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COUNSEL - Pebruary 23, 1977

Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum
Interreligious Affairs Department
American Jewish Committee

165 East 56th Street

New York, New York 10022

Dear Marcg,

Enclosed herewith is a description or prospectus on the
proposed Professorship of Jewish Ethics at The Kennedy Institute.
Please let me know what you think of it.

The pressure of time is bearing down upon us. Apparently
Sid Leiman should soon tell the Chairman of his Department at Yale
that he wants a sabbatical this September. Otherwise the Chairman
won't have enough time to get a replacement for Leiman. .And I am
told that academic courtesy would indicate that Leiman should tell
his Chairman within the next few weeks. So, we are in a time bind.

But you have been in time binds many times before'. I am
sure of that.

Mel Rishe ‘and Hy Bookbinder are doing the best they can
locally here in Washington. They are trying the UJA and other
potential sources of immediate money, but I know they would like
to get your help.

. Sincerely vyours,




A CHAIR IN JEWISH ETHICS
AT THE KENNEDY INSTITUTE, GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY

Background

The three main sources of ethical thought in Western intel-
lectual history are Judaism, Christianity, and philosophy.
These three traditions have considered a series of theoretical
questions in ethics, for example, the relationship of ethical
norms to fundamental religious or metaphysical presuppositions.
All three traditions have also discussed numerous questions of
applied ethics, for example, the nature and limits of the
citizen's political obligation, war and morality, and problems
in biomedical ethics.

For about two millenia a fruitful intellectual exchange
has occurred in the ethical thought of the : three traditions,
Since Christianity began as a sect of Judaism, it is not sur-
prising that major emphasis of Jewish ethics pervaded the
teachings of Jesus. Aristotle strongly influenced Maimonides,
and both, in turn, exerted a profound: effect on the thinking of
Thomas Aquinas. In more recent times, Immanuel Kant was deeply
impressed by both the Jewish and the Christian traditions.
Kant's influence is clearly detectable in the thought of such
diverse figures as Hermann Cohen, Karl Rohner, and Karl Barth,

During the past twenty-five years there has been a sig-
nificant renaissance of interest in Jewish ethics in general,l
as well as in Jewish medical ethics.? Helpful discussions have
begun to take place between Jewish and Christian ethicists3
and between ethicists of the two religious traditions and moral
philosophers.4 Thus, the time is ripe for establishing a
permanent institutional setting in which sustained interaction
among the Jewish, Christian, and phllosophlcal ethical traditions
can occur.

The Need

The possible role of a scholar in Jewish ethics can be
envisioned in terms of three concentric circles-the Kennedy
Institute, Georgetown Unlver51ty, and the Washington, D.C.,
metropolitan area.

Through the generosity of the Joseph P. Kennedy, Jr.
Foundation the Kennedy Institute has been able to establish three
endowed chairs during the past five years. Richard A. McCormick,
S. J., S.T.D., a leading Catholic moral theologian, was
appointed in the spring of 1974 to be the Rose F. Kennedy
Professor of Christian Ethics at the Kennedy Institute. In the



fall of 1975 Dr. James F. Childress, a leading Protestant
ethicist, joined the Institute as the Joseph P. Kennedy,

Sr. Professor of Christian Ethics. Beginning in September 1977,
Dr. H. Tristram Engelhardt, Jr., who holds a Ph.D. degree in
Philosophy as well as an M.D. degree, will become the first
incumbent of the Rosemary Kennedy Chair in the Philosophy of
Medicine.

The establishment of a chair in Jewish ethics at the
Kennedy Institute would provide an excellent complement to the
three existing chairs at the Institute and would make possible
a profound and continuing exchange of views among the Jewish,
Christian, and philosophical ethical traditions.

A scholar in Jewish ethics would also have a significant
impact on Georgetown University as a whole. Approximately 800
current Georgetown University students are of the Jewish faith.
Their choice of Georgetown reflects their strong ecumenical
orientation and their openness to discussions of value—questions.
At present, there is no full-time faculty member in Jewish
studies at the University. Until the current academic year, no
course in Jewish ethics had ever been offered at Georgetown.
Such a course, offered for the first time by a Visiting Scholar
at the Kennedy Institute, Professor Seymour Siegel, was elected
by more than 50 undergraduates. Thus, it is clear that a full-
time scholar in Jewish ethics could have a major impact on the
University community as a whole,

The third context in which a scholar in Jewish ethics would
play a significant role i§ in the Washington. metropolitan area.
Decisionmakers in and out of government frequently contact the
Kennedy Institute for information concerning Jewish ethical
approaches to complex ethical and policy problems. A long-
term scholar in Jewish ethics would be able to provide authoritative
responses to these inquiries. 1In addition, in his lectures,
courses, and publications a Jewish scholar would have an
important impact on the large community of Jewish decisionmakers
and opinion-leaders in the Washington metropolitan area.

The Structure and the Person

Fortunately, during the next academic year a distinguished
Jewish Professor is available to assume the position being
vacated by Rabbi Siegel. Professor Sid Leiman, head of the
Jewish Studies Program at Yale University, is willing and eager
to come to Washington for a Sabbatical year. Appropriate arrange-
ments can only be made, however, if a commitment can be obtained
soon for the funds necessary to bring Professor Leiman to
Washington and support the Jewish chair at the Institute during
the forthcoming academic year. Approximately $35,000 will be
required for this purpose.



With the departure of Rabbi Seymour Siegel, a definite wvoid
will exist at the Institute, Georgetown University and in the
Washington area. Considerable progress has been made towards
developing a cohesive group of scholars and ethicists who can
formulate principles to deal with the important ethical questions
confronting our society. This group is rapidly becoming an
important element in our academic, social and political community.
It would indeed be unfortunate if Jewish thought did not play
an important role in this process. Moreover, it would certainly
be a loss to the many Jewish students at Georgetown and the
Washington Jewish community if the continuity of the position
in Jewish studies, which has been ably filled this year by
Rabbi Siegel, was not maintained.

: Hopefully, if arrangements to secure Professor Leiman are
consummated, a sustained effort can be undertaken to establish
-a permanent endowment for a chair in Jewish ethics at the
Kennedy Institute, Georgetown University. Of course, in
accordance with tradition, the chair would be named by the donor
or donors. The ability to establish such a chair for the
Washington area will be hampered, however, if a Jewish scholar
is not in residence during the forthcoming year and cannot
participate with the other leading ethicists and scholars who
are now working together at the Institute.



Notes

Sid Z. Leiman, Jewish Ethics 1970-1975:  Retrospect and
- Prospect, Religious Studilies Review, April 1976.

Immanuel Jakobovits, Jewish Medical Ethics (2nd ed.;

David Feldman, Marital Relations, Birth Control and
Abortion in.Jewish Law (New York: Schocken Books,
1974).

See, for example, J. Phillip Wogaman, ed., The Population
Crisis and Moral Responsibility (Washington, D.C.:
Public Affairs Press, 1973; and U.S., National
Commission for the Protection of Human Subjects,

Appendix -

See, for example, the Journal of Religious Ethics,
edited at the University of Tennessee in Knoxville.
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February 16, 1977

Rabbi Marc 'f@annenbaum
American Jewish Committee
165 E. 56th Street

New York, New York 10022

Dear Marc:

~Rabbi Sid Leiman of Yale talked to Professor LeRoy Walters
at The Kennedy Institute. .lLeiman is as enthusiastic as ever about
coming for a sabbatical to Washington, but sad to say, he does
face an extremely difficult timing schedule. Leiman advised Walters
that he really should inform the Chairman of his Department at Yale
by the first of March so that Yale can get a replacement for Leiman
for next year's courses of instruction.

I deeply appreciate your interest in this matter and, of course,
Bookie's, and I am sorry to have broached this subject to you so
belatedly. However, Leiman's availability and his interest, only
surfaced within the last month or so.

Again, my thanks for anything you can do to help.

Sincerely yours,

Sar iver _
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RUDER & FINN
May 24, 1977

The Honorable Robert Sargent Shriver

Fried, Frank, Harris, Shriver & Kampelman
600 New Hampshire Avenue, N. W,
Washington, D, C, 20037

Dear Mr. Shriver:
Following our meeting in Washington, I have given considerable thought

to the contributions which a carefully thought out communications pro-
gram could make to the remarkable work you and your associates are

. doing at the Kennedy Institute of Ethics at Georgetown University.

There is no doubt that the Institute has already established itself as
the most authoritative source for the development of system atic
studies in ethics and public policy. While a number of university

and sectarian organizations have undertaken programs in this area,
their efforts, for the most part, have been tentative and inconclusive.’
There have been many who have dreamed of establishing a permanent
institution along the lines that you have created, but for one reason or
another, previous efforts in this direction simply haven't tak'er'; root."
It was well over 20 years ago that Dr. Louis Finkelstein wrote an .
article for Fortune Magazine stating that the corporate world was in
desperate need of an ongoing program to examine the ethical dimensions
of the business community, following which he conceived the idea of
creating a "World Academy of Ethics, " which unhappily never came
into existence. This was only one of many plans discussed over the
years with Chief Justice Earl Warren, Dr. Ernest Johnson of the
National Council of Churches, Father La Farge, Professor Richard

McKeon and others who were convinced that our society would not be

able to grapple intelligently and effectively with the problems of
ethics unless we found a way to combine the insights of theologians
and philosophers and those of practical men of affairs. No one was
able to bring the resources together to create such an enterprise
until the Kennedy Institute of Bio-Medical Ethics was established at
Georgetown. Clearly, you and your associates have established the
Institute that all of these men dreamed of and it is today, undoubtedly,
more urgently needed than ever before.

RO E 5 IS, b, THY AR DVRTY-NEN CIE STRLET, NUW vORK, Nov 102, e, 20 S50 G0 Cann i g e n s s



. The Honorable Robert Sargent Shriver
"
May 24, 1977

You have made it clear at the outset that the Kennedy Institute is non-
sectarian and that it must include the insights provided by scholars
representing various religious and humanist traditions -- Jewish,
Catholic, Protestant, eastern religions, etc. The field of biomedical
ethics has clearly proven to be an ideal subject in which to hammer
out an effective method of combining the thinking of ethicists and
professionals. Now that you have demonstrated the effectiveness of
such an effort in this one field, it is logical to expand the program to
the other segments of our society which can benefit from this same
approach, And as you begin to expand your horizons effective
communications about your progress will become an increasingly
critical factor in the achievement of your goal. It is important to
find the right way to let key people in business, government and the
various professions know that yours is the only institute totally devoted
to the relationship of ethics to matters of public concern and policy,
and that it is the only institute of its kind which seeks to reflect the
views of a wide spectrum of opinion and viewpoints. It is neither a
Catholic, Jewish or Protestant institution; nor is it a purely academic
one -- but it is rather a mosaic including the input of people with
varying approaches to the subject,

‘They should also know that it is an institution which needs to have broad
support if it is going to realize its full potential. This means that
financial support must be forthcoming from the Jewish, Catholic and
Protestant communities, the corporate world, government foundations
and individuals who recognize the importance of what the Institute can
accomplish,

It will becomre increasingly important to see to it that the work of the
Institute be followed carefully by the media in articles which focus
attention on the ethical problems of our day. It should also become
familiar to those who are in leadership positions in national and pro-
fessional organizations, chief executives of major corporations,
academic institutions setting up their own programs in regard to ethics,
and, of course, government officials and elected representatives who
are starting to heighten their sensitivity of the ethical dimensions of
public policy. In regard to the latter, I know that you have been working
closely with government leaders in Washington concerned with matters
relating to health; but I think it equally important to be in touch with
state and municipal government officials who are facing similar problems
-- as evidenced by the growing concern over such subjects as DNA
research.




The Honorable’ Robert Sargent Shriver
&3
May 24, 1977

Only by extending the knowledge of the work that the Institute is doing
can those who are facing the most difficult ethical problems of our time
benefit from the sophisticated approaches which are being developed by

the Institute's faculty.

It would be premature for me to make specific recommendations at this
time as to what steps might be taken to establish an effective communi-
cations program for the Institute. More time would be required to study
in-depth the work that has been done -- and is being planned -- so that

a communications effort can be shaped in relation to the realities of the

program itself.

There are, how:ever, a number of observations which might be helpful at
the outset:

1. The name of the Institute should officially be changed as quickly
as possible, Its present name is long and cumbersome and
clearly limiting., Since you are determined to braden your
horizons to many other fields, an essential first step is to
establish your name clearly as the Kennedy Institute of Ethics
at Georgetown University.

2. You must establish an effective means of disseminating infor-
mation about your work to the press. You had frustrating ex-
periences of your own when you have set up press conferences
attended by distinguished government representatives as well
as members of your faculty -- with disappointing results in
regard to media coverage. There have also been several
articles recently in The New York Times and Wall Sreet Journal
specifically referring to areas in which you are the leading experts,
but without mentioning the work of the Kennedy Institute. I am
confident that a sound communications program will help you
cope effectively with these and other problems in relation to the
media. Since increasing numbers of editors and commentators
are writing about precisely the areas in which you are working,
they should be keenly interested in familiarizing themselves with
your activities. You need to establish the right kind of procedure
to work with these editors and commentators so that you can
develop background feature materials when that is appropriate,
and develop an ongoing and systematic approach to inform the
press with the work you are doing.



The Honorable Robert Sargent Shriver
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May 24, 1977

Also, in relation to media opportunities, there are unquestionably

a number of articles which could be written by your faculty and
others who have been involved with your work for general

interest publications such as Harper's, Atlantic Monthly, The

New York Times Magazine Section, etc. There are also a host

of specialized publications in the business field, medical field - .
and elsewhere which would welcome special feature material '
about the work of the Institute.

A study should be ma de of the audiences which will be of interest
to the Institute, either as potential sponsors-of sources of

study, or both. Once these audiences are identified in areas
such as business, law and medicine, associations and their
publications should be isolated which might carry articles

about the Institute and its work or future work.

The American Academy of Family Physicians, for example, has
a publication read by almost 40, 000 family physicians. We have
worked with them for many years and I know they would welcome
articles on the subject of medical ethics.

Consideration should be given:to cooperative programs with
business, legal, medical, religious and academic organizations.

In addition to publicizing your work and goals through specialized
publications, specific programs can be worked out with a variety

of those organizations mentioned above. Many organizations
already have existing programs, such as seminars and conferences,
where members of the Institute could easily participate. For
example, I recently attended the American Assembly Conference

-on Ethics and Corporate Conduct (Arden House, April 14-17) which

included representatives from business, government, business
schools, economists, the press. It included only three religious
leaders -- one each from the Jewish, Protestant and Catholic

faiths. None of the religious leaders was a specialist in exploring
business ethics and their role in the conference was at best peripheral,
while the businessmen and government leaders discussed in their own
unpracticed way the ethical concerns of the present era. This was,
of course, a most useful effort; but it could have been far more
productive if it had had the benefit of the kind of inter-disciplinary
inquiry which the Kennedy Institute has pioneered at Georgetown
University. (I'm enclosing a copy of the final report for your

information, )
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Universities might also be approached -- business schools, law
schools, and medical schools as well as undergraduate schools
-- and members of the Institute could be offered as guest
lecturers in courses dealing with the philosophical basis of the
disciplines and/or the problems of defining a cogent public
policy.

6. It might be useful to acquaint high-level talk shows -- ""The
MacNeil/Lehrer Report,' '"60 Minutes, " "David Susskind" --
with the Institute and its members to generate discussions
about public policy in law and medicine. Acquainting these
programs with your members might also encourage commentators
to call upon them as participants when discussions of volatile
issues -- such as the energy crisis -- flare up.

The development of a communications plan for the Institute should concem
itself with the task of communicating the activities of the Institute on a
continuous and organized basis to these (and other) audiences. Since

this function is key to the achievement of your objective, it would not
make sense to undertake some random and sporadic effort in this direc-
tion; what you need is a long-range plan on how to do the best communi-
cations job for the Institute over an extended period of time.

“Ruder & Finn has developed programs of this sort in the past for several
non-profit organizations. Most recently we completed programs for
City University of New York, The Columbia Business School, The League
of Resident Theatres, The Revlon Foundation, and The Committee for
Corporate Support of Private Universities. Our experience is that such

. a program can be completed within a 60 to 90-day period, and based on
estimates of the staff time required, it should be budgeted at approxi-
mately $25, 000. We are confident that a study of this sort could make
a useful contribution to the future plans of the Kennedy Institute.

I might add that this is a subject which is of special interest to me per-
sonally. As you know, I have participated in the activities of the Ethics
Institute of the Jewish Theological-Seminary and consulted at length
with Dr. Louis Finkelstein in his creation of the Conference of the
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Science, Philosophy and Religion, the Institute of Religious and Social
Studies and subsequently plans for a World Academy of Ethics. I
believe that the work that the Kennedy Institute has done since its
founding is the most promising I have personally encountered and

I*m most eager to be of help in any way I can. I know that my
partners share my conviction in this regard and we would welcome the
opportunity to be of service in the development of a communications
program for the Institute. :

Regards,

,"r.—_ //-
Fe

'I:David Finn
df/s : Wi ,

enc.
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April 11, 1977

COUNIEL

"Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum

National Director

Interreligious Affairs

The American Jewish Committee
165 East 56th Street

New York, New York 10022

Dear Marc:

I hope you will be pleased to see the current issue
of The Kennedy Institute's Quarterly Report which features
some information about Seymour Siegel's activities at The
Institute.

Best wishes.

Sincerely yours,

e



e

i

New CPR Scholar’s
Research on Rural
Brazil Aided by Grant

Dr. Thomas W. Merrick, Senior Re-
search Scholar at the Kennedy Institu-
te’s Center for Population Research,
and Adjunct Professor of Economics
at Georgetown University, has been
awarded a grant as a result of a com-_
petition sponsored by the Ford Foun-
dation and the Rockefeller Founda-
tion. The grant will provide additional
research support for an extension of
his previous work on marriage, fertility
and land availability in rural Brazil. He
will devote one-third of this time to
this research during calendar year

1977.

Copyright © The Kennedy Institute
March 1977

Photo by Trever Nye

Thomas W. Merrick, Ph.D., joined the Center for Population Research in the Fall of 1976.




Dr. Merrick in his office at the
Kennedy Institute

Dr. Merrick, who joined the Institute
last fall says, “The purpose of the pro-
posed research is to analyze the rela-
tion between household behavior
(migration, marriage and fertility) and
land availability in rural Brazil. The
principal hypothesis to be investigated
is that formation of rural households
depends on availability of and access
to agricultural land. Increased migra-
tion, later marriage and declining fer-
tility are expected as land becomes ex-
pensive and scarce. A further hypothe-
sis is that these demographic responses
are conditioned by the extent to which
farm households own land and are
motivated by aspirations to start their
children in life as property owners.”

An earlier study of six states in South-
ern Brazil confirmed the land availabil-
ity hypothesis from an analysis of mar-
riage and fertility rates in a combina-
tion of recently settled and older, more
established regions. Dr. Merrick’s re-
search will extend this analysis to
Northern and Northeastern regions of
Brazil and assess the impact of their
different rural socio-economic struc-
ture on prospects for a decline in rural
fertility.

Potentially important areas of his
study are farm labor contributed by
children, the complementarity between
work in agriculture and childbearing
by farm wives, the capacity of the
available land to support larger farm
families, constraints on the realization
of childbearing aspirations imposed by
infant mortality and the disruption
caused by rural migration. In rural

areas land is likely to be a more im-
portant factor in children’s chances to
succeed in life than education. This is
encouraged to improve employment
and earnings opportunities for children
growing up in an urban setting.

There are many similarities between
conditions in the United States around
1860 and those of Brazil in recent de-
cades. There is evidence that fertility
is indeed declining in more settled
Southern regions as a response to de-
creasing land availability. This lends
support to the view that the southern
region’s reproductive norms may be
conforming at least in part to the pat-
tern observed in the United States
during frontier expansion. Differences,
however, between the United States
and Brazil in rural socio-economic
structure are more pronounced in the
Northeast where the Brazilian land
tenure system has traditionally favored
large land owners. ;

The recently published 1970 censuses
of population and agriculture provide
a wealth of information on settlement
patterns and fertility at both the state
and county (municipio) level in Brazil.
Additional tabulations are being re-
quested to provide needed detail for
the rural population of microregions
under study. To the extent that an-
thropological studies of this region
exist, they have been and will continue
to be used as a supplement to the cen-
sus data that are being analyzed in this
study.

Dr. Merrick says that the results of his
research will be disseminated through
papers submitted to meetings of pro-
fessional economists and demographers,
and to scholarly publications in the
United States and Brazil. He maintains
close relations with Brazilian academic
and government planning institutions.
In addition, he is currently an adjunct
staff member of the economic demo-
graphy masters program at the Federal
University of Minas Gerais (CEDEPLAR)
in Belo Horizonte. Many of his articles
have been published in Brazilian
journals.

Dr. Merrick and his wife lived in Brazil
for three years while he taught and
conducted research. Their home was in
Belo Horizonte, about 250 miles north
of Rio de Janeiro. Located in the¢ in-
terior of Brazil—the old colonial gold
mining area—it is Dr. Merrick’s favorite
place in that country which has a land
mass comparable to the entire United
States. It is a fascinating place to
study, he says, because “eventually
Brazil will be one of the largest coun-
tries, even now having the seventh
largest population in the world, and its
size and diversity make it extremely
interesting. It has some of the poorest
areas, and yet some of the most pros-
perous. Interaction between Brazil’s
population and economic development
will ultimately have an important ef-
fect on major world issues as we begin
to study what is happening in the
Third World.”

—Dorothy Rainey




LeRoy Walters, Ph.D.

Visiting Scholar

Joseph A. LaBarge, Ph.D., joined the
Center for Bioethics last fall as a
Visiting Research Scholar. He is taking
a one year sabbatical leave from Buck-
nell University in Lewisburg, Pennsyl-
vania where he is an Assistant Professor
of Religion.

Dr. LaBarge chose the Kennedy Insti-
tute because of the resources available
in the Center for Bioethics Library and
the stimulation of the on-going contact
with other staff members. Partial sup-
port for his research is being provided
by Bucknell University.

He is focusing his studies on “‘the Na-
tural Law tradition in cthical theory
and its relation to bioethical issues.”
Bricfly, this philosophy recognizes a
responsibility and duty to humanity
and [ormulates ethical theory while
maintaining respect for the individual.

Some modern ethicists have rejected
this approach and deal primarily with
the “greatest good to the greatest ’
amount of people’ as their justifica-
tion of the means by which *“good”

is accomplished.

Dr. LaBarge became involved in bio-
medical ethical issues approximately
four years ago when he taught courses
on death and dying at Bucknell. Since
then he has taught several courses in
medical ethics and initiated consulta-
tions with members of the medical
staff of the Geisinger Medical Center,

»

Joseph A. LaBarge, Ph.D.

Danville, Pennsylvania. The consulta-
tions concerned the development of
courses in bioethics in connection with
Bucknell University.

—Lynn Taylor

Dr. Walters Appointed
To DNA Advisory
Committee of NIH

LeRoy Walters, Director of the Ken-
nedy Institute’s Center for Biocthics,
has recently been appointed to a four-
year term on the Recombinant DNA
Molecule Advisory Committee of the
National Institutes of Health (NIH)

The 14-member committee advises
NIH on health and safety issues in a
vital new area of basic biomedical re-
search. Originally comprised of natural
scientists, the committee has recently
been expanded to include a social
scientist and an ethicist, Dr. Walters.

During 1976 and early 1977, the com-
mittee developed guidelines for recom-
binant DNA, or “gene splicing,” ex-
periments, In June 1976 the guidelines
were formally issued by the Director
of NIH and distributed to American
scientists, scientific societies, and
foreign governments. The committee
will continue to refine its recommenda-
tions in the light of additional research
results. It will also certify newly de-
veloped host-vector systems.

Dr. Walters had previously served as a
consultant to the NIH Director’s Ad-
visory Committee which reviewed a
preliminary draft of the committee’s
guidelines in February 1976.



Rabbi Seymour Siegel, Visiting Re-
search Scholar, Center for Bioethics,
is the first full-time consultant and
scholar at the Kennedy Institute who
s an expert on fewish ethics and

theology. His current topic of study is

medical ethics from a Jewish stand-
point,

Jewish Scholar
Appointed Senior
Research Fellow

Seymour Siegel has become a familiar
face around the Kennedy Institute’s
Center for Bioethics. Students and
faculty variously address him as Doc-
tor, Rabbi, and Professor, for he is all
three.

On sabbatical leave from the Jewish
Theological Seminary of America, in
New York City where he is the Ralph
Simon Professor of Theology and
Ethics, Rabbi Siegel has been appointed
as Senior Research Fellow for the
1976-77 academic term. A man of
wide-ranging interests, he serves as
Chairman of the Committee on Jewish
Law and Standards of the Rabbinical
Assembly, the highest authority in the
Conservative movement in the field of
“Jewish law. Doctor Siegel also serves as
Adjunct Professor of Jewish Studies at
the College of the City of New York.
Professor Siegel served as part of the
United States Delegation to the United
Nations Conference on Population
held in Bucharest Rumania in 1974,
and served as a consultant on ethics
for the National Commission on the
Protection of Human Subjects.

The Rabbi is pursuing three objectives
during his year at the Kennedy Insti-

tute. First, he hopes to complete a
book of scholarly essays on bioethics
within the year. This will be an addi-
tion to his already considerable num-
ber of published books and articles.
His book Conservative Judaism and
Jewish Law is soon to appear in print,
as well as a book on Jewish prayer.

Secondly, Rabbi Siegel is teaching a
course in Jewish ethics this term at-
tended by about fifty students, both
undergraduate and graduate. Besides
his course at Georgetown University,

Rabbi Siegel conducts a more informal
discussion group of students and pro-
fessors at George Washington Univer-
sity on the subject of the Talmud
(Jewish law). He also regularly leads a
discussion group of Rabbis from the
Washington area.

In addition to writing and academic
education, Rabbi Siegel’s third area of
concern is that of the Washington com-
munity, where he is in great demand

as a lecturer to civic and professional
groups. He recently spoke to the Social

Rabbi Seymour Siegel




“What does the Jewish tradition say
about the problems of medicine and
ethics?”’

Workers at the Jewish Home for the
Aged in Washington, D.C., and on the
topic of “A Jewish View of Medical
Ethics,” he spoke to the Washington
Hebrew Congregation.

Rabbi Siegel is interested in several
specific areas of bioethics and the con-
tribution that can be made from the
perspective of Jewish ethics. He has
recently written an essay on truth-
telling, particularly in respect to
whether physicians have the duty to
tell patients the truth about their con-
ditions. He is devoting his attention
also to the controversy between a re-
spect for life per se and those situa-
tions where extraordinary means are
used to continue life.

Rabbi Siegel felt that the quote he had
included in Who’s Who in America,
1975-76, was a good means of
“knowing” how he viewed himself.

“I have tried all my life to guide myself

+ by the values inherent in the Jewish
tradition. These values are a sense of
the holy; responsibility to God and to
fellowman; the development of the
rational faculties; a reverence for tradi-
tion; and a healthy good humor about
the failings and foibles of human
beings."”

We feel that he has chosen his descrip-
tion wisely.
—Carol Hetler

Seymour Siegel

The Ethical Dilemmas
Of Modern Medicine:
A Jewish Approach

Should hopelessly ill patients be per-
mitted to die? Is it moral to sign a
“living will” permitting the cessation
of heroic means to keep a personalive?
Is abortion really like murder? Can we
interfere with the genetic process to
produce children grown outside the
womb? These and many other ques-
tions are now high on our society’s
agenda, representing some of the com-
plex issues now facing physicians,
scientists, and the families of those
who are seriously ill. They are the basic
questions now being asked by those
working in the field of biomedical
ethics.

What does the Jewish tradition say
about the problems of medicine and
ethics? Of course, these are highly
complex issues. Let us, however, state
some of the basic principles inherent
in the Jewish view of life and see how
they can be applied to the agonizing
questions of our time.

Reprinted with permission of UNITED
SYNAGOGUE REVIEW, 1976. All Rights
Reserved.

1976 by United Synagogue Review

3080 Broadway

New York, N.Y. 10027

1) The maintenance of physical and
mental health is not only good for our
well-being; it is a mitzvah, a divine
commandment. Moses Maimonides,
himself an outstanding physician,
writes in his great code, the Mishneh
Torah:
Since when the body is healthy and
sound one can learn the ways of the Lord,
it being impossible to understand or know
anything of the knowledge of the Creator
when one is sick, it is obligatory upon
man to avoid things which are detrimental
to the body and acclimate himself to
things which heal and fortify it.
(Hilchot De'ot 4:1)
Judaism rejects the notion that some-
how it is good to suffer. Although
there are many who are ennobled by
pain and sickness, and while we are
bidden to accept that which befalls us
with faith and trust, we are also ex-
horted to fight against disease and ill-
ness. To strive to be healthy in mind
and body is a divine imperative.

2) In the Torah we are bidden not
only to accept the world, but also to
do what we can to better it. Even na-
ture, God’s handiwork, is not com-
pletely finished. Human beings have
been given the facilities and should im-
prove upon nature whenever possible.



“These three principles—the duty to
strive for health, the duty to improve
creation wherever we can do so, and
the recognition of the sacredness of
human life— are the basis of the
Jewish way of relating to medical
ethics.”

There is a striking story in rabinical
literature which illustrates this idea:

Once Rabbi Ishmael and Rabbi Akiba
were walking in the streets of Jerusalem
and another man was accompanying them.
A sick man met them. He said to them,
“Tell me how I can be cured.” They said
to him, “Take this and this medicine until
you are well.”” The man accompanying
the sages said, *‘Who smote this man with
illness?” They said to him, “The Holy
One Blessed be He.” He said to them,,
“And you have interfered in something
that is not your affair. He smote him and
you heal him?" They said to him, “What
is your work?”’" He said to them, “l am a
farmer; note the spade in my hand.”” They
said to him, “And who created the vine-
yard?"' He said to them, “The Holy One
Blessed be He.'" They said to him, “And
you interfere in something that is not
your affair?” He said to them, ‘Do you
‘not see the spade in my hand? If I were
not to go out and plow the vinecyard and
fertilize it and pull out the weeds, would
it produce anything?”” They said to him,
“‘Just as the tree, if it is not cared for, will
die, so the body is like a tree; the medicine
is like the fertilizer and the doctor is like
the farmer.”

Although creation is God’s handiwork,
it is the duty of man to make it pro-
ductive; we do not rely on Providence
alone for that. If illness strikes, we are
bidden to utilize all of our skills to
restore health. This is not to deny
Providence, but to obey God’s com-
mand. : 7

3) The whole outlook of Jewish teach-
ing is based on the scaredeness of
human life. Human life is a great mys-
tery, a gift of the Creator. Wherever
human life exists, be it in a fully grown,
healthy man or in a feeble old woman
on her deathbed, it is sacred and price-
less. All of the Torah’s prohibitions,

barring three, are suspended when
there is a human life to be saved.

These three principles—the duty to
strive for health, the duty to improve
creation wherever we can do so, and
the recognition of the sacredness of
human life—are the basis of the Jewish
way of relating to medical ethics. The
application of these principles in three
areas should prove to be valuable.

A) Before Birth

What is the status of the unborn fetus?
In the current debate we have repre-
sentatives of two extreme views. One
segment of our society believes that
the fetus is to be considered as a child
who is already born. In this view,
killing a fetus is equal to murder. On
the other extreme, we find advocates
of the view that the fetus is no different
than any other part of the mother.
Just as a woman has the right to cut
her hair or fingernails, she has a right
over her body and may remove the
fetus whenever she wishes to do so.

The Jewish view rejects both of these
extreme positions. The fetus is not the
same as a born child. In a famous pass-
age in the Mishnah the rabbis say that
if 2 woman is giving birth and the fetus
threatens her life, it is permissible to
destroy the child: her life takes prece-
dence. This is not the case in Jewish
law where the child has already been
born.

However, as potential human life, the
fetus is not like a fingernail or gall
bladder. It has the right to our protec-
tion and care, as long as it does not
threaten the life of a living woman.
The fetus enjoys the benefit of our
bias for life. As potential life, it is not
the same as a born baby. As potential
life, it should be protected and allowed
to realize its destiny; that is, to be
born as a2 human being. The fetus as
life-in-process cannot be destroyed ex-
cept where it threatens the life of the
mother.

In a responsum on abortion written
by Rabbi Isaac Klein for the Commit-
tee on Jewish Law and Standards of
the Rabbinical Assembly it is stated:
“Our conclusion, therefore, must be
that abortion is morally wrong. It
should be permitted only for thera-
peutic reasons.” Of course, the ques-
tion as to what is “therapeutic” is still
being debated. Does it refer only to
the physical health of the mother? Can
it be interpreted to cover situations
where the economic health or social
health of the family is involved? These
are questions that have not as yet been
solved.

B) The Situation Before Death

The problems of death and dying are
agonizing and complex. There has been
much discussion about the definition
of death and of how to determine
when a person has actually died. This
is important in relation to transplants
and for determining when life-support
systems may be terminated.




The basic Talmudic definition is that
death occurs when respiration ceases.
The cessation of heartbeat was also
taken into consideration. There are
many today who believe that a better
definition of death should be based on
the cessation of brain activity as evi-
denced by the absence of EEG’s (brain
waves). When the brain waves stop,
spontaneous breathing and heartbeat
are impossible, and therefore the
patient can be said to be dead even
though his systems may be moving by
means of machines. It is felt that when
the rabbis defined death by referring
to the circulation and breathing, they

were reflecting the best scientific infor-

mation available in their day, but now
that we have means to measure the
activity of the brain, the organ which
is the central mechanism for the sup-
port of life, new criteria for death
should be adopted.

A more serious question is that of
euthanasia. This term is based on two
Greek words, meaning a pleasant
death. Can a hopelessly sick terminal
patient be put out of his misery? Here
the tradition is abundantly clear: “We
may not close the.eyes of a dying man.
Whoever touches him and moves him
(thus hastening his death) is a murder-
er. For Rabbi Meir used to say: He can
be compared to a lamp which is drip-
ping (going out); should a man touch
it, he extinguishes it. Similarly, who-
ever closes the eyes of a dying man is
considered as if he had taken his life.”
Therefore, any form of active eutha-
nasia, that is, doing something to end
the life of an individual, would be
prohibited by Jewish tradition. How-

ever, there seems to be good evidence
that “passive euthanasia”—that is, the
removal of artificial impediments to
death—would be permissible. Rabbi
Moses Isserles in his glosses to the
Shulchan Aruch states: “If there is
anything which causes a hindrance to
the departure of the soul such as the
presence near the patient’s house of a
knocking noise such as woodchopping
or if there is salt on the patient’s
tongue, and these hinder the soul’s

* departure, then it is permissible to

remove them from there because there
1s no act involved in this; only the
removal of an impediment.” (Yoreh
Deah, 339:1)

On the basis of this passage, which is
based on an earlier source in the Sefer
Chasidim, it would seem permissible
to remove those “impediments” which
prevent the coming of death. Does
this mean that the removal of a respi-
rator which is keeping a hopeless
patient alive would be permissible?
There are authorities who think that
this would be allowed on the basis of
the passage we have just quoted. Others
believe that there is a difference be-
tween stopping the chopping of wood,
which the ancients thought kept the
soul from leaving the body, and the
sophisticated machines that are now
used to keep individuals alive. These
issues are still being discussed.

In regard to the use of organs of dead
people for transplant purposes, there
seems to be general agreement that
this would be permissible. Although it
1s forbidden to have any benefit from
a corpse, the saving of another life

would override any prohibition against
the utilization of a dead body. It is a
cardinal principle of Judaism that
pikuach nefesh, the rescue of a human
being, supersedes all other prohibitions
except those against murder, incest,
and idolatry. The same principle would
permit autopsies where the procedure
can help save the life of someone else.
Of course, during the autopsy and
afterward the human body should be
treated with dignity and seriousness.
Even though a person is dead, his
earthly remains still reflect the glory
of human life which once inhabited
the body.

C) Genetic Engineering

One of the exciting new fields in medi-
cal science involves the field of genet-
ics. It is possible now to test the fluid
in which a fetus exists and to discern
possible genetic malfunctions which
would result in congenital disease.
Where there would be a tragic situation -
involving the suffering of a child to be
born, Jewish ethics would be in favor
of experiments and tests to prevent
this tragedy from occurring. Genetic
counseling now so widespread should
be encouraged.

Problems arise, however, with respect
to radical changes in nature’s ways,
such as test tube babies, cloning, and
freezing. The Jewish world view would
seem to be that although we can im-
prove nature, we should not tamper
with the basic structures of Creation.
To make it impossible for a newborn
child to have the benefit of a real
mother and father who created him or




her in an act of love, and instead to
have his birth arranged through some
artificial means, would seem too radical
a procedure to be ethically right. We
will have to be on guard so that society
does not destroy some of its basic
values because of what seem to be
scientific advances.

When all is said and done, the basic
problem of medical ethics is to educate
those who deal with the issues of life
and death to be sensitive to the cthical
dimension involved in their work. Un-
less physicians, nurses, technicians and
administrators become more sensitive
to the needs of their patients, unless
they recognize the personhood of all
humans, our discussions and analyses
will be worth little. The ethical task, as
always, is to create the kind of people
who will be aware of their own huma-
nity and the human dimension of those
whom they serve. All the rest is com-
mentary.

Dr. Gendell Directing
Assessment of
Family Growth Survey
Methods

Georgetown University has received a
contract from the Health Resources
Administration of the U.S. Department
of Health, Education and Welfare. This
agency has been conducting a biennial
National Survey of Family Growth,
which has collected information on
chilbearing, family planning, and
health-related matters. The sample for
these surveys has been limited to cur-
rently or previously married women.

The agency now wishes to consider in-
cluding women who have never been
married in the sample. To this end it
has contracted for an assessment of
the data needs, methodological issues,
and problems of study design that
should be considered in the justifica-
tion and planning for such expanded
coverage.

The Center for Population Research of
the Kennedy Institute will conduct the
assessment under the direction of Dr.
Murray Gendell. The contract requires
the Center to prepare a detailed report
of this assessment, including recom-
mendations concerning priorities
among the scientific and policy data
needs and methodological issues con-
sidered. There are also important ques-
tions bearing on the rights and privacy

Murray Gendell, Ph.D.

of respondents that need to be taken
into account. Particular attention is to
be given to the advisability and feasi-
bility of including single females
younger than age 18,

The duration of the $56,000 contract
is from January 1, 1977 to December

31, 1977.




“The food problem rests less with
production than distribution.”

Agricultural
Economist
Joins CPR

Raphael Shen, S.]., joined the Institute
last September as a staff member of
the Center for Population Research.

He is studying the economics of the
world food problem. The following

are some questions he is raising in his
study: Given the institutional setups,
can the world adequately feed its pco-
ple? Are there sufficient natural re-
sources to support future population
growth? Should people of the devel-
oping nations be helped in their strug-
gle against hunger and poverty? Who
will help and under what circumstances?
In his research, Father Shen will at-
tempt to find answers to these and
other questions.

A Jesuit and an agricultural economist,
Father Shen received his Ph.D. in 1975
from Michigan State University. In
addition, he has masters degrees in
philosophy, sociology and economics.
His fields of interest are: production
economics, economic analysis, con-
temporary economic issues in main-
land China, and the contemporary soci-
ological structures in China. His previ-
ous academic appointments were at Fu
Jen University in Taiwan and Xavier
University in the Philippines.

Explaining his research, Father Shen
says, “My belief is that in the long run

the Third World countries must feed
themselves. They are capable of so
doing. The food problem rests less with
production than with distribution.
Reality in many of the Latin American
nations would bear out my contention.’
He adds, “The current world popula-
tion is slightly over four billion. If all
the cultivable land were to be pressed
into scrvice, and given adequate com-
plimentary inputs, forty billion people
could be adequately fed.” His work
will include information about possi-
ble food resources from the sea and
finding alternative sources of food
calories.

Father Shen suggests that the Third
World countries are capable of con-
verting their natural resources and
human resources to an adequate food
supply. The ones which truly need as-
sistance for extended periods of time
are the Fourth World Nations. They
are usually small, geographically iso-
lated, and are very poor in natural re-
sources. Fortunately, they are few in
number.

In another facet of his study, Father
Shen will examine the social and cul-
tural factors in the developing econo-
mies which might countervail efforts
of well-meaning economic policy-
makers. According to Father Shen,
cultural factors do play a significant
role in the formation of current eco-
nomic conditions in most nations, and
social institutions—products of policy
and politics—are the key to mitigating
the world hunger problem.

L

Information Retrieval
Project Awarded
Three-year Grant

The National Library of Medicine has
awarded a three-year grant to the
Kennedy Institute for the continua-
tion and development of its computer-
ized bioethics information retrieval
system. The renewal award will extend
the project through February of 1980.

During the coming year the staff of the
Information Retrieval Project will be
collaborating with the National Library
of Medicine in a program designed to
make the bioethics data base available
to all subscribers to the Library’s
MEDLINE network. Details will follow
in the next issue of the Quarterly
Report.



Preview:
Encyclopedia
Articles on Aging

We can all be sure of senescence, but
that’s where the certainty stops..In
today’s youth-oriented society, inse-
curities of old age are unpleasant to
contemplate. As we grow older we face
prospects of deteriorating health, lone-
liness, dependence, and discrimination:
changes in medical technology, however,
make the prospects for growing older
less grim. But the changes that make
life easier may raise many difficult
ethical questions about aging.

Articles on aging in the forthcoming
1.25 million-word Encyclopedia of
Bioethics explore these questions—and
suggest some answers. These articles,
along with more than 300 others on a
wide range of issues in ethics and the
life sciences, are scheduled for publica-
tion in the Encylcopedia early next
year by the Free Press, a Division of
the Macmillan Publishing Company.

The staff members of the five-year
Encyclopedia project, directed by War-
ren T. Reich, Editor-in-Chief, will fin-
ish compiling the contents of the four-
volume work at the Institute this sum-
mer. Sponsored by the Institute’s Cen-
ter for Bioethics, the Encyclopedia
project is supported by the National
Endowment for the Humanities, the
Joseph P. Kennedy, Jr. Foundation,
the Raskob Foundation, and the
Commonwealth Fund.

In the Encyclopedia category of ““Aged
and Aging”, four major topics will be

Warren T. Reich, Editor-in-chief

discussed. An article written by Ernle
W.D. Young, Ph.D., Lecturer in Medi-
cal Ethics at Stanford School of Medi-
cine, on “Health Care and Research in
the Aged” reviews past and present
attitudes toward old people in society,
their medical care, and experimentation
involving the elderly. Describing atti-
tudes from the time of Plato to those
of the twentieth century, Young con-
cludes that though there has been a
callousness developed toward the aged,
there has also been a growing interest
in alleviating their plight. His survey of
medical care includes three areas:
hospital services, nursing homes, and
mental health care. Listing some facts

and figures, he includes that one-fourth
of the nation’s health expenditures are
spent on those age 65 or over—the
same group that consumes 25 percent
of all drugs and most frequently uses
long-term hospital facilities.

With respect to one moral issue in-
volved in experimentation with the
aged, Young asks whether the aged
should be regarded as a “captive”
population. He suggests they are a
“captive” group because old people
are more institutionalized and tend to
be more politically, socially and cul-
turally deprived, than the young. If
considered ““captive,” he asks whether
they should be exempt from research
or receive special consideration. Other
issues discussed by Young focus.on
the informed consent of the elderly
who may be in various stages of phy-
sical or mental disability and public
review for safeguarding elderly research
subjects.

Perhaps the most intriguing of the
articles on aging is by Leonard Hay-
flick, Ph.D., Professor of Medical
Microbiology at Stanford University
Medical Center. In “Theories of Aging
and Anti-Aging Techniques,” he writes
that one theory says that aging is
caused by gene mutations. Another
theory is based on the idea that an ani-
mal’s body becomes less able to adapt
to stress as it ages. Hayflick also dis-
cusses a popular question: Are there
ways to postpone aging? He considers
the two possibilities for increasing life
expectancy: eliminating the major
causes of death, and biomedical re-
search to discover changes involved




Encyclopedia of Bioethics: Sponsored
by the Institute’s Center for Bioethics,
the Encyclopedia project is supported.
by the National Endowment for the
Humanities, the Joseph P. Kennedy, Jr.
Foundation, the Raskob Foundation,
and the Commowealth Fund. The
Encyclopedia is one of the Kennedy
Institute’s ongoing research projects
which will provide fundamental re-
search tools in the field of bioethics.

with aging. One way to delay aging
may have been discovered in some in-
teresting laboratory studies with ani-
mals. The results of those studies have
shown an increase of 50 percent in
longevity with a dietary method of re-
duced caloric intake. The dietary
method used in the experiments were
controlled to cause undernutrition,
but no malnutrition. Hayflick points
out that no humans have tried this
method as a way of postponing getting
old. He postulates that this may be an
indication that people think quality of
life more important than quantity.

Bernice L. Neugarten, University of
Chicago Professor, Department of Be-
havioral Sciences, reviews the changing
relations between age groups in her

Sandra Hass, Managing Editor

article on “Social Implications of
Aging.” With the increasing number of
elderly people, the change in age dis-
tribution in society poses the follow-
ing questions: How does society meet
the needs of older people? How does
their increasing presence affect other
groups in society?

One trend Neugarten discusses is the
increasingly early retirement of men.
It appears that as soon as they are finan-
cially able, men are retiring at age 55,
and the number is growing. Whether
this trend will continue depends on
such things as economic and techno-
logical growth and the number of
women workers.

Neugarten also analyses the role of the
family, diversity of life styles, educa-
tional programs, and work for those
she terms young-old (ages 55-75) and
the old-old (over age 75).

Writing about “Ethical Implications

in Aging,” Drew Christiansen, Research
Associate, Woodstock Theological Cen-
ter at Georgetown, assesses anti-aging
techniques such as nutrition, physical
fitness programs, new treatments for
diseases, or advanced prosthetic de-
vices. He considers the kind of techno-
logy in question, its place in health
policy, its social impact and its moral
and anthropological effects.

Christiansen discusses some commaon
attitudes as well. Attitudes toward
work and leisure, he hypothesizes,
seems to be shifting in favor of leisure.
This is due somewhat to social security,
retirement plans, and other factors

offering a good life after retirement.
Freedom and independence tend to be
dominant values for the elderly, but
also the cause of difficulty in adjusting
to changes brought on by age. Freedom.
he implies, may not be synonymous

* with independence. Fear of sickness,

which would mean not being able to
take care of themselves, may be related
to the elderly’s desire for independence.
Similarly, after retirement, adjustment
to closer interpersonal relationships
with family members may conflict with
attitudes toward independence. Chris-
tiansen suggests thinking about whether
any set of values is appropriate to only
one or two phases of life and not to
others, whether it builds the moral
strength needed in misfortune and

" whether it overcomes preoccupation

with the body.

These articles on aging and the issues
discussed should be considered in the
broader context of other articles to be
included in the Encyclopedia. Although
aging brings with it a special set of cir-
cumstances and problems, there are
some circumstances which are also

- common throughout other stages of

life. Other Encyclopedia articles such
as ‘“‘Freedom and Behavior Control,”
“Humanistic Medicine,” or “Human

Experimentation” and “Rights” may

lend some perspective.
—Valerie Nye




“Brevity is the soul of wit..."
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Ethics and Public
Policy Program
Under Way

Ernest Lefever, Ph.D.

“In complex and confusing times,
straight, unadorned facts are beautiful.
Brevity is the soul of wit, and it may
be the heart of solid news.”” So wrote
Dr. Ernest Lefever, director of the
Institute’s recently established Ethics
and Public Program, in TV Guide.

In his new program, Dr. Lefever is
planning three projects to analyze the
values, ideas, and policy advice carried
by influential media—high school texts
in social science, pronouncements of
religious bodies on current issues, and
network television news.

Dr. Lefever’s Program, an autonomous
operation within the Kennedy Institute,
has received a five-year grant from a
European foundation and additional
grants from two American trusts.

As with the other Institute scholars,
who are involved in applied research,
Dr. Lefever teaches at Georgetown
University and lectures to outside
organizations.

Last fall he taught a graduate course on
“Ethics and National Defense Policy.”
This semester he is conducting a newly
developed course, “U.S. Foreign Policy
and the Mass Media,” which is closely
related to his Program. The classes will
study the role of the press, radio and
television in providing news, informa-
tion, and opinion of major U.S. national
security and foreign policy issues.

Outside the classroom, Dr. Lefever
lectures in the U.S. and abroad. During
the past year, he participated in an

international conference on the
“Strategic Significance of Raw
Materials” in Swaziland and a social
ethics seminar in Arnhem, The Nether-
lands.

Dr. Lefever also writes articles on
current topics. On January 6, his “The
Case Against Blanket Amnesty”’ ap-
peared in the Wall Street Journal. This
was followed by “The Rights Stan-
dard” in the January 24 New York
Times.

Before coming to the Institute last
year, Dr. Lefever had been a senior
fellow for 12 years on the Foreign
Policy Studies staff of the Brookings
Institution. Author of several books
including Ethics and United States
Foreign Policy and Crisis in the Congo,
his most recent is TV and National
Defense: An Analysis of CBS News,
1972-73. From 1961 to 1964 he was a
senior researcher at the Institute for
Defense Analysis and has been a con-
sultant to the State Department.

Dr. Lefever holds a Ph.D. in social
ethics from Yale University and has
taught international politics at the Uni-
versity of Maryland and American Uni-
versity. He is a member of the Inter-
national Institute for Strategic Studies
(London), the Washington Institute of
Foreign Affairs, and the Johns Hopkins
University Society of Scholars.
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Legal Scholar Now
Teaching at the
University of Miami
Law School

Kenneth Casebeer, a Visiting Legal

" Scholar at the Kennedy Institute since
Seplember 1975, is teaching “Constitu-
tional Law” and “Bioethics and the
Law” at the University of Miami Law
School in Coral Gables, Florida, this
semester, As a result of being appoint-
ed Assistant Professor of Law at the
University of Miami, Casebeer says, 1
have hopes of eventually expanding
the interdisciplinary offerings beyond
this subject to other aspects of techno-
logical development.”

“Being at the Kennedy Institute has
obviously been of great importance to
my future teaching,” says Casebeer.
He taught a course at Georgetown last
spring on the *“Philosophy of American
Constitutionalism.” The course at-
tempted to reduce the basic principles
behind such constitutional doctrines
as separation of powers, due process,
enumerated rights and equal protec-
tion to still more fundamental philo-
sophic premises about the definition
of the self, the acquisition of know-
ledge, the nature of value and the rela-
tion of the individual to society.
During the course, Casebeer compiled
a 600 page casebook ol commentary
and notes to be used as course
materials.

While at the Institute, Casebeer has

frequently supplied other staff mem-
bers with legal perspective and back-
ground for their research and studies.

Aside from the Institute staff, he has
also collaborated with Harvard Profes-
sor Laurence Tribe, J.D. on an article
for the Center’s forthcoming Encyclo-
pedia of Bioethics. The article, “Tech-
nology and the Law” examines the
broad frameworks underpinning en-
vironmental law.

In a consulting capacity, Casebeer has
responded to legal questions from the
family attorneys of Karen Quinlan,
from local groups on living will legisla-
tion and questions posed by the Ameri-
can Association of Pediatrics on policy
concerning children as Federal Drug
Administration mandated research
subjects.

Likewise, he says he has found it use-
[ul to take advantage of the Institute’s
interdisciplinary faculty to collaborate
on various writing projects, He and Dr.
James F. Childress, for example, have
written an article “Public Policy Issues
in Genetic Counselling” for the forth-
coming book entitled Genetic Counsel-
ing. Another article, “Obscuring the
Role of the Physician,” Casebeer co-
authored with Dr. Roy Branson. It ap-
peared in last February’s Hasiings Cen-
ter Report. @

<8

Kenneth Casebeer, J.D.
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Ethics and Health
Care Seminar Planned

A series of Humanities Seminars for
Medical Practitioners, sponsored by
the National Endowment for the
Humanities, will be offered again this
year to members of the health profes-
sions, including health officials, nurses,
hospital administrators, and executives
of professional societies. James Chil-
dress, Joseph P. Kennedy, Sr. Profes-
sor of Christian Ethics, at the Insti-
tute’s Center for Bioethics, will con-
duct one of the four seminars during
July 3-29. The topic of his seminar,
held at Mt. Vernon College in Wash-
ington, D.C,, will be “Ethics and
Health Care.”

The seminar directed by Dr. Childress
will provide health care professionals
with a broad humanistic perspective
on current dilemmas in biomedical
practice and health policies. According
to Dr. Childress, biomedical ethics is
one area of applied ethics, the applica-
tion of general ethics to special arcas
where moral dilemmas and quandaries
arise.

It is thus parallel to political ethics
and business ethics. He says that there
is continuity between the norms that
apply to these various areas, even
where the moral problems have differ-
ent nuances because of the technical
data, exigencies, and professional im-
peratives that may be peculiar to that
area. The application of norms de-

pends on the prudence of decision-
makers, whether they are policy-
makers or medical practitioners.
Ethics, he suggests, as the systematic
and critical reflection on morality, is
relevant to their decision-making.

James F. Childress, Ph.D.

Dr. Childress explains that many tradi-
tional courses approach the ethics and
health care topic through certain “prob-
lems” or “dilemmas” such as abortion,
euthanasia, and genetic engineering.
While such problems or dilemmas are
important and unavoidable—especially

in the case studies that will be central
in his course—they need to be ap-
proached through a rigorous and im-
aginative interpretation of general
moral norms and notions in their
philosophical, cultural, social, and
historical settings. Therefore, this semi-
nar will concentrate on an examination
of moral notions such as care, consent,
paternalism, and justice in order to
determine their content, presupposi-
tions, and implications for practical
decisions in medicine and policy-

making.

Other seminars in the series will be
presented throughout the country and
will be directed by the following: John .
E. Smith, Yale University; Melvin M.
Tumin, Princeton University; H. Tris-
tram Engelhardt, Jr., University of ~
Texas; John Lachs, Vanderbilt Univer-
sity; and William F. May, Indiana
University.

For the seminar conducted by Dr.
Childress applications are invited from
those physicians and other members
of the health professions who are in-
terested in participating. For more in-
formation, write to Dr. Childress, Cen-
ter for Bioethics, Kennedy Institute,
Georgetown University, Washington,
D.C. 20057. Application deadline for
this seminar is April 15 and selections
of participants will be announced at
the end of April. ®



Bioethics Library
Serves Scholars
fmd Public

I'he Center for Bioethics Library at
Georgetown University’s Kennedy
[Institute is the largest reference library

of its kind with more than 3,000 books,

7,000 article length documents, and a
large collection of specialized biblio-

| graphies. Selected newsletters and

' journals from the fields of philosophy,
medicine, law, sociology, and science,
as well as all English language journals
devoted specifically to medical ethics
or bioethics are also on hand in the
library.

Anne Kiger, Acting Librarian, says,
“We attempt to collect all the informa-
tion being published in the field of
bioethics including journal articles,
books, pamphlets, government docu-
ments, and special issues of journals,
and along with the Information Re-
trieval Project scan all relevant biblio-
graphies and indexes so that the library
is complete and up-to-date. We then
provide catalogs to all these materials
so that both special subject and specif-
ic citations may be found.”

In surveying all the material in this
field, the library offers a monthly
listing of new acquisitions organized
by subject, “New Titles in Bioethics.”
A time saver in book selection and
current awareness, this listing is availa-
ble at cost to subscribing libraries,
organizations or individuals.

Supplying rescarch materials for the
Kennedy Institute scholars since May
1973, the library is also open to the
public from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. weekdays.

The library islocated on the third floor
of the D.C. Transit Building, 3600 M.
St., NW.8
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A Note from
The Director

This Quarterly Report brings with it
the news that Dr. Thomas Merrick,
economist and demographer, formerly
of the University of Pennsylvania, has
joined the staff of the Center for Popu-
lation Research.

For many years the Center for Popula-
tion Research has been staffed by
some of this nation’s most outstanding
social demographers, including several
Presidents and Directors of the Popula-
tion Association of America. The addi-
tion of a demographer-developmental
economist is a major event. From
Malthus onwards the literature has
linked demographic and economic fac-
tors, both at the macro and micro
levels.

Often the demographic and economic
links have seemed to me oversimplified.
It has not been uncommon to imply
that if third world families would have
fewer children their nations would
have more industries. It has also not
been uncommon to imply that indus-
trial pollution in the U.S. would dim-
inish if we had fewer children. Fewer
children would mean—or so it would
seem—more factories abroad but fewer
factories at home. Why this should be
so is far from clear—it is easier to pro-
claim slogans than to stave them.

There is even a certain irony in hearing

the young pollution fighter at home
proclaim that zero population growth
is good for combating excessive pro-
duction, consumption and pollution,
while the U.S. industrial establishment
is assured, in the Report on the Presi-
dent’s Commission on Population
Growth and the American Future, that
decreasing births will have no deleteri-
ous effects on industrial activity.
There is no attempt at dissimulation in
any of these statements. There is just a
paucity of data to establish whether
and where the links exist between de-
mographic and economic variables.

It is a felicitous fact that Dr. Merrick
has been involved in this area at both
the academic and programmatic level.
His service with the Agency for Inter-
national Development and the Ford
Foundation has given him extra-aca-
demic experience. His work at the Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania and at a Brazil-
ian University gives him insight into
how both U.S. and Third World aca-
demics view the subject. Most fortui-
tous of all, his area of specialization is
in the country of Brazil, a nation with
both a booming demographic and eco-
nomic growth rate, which seems to
defy all the conventional wisdom about
the demographic-economic links.

Given the fact that the population
question and issues of economic de-
velopment have been proclaimed, by
the International Federation of Catho-
lic Universities, to be priority subjects
for study at Catholic Universities, Dr.
Merrick’s arrival represents a long plan-
ned step in the orderly development

|
|
|

of this Institute’s capabilities. His
having taken a degree in philosophy,
prior to embarking on his studies in
economics is but one additional asset
to the Institute.

The issues at stake are neither provin-\
cial nor denominational. They are
cross-cultural and few are better ‘
trained to address them than Dr. Mer-
rick. I, for one, am delighted to wel-
come him on board. &

Editor’s Note: Due to the change of Quarter-
ly Report editors, this issue combines the
Fall 1976 with the Winter 1977 issue.





