is gravely challenged by multiple human
activities. The text fosters particularly on the necessity that the humans should
not treat animal life like a despotic or sadistic ruler. Instead, we should protect
animal species overtime, by insuring for them conditions of subsistence
pertinent primarily to their own nature.

MNwpyog Zrdauou, Kabnyntig OikoAoyiag, Tunua BioAoyiag,
ApioToTéAelo MaveioTiuio @ecoalovikng
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BiotroikKIAOTNTA Kl SITTAR pETA@OPA: ATTO THV KOIVWVia 0TV
olKoAoyia Kal TrdAl TTicw oTnV Kolvwvia

H BIoTToIKINOTNTA WG AVTIKEIMEVIKN) OTABEPr BAon TTAvw OTnV OTToia UTTOPEi
va otnpixbei n olkodounon nBIKwv Kavovwyv €xel apeioBntndei €vrova.
AANOI XapakTnpifouv WG OIKOAOYIKOUG HUBOUG avTIANWEIG TTOU KATA KaIpoUg
aimioAdynocav TV TTpooTrdbsia  TTpooTaciag TG BIOTTOIKIAOTNTOG
(MEANOVTIKEG ATTWAEIEG, XPUOT TTEPIOdOG TNG PIOTTOIKIAOTNTAG, QVEYYIXTN
Quan). Tnv idla oTiyun €xel au@ioPnTnBei 1oxupd Kai n 18éa OTI N QUON
ouvIoTa autagia TTou XPACEl TTPOCTACIAG. ZAUEPA, N OUCATNON OXETIKA JE
N duvatdtnta TnG  PIOTTOIKIAOTATAG  va  Bepehiwoel TNV avaykn
TEPIBAANOVTIKAG  TTPOOTACIOG KIVEITAI YyUpw atmd Tnv 10éa Tng agiag
MeETaOXNMaTiopou (transformative value) tou eioriyaye o Zapkap 10 2005.
To ETTIXEIPNUA TOU 2apkap EXEl wg €€nge.
1. Av éva avrikeiyevo (object) di1aBétel BeTIKA PETAOXNMATIOTIKN agia
(agia  BeTIkKOU peTaOYNUATIOPOU, positive transformative value) T10T1E
nBika agiCel va diarnpnOei

2. T6oo Gueoa 600 Kal EuPEca n BIOTTOIKIANGTNTA dIABETEI adia BETIKWV
METAOXNMATIOPWYV

3. Apa gival nBIkA avaykn va TTPOCTATEUTEI

2TnVv TTapouca Trapoucdiaon oulnTwvTal CUVOTITIKA oI €vvola TnG BETIKAG
agiag PETAOYXNUATIONOU KAl TWV OKOTTOUPEVWY TTPOTINACEWV. OI TEAEUTAIEG
opidovtal WG €EKEIVEG Ol ATOMIKEG 1] OUANOYIKEG  TTPOTIUNOCEIS  TTOU
OuVIOTOUV TTPOIGV £EAVTANTIKOU QvVACTOXOOMOU TTOU €VIACOETAI OTO TTAQICIO
€EVOG OUuveETTOUG, OpBoAoyIKG (eTOTAMOVIKA) dounuévou  Kal  TTARAPWG
BewpnTIKA ETTNPPWHEVOU KOOUOEIOWAOU, TO OTTOI0  ETTITTPOCOETWG DIABETEI
EMOTNUOVIKA BACIUN UTTOOTNPIKTIKA MPETAQUOIKY, OAAG Kal opBoAoyikd
dlaTUTTWHEVA AIoONTIKA Kal NOIKG 18€wdn.

Emyxeipwy otn ouvéxela va Oci€w OTI og éva PeaMIOTIKO TTAQICIO N
EMOTAKN TNG oikoAoyiag Oev Katopbwvel va Odopnoel Tnv €vvoia TNG
BloTroIKINOTNTAG, aANG  oUTE Kol va  OIOPOPPWOEl TNV KOTAAANAN
UTTOOTNPIKTIKN METAQUOIKA. KaTtaAnyw, Ot n €vvola TnG PIOTTOIKIAOTNTAG
atroTeAei  onueio  dlappaPnig TTOU  €CUTTNPETEI T OITTAN  UETAQPOPA.
2UYKEKPIYEVA, ETTITPETTEI  OTA  KUPIOPXA  KOIVWVIKA  TTPOTAYUOTa VA
EVOWMOTWOOUV OTO OWMa  TNG ETMOTAPNG  TNG  OIKoAoyiag  kal  va
utTEPKaBOopicouV TIC TTPOdIAYPAPES TNG ETTIOCTANOVIKAG TTPOKTIKAG, TNV idia
OTIYM} TTOU ETTEVOUPEVA PE TO XPiopa TNG ETMIOTAMOVIKAG TEKUNPIWONG
eCépxovTal oTnNV Kolvwvia wg autagia TTou agiwvel TTPooTACIaG.

Giorgos Stamou, Professor of Ecology, Biology Department,
University of Thessalonika

Biodiversity and double metaphor: From society to ecology
and back to society

In this presentation | undertake to explore ideas developed by S.

Sarkar with respect to ethics pertaining to biodiversity protection.
Within a critical realist perspective | demonstrate that the concept
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of biodiversity lacks scientific concreteness thus, according to
Sarkar, it cannot be used for normative purposes. | argue further that
it is a source of misunderstandings among scientists, while it
functions as a nodal point mediating double transfers between society
and scientific practices.

Nikog ZTtaupotroulog, Lecturer in Legal Theory, Faculty of Law,
University of Oxford

Aikaio ka1 agiwon utroTayng

Some political action is legally relevant: it has an impact on the law, defined
as the change in legal rights and obligations (powers, privileges, immunities or
liabilities) that obtains, without further political action, as a result of some such
action. Consider some standard examples — enacting statutes, adopting
regulations, deciding cases. What precise aspect of this kind of action is
legally relevant? Why so — what gives a given aspect of institutional action
legal relevance?

On the orthodox view, institutions shape the law by communication.
The fact that a certain statute was enacted and what its text means together
explain the impact of its enactment on the law. On some competing views,
institutional communication is only part of the explanation. The law further
includes standards that justify institutionally produced norms, or excludes
institutionally produced norms that fall below some threshold of decency. On
such views, it is not true that history and language alone explain the legal
impact of institutional action. Substantive normative considerations, plausibly
narrowly moral ones, are part of the explanation.

Confining our attention to the way in which these two kinds of view
differ, however, is misleading. On some other views, morality does not directly
determine legal impact. It explains why the other, nonnormative aspects of
political action have legal relevance. The more fundamental controversy
brings into play the often overlooked second question singled out above, of
what gives legal relevance to certain aspects of the practice.

The fundamental controversy also arises in connection with the
explanation of some other phenomena, including making a promise, decision
or request — actions or attitudes which are generally understood to result in
some distinctive obligations or to have some other distinctive normative
significance or impact, or at least to be capable of so doing. The relevant
theoretical choices are posed particularly clearly in these domains, so | will
explore them in some detail in relation to promising.

2TTUpog ZPevdoupdkng, Ettikoupog KaBnyntig OikoAoyiag kai
Bioyewypagiag Zwikwv Opyaviouwy, TuAua BioAoyiag, MNa/pio
Matpwv

YTrapxel EmOTNPOVIKA BAon OTNV avaykn yia diatpnon tng
BIOTTOIKIAOTNTOG;
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H tpootacia 1ng PBIOTTOIKINOTNTAG £Xel TTAEOV eviaxBei oTov KABNUEPIVO
TONITIKGO AdYyO Kal TNV «KOIvVA AOYIKA» WG auTaTTOdEIKTN OXEOOV avaykn,
AOXETA ATTO TO KATA TTOOO0 Ol TIPOTIMWHEVES TTPOKTIKEG CUVADOUV PE TO OTOXO
auTdv. MNwg TTEIOTNKE N KoIvwvia yia TNV avaykn authyv; Ta emxeipAuaTa Tou
XPNOIJOTIoIoUVTal YIO TNV TEKUNPIWONA TNG TTEPIAAPPBAVOUV aTTO XPNOTIKEG
agieg péEXPI HETaQUOIKES TTeETTOIBNOEIS. H diatApnon uwnAnRg BIOTTOIKIAGTNTAG,
€101, €X€I KATA KaIpoUg Kal atrd didgopous BewpnBei wg ev duvauel Xproiun
yla Tov avBpwTro, TTPAyHaTl XProiun yia Tov advBpwTro, armrapaitntn yia tnv
IC0PPOTTIA TNG PUONG, CNPAVTIKI OUVIOTWOA TNG UYEIOG TWV OIKOOUOTNUATWY,
TIPOOTATEUTIKI] OIKAEida €vAVTIQ OTNV KATAPPEUGN TWV OIKOCUCTNHUATWY,
TTOAUTIUN TTNYR yvwong, nOIKA uttoxpéwarn, OpnoKeuTIK uTtoxpéwon A,
oKOPa, Kal wg atmoppéouca atrd Pabutepa EVOTIKTA pag. YTTAPXEl, OPWG,
ETMOTNUOVIKA BAoN £€0Tw O€ KATTOIEG ATTO TIG TTPOCEYYIOEIG AUTEG I TTPOKEITAI
atTAWG yIa dogaaieg 1 TTONITIKEG ETTIAOYEG;

Spiros Sfendourakis, Assistant Professor of Ecology,
University of Patras

Does the need to conserve biodiversity have a scientific
basis?

The need to conserve biodiversity is today an integral part
of university curricula, international and governmental policies, and
research projects. It has entered also into the everyday language of the
general public and the media, even though strong conflicts with other
interests may still be present locally. In any case, it seems as if the
scientists working in ecology and biological conservation have all
agreed that it is important to stop the on-going loss of biodiversity.
Several lines of argument in favor of this stance have been followed,
such as ‘'biodiversity promotes ecosystem stability and/or resilience’,
'‘biodiversity is crucial for ecosystem services', ‘biodiversity is
important for ecosystem and/or human health', 'biodiversity is important
for biological resources used by humans', 'biodiversity has an intrinsic
value as a product of billions of years of organic evolution'. We shall
discuss the scientific validity of such claims, in order to evaluate
current trends in biodiversity science.

Barry C Smith, Institute of Philosophy, University of London

Sensory Worlds and Well Being

Our conception of our sensory experience is based on a false model of the
independent working of the five senses. What we are now learning from
neuroscience is just how interactive senses are and how they work to produce
the familiar integrated experiences we take for granted. Sensory deficits, even
in what are considered to be the lower senses can have a radical impact on
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the character of our experience and the quality of life. | shall concentrate on
the much neglected contact senses of touch, taste and smell and show how
they create an understanding of our environment.

Avdpéag Tpouutrng, Kabnyntnc OikoAoyiag, MNavetmoTriuio
Alyaiou

Mpog piIa dapPivikl oOIKoAoyia WG avridoto oOTnV
«TTPACIVOAOYiO»

H Oikoloyia, w¢ ouoTtnuikd T1edio TG BloAoyiag, ep@avifetal ohpepa
ECAIPETIKA AdUVAN, ME TNV au@ionun €IKOVA TNG WG «NTTNPEVOU VIKNTA» OTNV
avtiAnwn TG koivwviag. H maAaid mAéov TaUTION TNG «ETTIOTNMOVIKAG
ATTOOEIENG-TTPAYMATIKOTNTAG» HE TO Or@ev opBOAOYICNO TOU OMWVUUOU
TTOAMITIKOU KIVAPOTOG KaTtappéel he Tn diatrioTwon OTI N KOIVWVIKI oIKoAoyia
gival TTONITIOPIKG Kivnpa Kal Oxl TTOMITIKO: n OTTol0 avaAuon Tou @aIvOoPEVou
o@eiAel va 1o xelIpieTal kat eAaxioTov (1) pe dpoug yEveong Kal ouyKPOTNONG
KIVNUATWY 1 KUPIOPYXOUVTOG AOYOu, OTA OTIoid ETTIKPATEI N AOYIKA TNG
Buuarorroinong Kal TNG KpaTiKoeEAPTWHUEVNS-IUIN-KPATIKAS AEITOUPYIOG OPNAdwWY
OUPQEPOVTWY — EAEUBEPWY EVOuvEIdNTNG e0WTEPNG agenda 1 Oxl, Kail (2) Twv
OUOTNPATWY aglwv TTou TTapdyovTal KAl aTTd TNV €TMIOTAUN O€ £va «YEVIKO»
AUTIKO TTONITIOUO.

©¢on pou gival 6,11 oToV TTUP VA ToU TTPORANPATOS TNG oUyxpovng OikoAoyiag
WG EMOTANNG -KAI KAT E€TTEKTACN TOU TIOMITIOMIKOU KIVAPATOG TIOU TNV
ETTIKAAEITOI- EVTOTTICETAI N EAAEIMPATIKY) OUYKPOTNON TNG TTAPAYWYNRS Bewpiag
ETTi TWV AVWTEPWV ETTITTEQWV OPYyAvVWONG TNG ZwNg, TTEPAV TOU KUTTAPOU KAl
TOU aTOuou, OTn BIOXNMIKN KAl QUOIKO-IOTOPIKA Toug didoTacn. To 10TOPIKO
ayxog 1nG BioAoyiag —r pATTWG Twv BioAGywv- €ival n oucia tng dlaocuvoeong
NG ME TN Puoik emoTAPN. To avamdvinTto autd EpWTNUA UEYIOTOTTOIEITAI
Ut TO QWG TOU KOPU@PAIOU QITAPATOG TNG KATavONong Tng ETTIOTAUNG WG
TTpoaywyoUu TngG emmiAuong TTpoBAnudTwy TG Zwng. 210 Tedio autd, N
OikoAoyia  eg@aviCel  ouoTnUATIKO  KevOd  AOyw  Tou  BgpeAlwdoug
ETMOTNUOAOYIKOU TTPORAANATOS WG TTPog TN MEB0SO TNC.

O1 ovrotnteg pe TIG oT1roieg aoyoAeital n  OikoAoyia TTPOKUTITOUV WG
QVOOUOUEVEG KATA MPAKOG MIOG KAIMOKOG OAOKAApwWONG TNG opydvwong Tng
ZwNG. Opwg gp@avideTal pia KPioIun aoUVEXEIQ WG TTPOG TO XOPAKTHPO TOUG:
ol PBIOKOIVOTNTEG €ival 10TOPIKEG OVTOTNTEG, EVW TA OIKOCUCTAPOTA Eival
AEITOUPYIKEG OVTOTNTEG, OUVINBWG A-XPOVIKOI Pnxaviopoi kai diepyoaoies. H
BlokoivotnTa atroteAsital amd «PéAN», TO oIKooUoTnNUa atmd «pépn». H xudnv
XpPron Toug oTnv TTEPIBAAANOVTIK} PNTOPIKK), TTOAU TIEPIOCOTEPO OE HIAV
«avaTrTul(0)aoTIKh TTPACIVOAOYIa», WG ETTIXEIPNUATOAOYIO OUYKPOTNONG MIOG
METO-NBIKAG yia Tov Koopo, Trapdyel autoTeAwS TTOAAATIAG  {nTruaTta
ETMOTAPNG KAl —KAT €TTEKTACN TTONITIONOU, £’ 6o0V €dpAETAl ETT AQUTAG.

H auotnpnl xprAon €vog OuadikoUu HOVTEAOU «ETTIAOYNG-ETTAYWYNG» WG
EPMNVEIAG BIOTIKWYV QAIVOUEVWY PTTOPEI va eTTava@EPE! Jia AapBIVIKN epunveia
TNG OIKOAOYIKAG VOouOoTéAEIag Kal va atreAeuBepwaoel Tnv OikoAoyia atrd Tnv
KOIVWVIKOTTOAITIKY) TNG OTPERAWON.
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Andreas Troumbis, Professor, Professor of Ecology, Department
of the Environment, University of the Aegean
Towards a Darwinian Ecology as a remedy to “greenology”

2raupoUAa Toivopepa, AvattA. KaBnyntpia ®ihocogiag,
AieuBuvTtpia EpyaoTtnpiou BionBikAg, MavemmoTtApio KpAtng

BionBikn kai MepifaAAov

Me 11014 €vvola To QUOIKO TTEPIBAANOV agiCel oeBaocud Kal TTpooTaCia Kal YIAT;
‘Exoupe nOIKA uttoxpéwaon TTPoG/i o€ oXEOon UE, TO Un avBpwTTivo TTEPIBAAAOV
Kal yiaTi; ZTnv ouyxpovn NIk Bewpia, uttdpxouv dIOPOPETIKA EyXEIPANATO
TTou €IdIWKOUV va dikaloAoyioouv TTePIBAANOVTIKES agiec, opiopéva atrd Ta
oTToia  uTTOypaPMiCouv TV AIocONTIKOTNTA, GAAa TNV opBoAoyikdTnTa, WG
Bepehiddeg KpITApIO yia Tnv atmrdédoon nBikou status. Metalu autwy,
0e0TTOCOUCEG  WQENIMIOTIKEG KAl «OIKAIWPATOKPATIKEG»  TTPOCEVYIOEIG
TTapoucidlouv OUOKOAIEG OUVEKTIKAG Bepediwong. ATO 1o GAAO  pEPOG,
BIOKEVTPIKA, YAIOKEVTPIKA PEOQANIOTIKA MOVTEAQ EUTTAEKOUV pIa auBdipeTn
METAQUOIKN TNG «€yyevoug aiacy. Mia evaAAaKTIKr) BewpnTIKA TTpooéyyion Ba
avadnTnBei, N otroia, HOAOVATI AVOPWTTOKEVTPIKK], KATA TO OTI avayvwpilel TOUG
avBpwTToug (dpwVTES) WG TTNYN TNG NBIKAG agiag, utrooTnpiel v TOUTOIG OTI
aTTOOEKTEG TNG NOIKAG agiag PTTopEl  (Kau TTPETTEN) va gival KAl un-avepwTriva
ovia KaBwg kal GAAa pn- €upia yvwpiopata [ pépn Tou TTEPIBAAAOVTOC
(KAipa, n AVTOpKTIKA, 0IKOOUOTNUA, KATT). Mia QVvTIKEIYEVIKY KAl PETAPUOIKA
«avwduvn» BepeAiwon YIag IOXUPAG (av Kal un- «€1010TIKAGY ) TTEPIBAANOVTIKAG
BionBIkAG uTTopei, Kat autdv Tov TPATTO, VO CUYKPOTNOEI.

Stavroula Tsinorema, Assoc. Professor of Philosophy, Director of
Centre for Bioethics, University of Crete

Bioethics and the Environment

In what sense is the natural environment owed respect and protection and
why? In contemporary ethical theory, there have been several attempts to
justify environmental values and principles, some highlighting sentience,
others rationality, as the grounding criterion of moral status. Among them,
utilitarian and certain rights-based approaches have justificatory difficulties.
Biocentric, ecocentric, realist approaches are heavily loaded with an arbitrary
metaphysics of nature’s intrinsic value. A theoretical alternative will be
pursued which, although “anthropocentric”, in the sense that it accepts that
human beings are the source of value and that values do not exist out there in
the world to be discovered, it nevertheless argues that the recipients of value
may be non-human beings and other parts of the natural environment, too.
This approach purports to offer an objective and metaphysically undemanding
foundation for a strong (anti-speciest) environmental bioethics.
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MNwpyog XapaAdutroug, uttoy. Aidaktopag BionBbikng ,
MavemoTAuio Kpntng

Avatrapaywyikrf Autovopia, MeveTiki BeAtiwon kai Euyovikni

O John Harris, petagu AaAAwv, utrooTtnpiel 611 TO dIKAiWPA PAG OTNV
‘avatrapaywyiky autovouia’ TTPOEKTEIVETAI TOOO OTNV ETTIAOY YEVETIKWV
XOPAKTNPIOTIKWY TWV ATTOYOVWY HaG, MECA atmd Tnv XPnon Twv VEwv
TEXVOAOYIKWV €EEAIEEWY, OO0 Kal OTN YEVETIKN BeATiwon 1} €uyovikri. Akoua
TTEPIOOOTEPO, EMITACOEI TNV NOIKA utToXpEéwon ‘BeATiwong Twv aTTOyOVWV
Mag. Méoa atrd pia CUVOTITIKI TTapoudiaon TnNG €TTIXEipnUaToAoyiag Tou John
Harris emixeipeital va yivel Eg@aveég av PTropei va otabei n NIk agiwon tng
BeAtiwong’ TTOU BETEI WG EKPPOON TNG ‘aVATTAPAYWYIKNAG HAG QUTOVOUIOG .

George Charalambous, Ph.D. candidate in Bioethics, University
of Crete

Reproductive Autonomy, Genetic Enhancement and Eugenics

John Harris, among others, claims that our right to ‘reproductive autonomy’
extends to the use of new technologies which expands our powers and ability
to affect another person’s fate by means which were previously unknown.
More importantly he claims that enhancement is a moral obligation. By
presenting and assessing Harris’s main line of argument, my target is to
investigate and justify whether enhancement is indeed a moral obligation or
not.

Mapia Xar{nkupidkou, Meramtuxiaky @oirAtpia  MMZ
«BionBiki» MavemoTtnuiou Kptng

«HOIKG Papupaka»: cuveXICOMEVN IATPIKN EKTTAIdEUON N
TPOWONON OKEUAOHATWYV;

‘Eva atrd ta TAéov EAKUOTIKA BEépaTa dnudaiou dIaAGYouU Kal KPITIKIAG OTTOTEAEI
n €miopacn NG @QAPUAKOBIOUNXAVIAG OTn OUVEXICOMEVN EKTTAIOEUCH TWV
ETTAYYEAUATIWV UyEiag, 101aITEPA OTIC TTEPITITWOEIG AVATITUENG Kal d1dBeong
VEWV QAPUOKEUTIKWY IDI0OKEUAOUATWY. H Taxutarn €¢EAIEN TTOU OnNUEIWBNKE
TIG TEAEUTAIEG DEKAETIEG OTO XWPO TNG PIoTEXVOAOYIAG Kal BloiaTpIKNAG €pEuvag,
TTOPAAANAQ PE TNV UTTEP-QVATITUEN TNG QAPMOKEUTIKAG Blounxaviag - Trou
kataAauBdvel onuepa agloonueiwtn Béon otn 81EBvA olkovopia — odAynoav
TAV 1ATPIKN KUuplapxia O€ Kpion Kal Tn @QOPUAKEUTIKA Blounxavia va
avoAauBdver darutma 170 POAO Tou “OIwTTNAOU OuvepydTtn” OTO XWPEO TNG
ouvexICopevng 10TPIKAG  exTTaideuong. To yeyovdg autd, TOU  yia TN
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QPAPMOKEUTIKY Blopnxavia PETAPPACTNKE WG EUKAIPIA TTEPAITEPW AVATITUENG
(marketing opportunity), yia Tnv aoKoUUEVN 1QTPIKY) CAUAIVE TOV EYKAWRIOUO
TNG METAEU TwV auoTNPA ETTIOTNUOVIKWY (] KATA AAAOUG ETTAYYEAUATIKWY,
professional) kai eumTopikKwy (commercial) TTnywv TANPoeopnoNnG. ZANEPA, N
oAo€va Kal PEYOAUTEPN XPAON Twv TeEAeUTAiwv €16 BAPOG TWV TTPWTWV
uttodnAwvel pia hopen (NBIKAG) Tapaitnong ammd Tnv opbri doknon Tng
IATPIKNAG: TV QTTOUCIa PNXAVIOPWY AuTOPPUBUIoNG YIa TNV UTTEPACTIION TOU
IaTpIkoU  KaBrnkovTtog (Tmapd diKalwPaTog) oTn yvwon. [MapdAAnAa, n
AUEIORNATNON TWV TTPOYPAPHUATWY CUVEXICOPEVNG IOTPIKAG EKTTAIOEUONG TNG
aKadNUAIKAG KoIvOTNTAG, TTapd Tn HopIioddTNON TOUG, PAVEPWVEI TNV aywvia
OTI TTAPOUOIA TTPOYPAUUATA PITTOPEI 0TO HEAAOV va KPIBoUV atrapaitnTa yida Tnv
avavéwon TG Adeiag aoKAOEwg eTTayyEAPATOG. H atTwAeia eAéyxou TNng
ETMOTNUOVIKAG YVWONG QAiVETAI VO OXETICETAI TTEPIOCOOTEPO AuECa (TTaPdA
€UMECQ) uE TN PaBUTEPN Kpion TauTOTNTAG TWV ETTIOTNUOVWY uyEiag. MATTWG,
TEAIKWG, N ammdvinon yia To KATd TTO0O0 Kal PEXP!I TToI0 BaBud n 1aTpIKN
TTANPoPOéPNCN — YE TOV TPOTTO TTOU TTPAYMATOTTOIEITAI OANEPA — WTTOPE va
eTnpedoel TN Ayn opBwv (1aTPIKWYV) aTToPAcEwV PTTopEi va dobei pévo péoa
atro TTONITIKEG BIadIKATIEG;

Memi Xatzykiriakou, ‘Bioethics’ M.A. student, University of Crete

“Ethical Drugs”: Continuing Medical Information over
Pharmaceutical Promotion?

Among other challenging issues in medical practice, the increasing influence
of commercial sources on physicians’ education - especially on new drug
products - has been revived as an urgent topic, drawing public attention to
breaches by the pharmaceutical industry. The rapid escalation of innovation in
biomedical research and biotechnology at mid-century that resulted in a
growing industry — a dominant force in worldwide economy — produced also a
crisis of professional authority in the medical field and nominated the
pharmaceutical industry as “silent partner” in continuing medical education.
For the industry, this (fact) was translated as a marketing opportunity for
further expansion (“having no intent to urge physicians to act without
adequate knowledge”), while for the medical practitioners it was considered a
trap between commercial and professional sources of information. Nowadays,
the overuse of the former over the latter indicates a kind of a moral quit of
good clinical practices: the absence of any kind of self-regulating mechanisms
to protect the primary responsibility (rather than the prerogative) of the
medical profession to obtain reliable information on prescribing drugs. On the
other hand, the resistance of medical practitioners towards accredited CME
courses, derived from leaders in academic medicine, shows their opposition
to support programs that might become tied to licensing and thus pose a new
set of regulatory burden. This loss of knowledge control openly questions
either or not, the medical profession could still be served in the best possible
way without compromising patient care. Does this balance between
information and regulation remain a challenge for those that object to either
one of these two alternatives?
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Maviw Xwpa@dkn, Mavayiwtng Kotowvag, MeTaTITUXIOKOI
®oitntég NMMZ «BionBikr» Mavemotnuiou KpAtng

MapnyopnTtikA ®povTida: Oco vwpitepa TOCO KAAUTEPQA;

O1 aoBeveig Pe PN MIKPO-KUTTAPIKO, PETAOTATIKO KOPKIVO TOU TTVEUUOVQ
Biwvouyv £va eupu ACUA CUPTITWHATWY, TO OTTOI0 ETTNPEACEI TNV CWUATIKI,
TNV WUXOAOYIKI] KOl TNV TIVEUMATIKI] TOUG UYEid. 2TO KupiapxXo 1aTpIKo
TTOPAdEIYMA, OAEG Ol TTPOCTTABEIEG OTPEPOVTAl YUPpW ATTO TOV Agova TNng
Q0BEVEING KAl TNG QVTIMETWITIONG TWV CUPTITWHATWY TNG. QOTA00, €PEUVES
ETMONPAiVOuV OTI AUTO TO JOVTEAO £XEI BACIKEG ADUVANIEG OTTWG: N ATTOUCIa
PEQAIOTIKNG EVNNEPWONG TWV OOBEVWYV OXETIKA PE TO TTPOCOOKIUO ETTIRIWONG
KAl Ta TTPOCOOKWHUEVA OPEAN aTTO TIG OTOXEUPEVEG BepPATTEiEG, N AOKOTIN,
EMOETIKN aywyr oTnVv TEAIKH) @AON TNG VOOOU Kal N EAAEIJUATIK dlaxeipion
TWV WYUXOAOYIKWV Ola0TAcEWV TNG acBéveiag. MNapouaidfoupe TNV PEAETN
Twv Temel et al., ocOpQwva Pe TNV otToia N éykaipn €I0Aywyr TOUG OE HIX
opada TapnyopnTikng @povtidag (MdP), odiynoe oe dAaupAuvon Twv
aQvVWTEPW TTPORANUATWY evw TTAPAAANAQ, auénoe 1o xpoOvo TnG emBiwong
Toug. ETTiong, €getaloupe trola atro TIG dUO TTPOOCEYYIOEIG —OUUPBATIKN KOl
M- avratrokpiveTal KAAUTEPA OTIG AVAYKES TwV AcBevwy, 0€ ouvApPTNON HE
TIC ApPXEG TNG QUTOVOMIOG KOl TNG OEIOTTPETTEING, Ol  OTIOIEG  Eival
avayvwpIopéveg atmd TIG OUTIKEG XWPES WG Bepehiwdelg Adgoveg NG
OAOKANPWHEVNG PPOVTIOOG aoBeVWV.

Manto Chorafaki and Panagiotis Kotsonas, ‘Bioethics’ M.A.
students, University of Crete

Palliative Care: The sooner the better?

Patients with non-small cell, metastatic lung cancer experience a wide range
of symptoms, which affect the physical, psychological and spiritual health. In
the dominant medical example, all efforts revolve around the axis of the
disease and treatment of symptoms. However, surveys indicate that this
model has major deficiencies such as lack of realistic information to patients
on life expectancy and the expected benefits of targeted therapies,
unnecessary, aggressive treatment in the final phase of the disease and
deficient management of the psychological dimensions disease. Introducing
the study of Temel et al., whereby early introduction to a group of palliative
care (PC), led to mitigate the above problems while increased the time of
survival. Also, consider which of the two approaches, conventional and PC,
best meets the needs of patients, according to the principles of autonomy and
dignity, which is recognized by Western countries as fundamental pillars of
the comprehensive care of patients.
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