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BIOHOIKA

RGN HAektpoviko Meprodiko tng EBviknc Emitponnc BlonBukiig

To Neplodikd "BIOHOIKA"

To TIleprodwd "BIOHOIKA" amotehel mAektpovikn éxdoomn g EBvung
Emutponng BionOikne. Ta Bepatikd tov evolapépovio KaAOTTOuV OA0 TO GACHO TNG
ovyypovns Prondwng. Ia 1o Adyo ovtd, karovpe Oyt poévo kabepopuévous aArd
KLPIOG VEOVLS EMGTHOVES VO GTEIAOLV TIG GLUPOAEG TOVC.

Yxomog tov Ileprodikov eivar m evnuépmon Kot M avtaAloyn omdyemv Kot
YVOGE®Y HETAED TV eMOTNUOVOV OAOV TV KAAS®WV pe 1dtaitepo Bewpntikd 1
TPOKTIKO eVOLPEPOV Y1 Bpata mov apopovv otn Biondikr. "o v enitevén avtov
Tov 6komoV, 6T0 [1gPLodikd dNUOGIELOVTAL, GTNV EAANVIKN 1 OTIS KOPIEG EVPMTOIKES
YAOOOES, epyaciec mov amoteAobv ApBpa Xvvtoing, Ilpwtotvmeg Epyoaoieg won
AvacKomGELS.

Ot Ilpwtotuneg Epyaocieg kot ot Avackomnoelg owpifalovtal avovopo ce
SIEMIOTNHOVIKY] OUAd0 TPV KPLITdV, ot omoiotl Tig aglohoyodv. Mdvo 6cec epyacieg
AaPovv oplotikny €ykpron omd Tovg Kptég ompoctedovror oto  Ileprodiko.
Emonpaiveron 6t o1 andyelg ota keipeva ek@palovv HOVO TOLG GLYYPAPELS.

Avolotikég mAnpoeopiec yuo 1o Ilgprodwod "BIOHOIKA" Oa Ppeite oty
totocehida ¢ Enttponng (BIOHB®IKA).
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ApBpo Zuvrtaénc

CRISPR/Cas9: H véa texvoAoyia TPOTTOMOLNONG TOU YOVLSLWHOTOC TTOU AVOLEE
TOV QLOKO ToUu ALGAou (;)

BaoAikl MoAAGkn, PhD

Katd moAdovg, 1o cvomuo CRISPR/Cas9
(Clustered Regularly Interspaced Short
Palindromic Repeats/associated protein-9
nuclease) amoteAei TV avakdAvLYN TOL KOV TOV
0o o@épel emavaoctacn omv enelepyacio TOL
yovidiopatog.  Tov Mdptio tov 2015, n
teyvoloyic. CRISPR/Cas9  epopudotnke oe
avOpormva EuPpva and Kivélovg emotipoveg
Kal, LOAOVOTL 1 €pELVA OVTN KOTESEEE TEYVIKA
npoPfMipota mov mpémet va Avbovv', épepe To
0épa oto emikevipo TOL TPOPANUATIGHOD Yo TOL
NOwd Oplo otV emelepyacio TOV YOVISUDUOTOG,.
[MoAépior kot VITOoOTNPIKTEG NG  TEYVOAOYiNG
CRISPR/Cas9 éiaoctovpdvovy o Eipn Tove, Kot n
«uaym» Oopilel xotd MOAD TIG TPOKANGELS TOL
ONUIOVPYNCE M YEVETIKN UNYXOVIKY Tr OEKOETIO
tov 1970.

To obompa CRISPR/Cas9® kon mopdpotes
teyvoloyieg, OmM®G Ol VOLKAEAOES OOKTOAMV
yevdapydpov (ZFNSs, Zinc Finger Nucleases)® kot
ot vovkiedoeg tomov TALEN (Transcription
Activator-Like Effector Nucleases)”,
YPNOOTOOHV €10Kd EvELaL Y100 VO GTOYXELGOVY
o€ ovykekplpéva, embounta onueio oto DNA o
ot oLvéxeln TO  emdOpOOVOLY, TOPEYOVTOG
TOAAEG  OLVATOTNTEG YO  EMEEEPYOCIOL  TOV
YOVIOIOHOTOS. AV KOl avokaADeOnke  mo
npdéceata,  xbpn oty omAOTNTO, TNV
amotelecpaTiKOTNTO Kol TV gveMéior Tov, TO
ovomuo CRISPR/Cas9 amoteAel 10 Mo gupémg
YPNOOTOOVHEVO  gpyoreio Kol  €xel MOM
ypnowonombet oe pukpoopyaviopovg (Loueg), ot
outa (Komvog, odpyo, puly), oe (oo (yapia,
movtikl, miOnKog) oAAG kou oe  avOpodmiveg
KUTTOPIKEG GEPEG Katl avBpamva Euppva, Omwg
TPOOVOPEPONKE.

‘Etol, ot epappoyég g tE)voAOyiog
CRISPR/Cas9 givan Bempntikd omeploploTes:

2L www.bioethics.gr

\@ v.mollaki@bioethics.gr

- Emd16pOmwon yovidiokdv petarddéemv otov
avBpwmo, Tov 0dNyoHV oe acHiveleg, TOGO o€
BAactokvTTOpa Yo yovidloky Oepomeion 0G0
Kot amevBeiog o EuPpoa Kot yopETES.

- Enefepyoacio yoviduopatog pe okomd 1
BeAtioon TOV  QUOIKOV 1N TVELUATIKOV
YOPOKTNPIOTIKOV  Tov  avOpdmov  (human
enhancement), t6co oe eviiAKeg OGO KOl GE
éuppvo (“designer babies”) 1 axdun o
YOUETEG.

- Anuovpyia {owdv povtédov epyactnpiov
Yo TN HEAETN acBevel®V TOv avOp®TTOV.

- Anuovpyia Lowv ne emBountd
YOPOKTNPIOTIKG, OT®MG peyaAvTepT pala
OONOTOC Kol KOADTEPT TOPAY®YN YEAAKTOG,
Y10 EUTOPTIKOVS AOYOUG.

- Anpovpyia QLTOV pe emBountd
YOPOKTNPIOTIKA, OM®G 1 ELKOAOTEPN Kot
poalikdtepn KoOAMEPYEWD KOU 1| OVIOYN OF
TOPAGLTO.

- [Hopaywyn Proxavcipmy.

To Ojmuo g  tpomomoinong  TOoL
YOVIOUOUOTOG GE KOTTOPO TNG PAACTIKNG GEPAG
elvol eCopeTikd OUEIAEYOUEVO, OKOUN Kol Yo
WIPIKOVG  AOYoug, KoBMG ot  OoAAayéC GTO
yovidiopa Bo kAnpovounBobv oamd Tig emOUEVES
veveés. To kpiowo epotnua mov tibBeton €M
etvo: H epapuoyn e teyvoloyioc CRISPR/Cas9
otov avOpwrmo, kKol 1010itepa oc  avBpamivo,
euppoa, avoide tov aoko tov A10Llov yia vYOVIKH
KO Y100 TH ONUI0DPYIO. KDTEPOVOIPDOTVY,

Ot avtidpdoelg oto Béua ™ xpnong g
teyvoloyiag CRISPR/Cas9 ce avOpdmiva Euppoa
ntav mwowkideg: Tov Ampido tov 2015, n xdpw
myn onuoclog ypnuatoddmong otig HILA., 1o
National Institutes of Health, avokoivwoe 6tt dev
o ¥pPNUOTOSOTNCEL OTMOONTOTE  YPNOY| TV
TEXVOAOYLOV EMEEEPYOCIAG TOV YOVIOIOUOTOS GE
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Editorial

guppua’. AAAot emoTAROVES VIooTHPENY OTL ot
npémel va. gpappootel moratorium (modon TV
EPYOOIDV) OV  KAWVIKY]  €QOPUOYH  TOV
TEYVOAOYIDV OVTAOV OAAG Oyl otnv £pevva. in
vitro®’. 2mv mapodoa pAacn, 6Aot avapévouy To
aroteAéopato Mg  DOwomwpwvrg  debBvoig
oLvodov Tov dlopyavavovy to National Academy
of Sciences ot to Institute of Medicine tmv
H.ILA, pe otoxo vo yapd&ovv éva GLGTNUO
NOKOV KATELOVVTAPIOV YPAUUDOV ®F TPOG TN
xpon  tEYvikov  enefepyaciog  avOpadmivov
YOVIOLOUOTOG

[Mavtog, eav n teyvoroyia CRISPR/Cas9
amoderyfel 1660 onuaviiky OGO TIGTELOVV Ol
EMGTALOVEG, 0 EAEYYOG NG TEYVOLOYiag avTtng Oa
a&iler dwoexatoppvpra. ‘Hom, dlvovron pdyec yu
™V KotoyOpwon OmMA®UAT®V gvpecttelvioc, Kot
N teYvoAoyiol QT TPEYEL HE TOAD YPNYOPOLS
pvOpovg.

To {mua Aowmdv glvar ot «dvepor» mTov
onpdyvouv v Teyvoroyia CRISPR/Cas9 va
ypnowonomBodv  yopig Pracdvn, @ote va
KATOANEOVUE GE KOADTEPT EMGTAUN Kol TPAOSO
v Tov AvBpmmo. v mepintmon avtn, 0 AioAog
dgv Bo oploTel MG «Tapiag» TV OVEU®OV OTd TOV
Ato. H #w m emomuoviky xowomnta 6o
«avtoopilotely ®g Ailodog mov Ba pvBuicel Tovg
QVELLOVG VOL TVEODV EVLVOTKAL.
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NMpwtotunn Epyaoia

H eyyevn¢ agia tng avOpwmnivng {wng katda tov Ronald Dworkin: éva
UTOSELYHAL ALVOLOTOXOLOTLKIC LGOPPOTTLOG

®diAunnog K. Bacwhdylavvng, Enikovpog KaBnyntng @locodiag tou Awkaiov, Nopkn
ZxoAn, EBvikd kau Kamodiotplako NMaveniotipio ABnvwv

4 pvassil@law.uoa.gr
Iepiinyn

O Ronald Dworkin, otn povoypagio tov H emxpdreia ¢ {wng, mpaypatedetol Ty gyyevi a&io g
avOpomivng Cong pe évav pebodoroyikd vrodetypatikd tpdmo. Qotdc0, KOTA TN YVOUT TOV YPAPOVTOC, 1|
VOO TOYOUGTIKT 1GOPPOTIOL TTOV EMTVYYAVETOL OEV OPEIAETAL TTOPA GE dVO AavOEVOLGES KOVTIOVES 1OEEC: Q)
WG TTPOG T1| OAKPLoT TENODNCEMG KOl KOTOTEIGEMS, Kot f) WG TPOG TO TPOAKTIKO OUTNIA TS CLUPIDOCEDC
pag vmd cvvOnkeg ehevbepiog ko w6dTTag: apoBaiov cefacpov, MAadY, TV E0A0YOV AVIIMYE®V
OA®V TV eAeVBEP®V TOMTOV (EV TPOKENEV® oTa CNTHHOTA TOV AUPAOGE®Y Kot TG evBavaciog).

The intrinsic value of human life according to Ronald Dworkin: an
exemplar of reflective equilibrium

Philippos C. Vassiloyannis, Assistant Professor of Philosophy of Law, School of Law,
National and Kapodistrian University of Athens

Abstract

Ronald Dworkin, in his monograph Life’s Dominion, discusses the intrinsic value of human life
following an exemplary method. However, according to the author’s opinion, the final reflective
equilibrium of Dworkin’s argumentation is based on two latent Kantian ideas relating to: a) the distinction
between conviction and persuasion- and b) the practical postulate that all citizens should live together
under strict conditions of liberty and equality- i.e., respecting mutually each other’s reasonable beliefs
(and in the present case, their reasonable beliefs about abortions and euthanasia).

* Eiofiynon oto Colloquium e pviunv Ronald Dworkin mov Sopyévooe v 30.6.2014 1o Epyootipro ®ihocogiag tov
Awaiov, [ToArtiknig @rocoeiog kot HOumg g Nopkng Zyoing tov E6vikov kot Kamodiotpraxov [averiompion AGnvav.

4
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Original Article

H epunveia g aliag g avBpomivng Cong
amoteAel (o omovdaio cuvelspopd tov Ronald
Dworkin ot ¢@tlocogio. Tov dikaiov kot TV
Nown kot moMtiky @uocopio. H &v Aoyw
epunvein  Pploketon ot0  emikevipo NG
povoypaoiog tov H emkpareio g Cam’gl, n
omoio. €yel ¢ Oépua g to (nTHoTo TV
auproocenv kot ¢ evbavaciog, e dpbpa TOL
10lov ov mpaypatedovtal, Y., TO MOWKA Kot
moMTikd (nmjpota mov  Béter M ocvyypovn
aApoTdong e€EMEN ™¢ Proteyvoroyiog, aAAd Kot
o€e MOAEC kat’ 18iav avamTvéelg g Wéag Tov
nOikod arououod (ethical individualism) 1 tng
avOpwmivng aé‘zonpénezagz. YOupova  pe TOV
katd Dworkin n0woé atopuopd, xkabe avhpmmivn
Com &xer pev & avureiuévoo eyyevyy akla (opyn
¢ 100TNTAGS), MOTOGO, KaBEvag HoG @Epel
poowmiky evBovy Yo TV €vodwon g (apyn
¢ elevbepiog). X ocvvéyew Bo £0TIAC® TO
EVOLAPEPOV OV HOVO OTIG 1eB0I0L0YIKES TTUYES
0V TPOPANUATIGHOD TOV Dworkin® ®G TPOG TNV
eyyevny aklo g avBpomivng {ong TpmTicTwg 61O
ua tov aufrlocewy.

H povoypaeio tov Dworkin H emixpdzeia
¢ (ons amotelel, KOTA TN YVOUn Lo,
pebodoroyikod emitevypa, mop’ ot,
Broypapkd, dev afloroyeitar cuvnlog g
té1010. AmoteAel, OmMAadn, €va  VTOdELYHO
OVO.OTOYOOTIKNG 160pPOTIOG (reflective
equilibrium), 6nwc amokadei o John Rawls*
uov  afomotn’  pédodo  Osuelidoewe TV

! B Dworkin R. H emipérewn ¢ (ong: apufrdoer,
gvbavacio kot ortopkn eievbepia. Exdooelg Apoevidn,
2013.

2 Q¢ mpog ™ PipMoypapikn tekunpimon tov wapdVTOC,
OPKOVLOL OF 0. YEVIKN TOPOTOUTY OTIG VIO £€KO0oM
nmapaddcelg pov oto Kowd IIpdypappa Metomtuyiokdv
2movddv tov [avemompiov Kprimg «Bionbumy, Aikato,
O kot Bondwn: Tpaktikd dqppata, dStubéoipes oty
TPOGMOTIKN dradkTvoKy 16TOCEAMSO pov:
http://users.uoa.gr/~pvassil/Vassiloyannis.html (ot vmd
dnpocievon), oL omoieg MPAYUATEDOVTOL, OVUALTIKG, Kol
TIC €V MOY® gpunvenTikég kavotopieg Tov Dworkin.

3 B\., emione, Bovtobkn B. Tta Oepédio g kowng Long
pog: 1 uébodog tov Povoivt Ntovopkwv. The Books’
Journal. Tobviog 2013, 32: 42 ¢m.

* BA. Rawls J. @cwpio g dikawootvic. Exdooelc TToMG,
2001: 46 ex., 76 €m., 156 en., 496 em., 499, 655 ¢n.

® TIppr. Scanlon T. M. Rawls on Justification. Samuel
Freeman (ed.) The Cambridge Companion to Rawils.
Cambridge University Press, 2003: 149.

=L www.bioethics.gr

Mpwtotunn Epyaoia

NOw®OV Ko ToMTIKAOV a&lohoyncemv évavtt ke
GAANG EVOALOKTIKNG: 7T.X., oG MOre geometrico
OMADG  ONUATLOLOYIKNG TPOCEYYIOEMS, WECH
opIoU®V, OSIOUATOV, AOYIKOV OTOKAEIGUOV,
vroBécemV K. T. T., Katd T1 LeB0od0AOYIKES apyEC
pog NOwd aypoung vouixng avvozoxpan’age. Ev
TPOKEEV®, Kot 1 EVVOL0 TG aufracens, OTMG
kafe pn teTplupévn €vvola Tov dtkaiov’, dev
elval mapd epunvevtikn: M xpNoN S, oNAaon,
amortel po ovotaotiky SIKAoAdYN o).

Q¢ yvootdv, «xotd 1 péBodo NG
OVOGTOYOOTIKNG 1G0PPOTIOG, Kpiolues Oev gival
TOPA Ol EYKPITES OCIOAOYNOEIS TOV EPUNVEVLTH
avTéG axplPag kalovvial va voppoviciodv pe
TIG MOWKES Kol TOMTIKEG opyéS MOV  TIG
dkaoAoyoOV xaldtepo amd GANES EVOALOKTIKES,
UOVoV amd TV OTmTIK) Ywvie — TPOCGHET® TN
Bapbvovcag onuoaciog pebodoroyikny pritpo —
00 10l0D TOD  KOVOVIGTIKOD — TEPIEYOUEVOD
aupotépmv (apYOV Kol eykpitov aSl0A0YGEMV)
atnv ovouootikny alio tov. EQ’ 6cov emtevyBei
Kpioun avaaroyootikny (LEV OC TPOG TIG EYKPITES
a&lOAOYACELS HOG, OANGL  emiyelpnuatoloyixi)
1oopporia, €v Oyel oakpPpog tov pro tanto
aVPPEOLEOY APY®OV (0yvod TN O1dKplon &v aTevy
KOl &V evupelo  €vvoio.  OVOGTOYOOTIKNG
160pp0ni(xg8), voiotatar n {nroduevn auoifaia
vrootpn opydv Kol memoldncewv, mn omnoia
mAéov, ®©G Mo Hopen HOIKHG  OKEPOUOTHTOS
(integrity), vy va YPNCUOTOWCOVUE IO,
TpoceiA} otov Dworkin évvowr”, apket yo va
dwaoloynoel ™ fefaiotntd. pog mEPL TOL
TPOKTEOD.

Eivai, wotdéco, m emyepnuatoloyixy
TANPOOT NS €V AOY® PNTPOS TOL KoOoTh €V
TPOKEUEV® VITOJELYUATIKY, KOTE TN YVOUN HOV,
™ pebodoroyikn cvpuBorn Tov Dworkin, eneidn,

® BL v iotopwokpitikij €kBeon tov Larenz K.
Methodenlehre der Rechtswissenschaft. Springer-Verlag,
6" éxdoom 1991: 19 en.

" BA. Dworkin R. H avtokpatopia tov vopov. Exdooelg
Evpacia, 2010: 62 ex.

8 SV ev evpeia evvoia avootoxaotich woppormia Tideviat
v dokipacio kar ol ev T faber NOwég Gewpies PA., Ty,
Daniels N. Reflective Equilibrium and Archimedean
Points. Xtn ovAloyn tov Justice and Justification:
Reflective Equilibrium in Theory and Practice. Cambridge
University Press, 1996: 48 e

° B\., m.y., Dworkin R. H avtokpatopia tov vopov, 201
ET.
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Original Article

TPl TN YVOOTH GIAOCOPIKY] OVTOGLYKPATNON
OV 10{0V, aKOAOVLOEl UE GLVETEWN, GLOTNPDG,
BéPona’®, 00 Kavuavéic e TPOTOV, MC TPOC
™ O1dKpion peta&y (oynmuatiopoV) reroibnoews
(Uberzeugung) o xazamsicewe (Uberredung)
(kotd ™V KavTiovn) ﬂseoéo/loyl'all) Ko,
OgVTEPOV, OC TPOG TO TPOKTIKO OITHUO. TNG
ovuPldoedg Hog ¢ mpoowrwy VIO OecUIKEG
ouvnkeg elevbepiag xar 100THTAS KOL OPOLG
onuootov  eCovoykoouotd (Kot TN  KOVTIovn
pilooogia. 00 Jkoiov ), akOUN Kor  OTOV
Toyaivel va dtapwvovue €viovo M plikd o€
nmuata TG0 KePAALDOON OGO 1 amoyopevan
™m¢ ovlpwroxtoviag.

Q¢ 7mpoc TV TPOTN  KovTovy  10€a,
apKOVUOL OTO Vo EMKAAEGHD TO TMG Ol
pebodordyol tov dikaiov aélomoincav TN
dwikpton tov  Kant oto  imuo g
SIKAOAOYHoENOS NG dikavikiic memoifioewc™: 1
tedevtaio — vrootnpilovv opbdg — dev dvvatat
va gtvor evoouvyn (M vrapliaxiy), oAhd TavToTe
éMdoyn M autioloynuévn, MU avarxorvaaoiuy.
H PBefardmmra, Mradn, tov  eyrpitwv
memoifdnoecv pog dev elvar yoyoloyixng 16&ewg
(6nwg dev @aivetor OTL amokAeiet o 1010¢ o
Rawls™) ovte  Oewpnuiniic, oAhG  nOuic™:
Voppomoteital povov amd Toug A0yovs mov N

0 Movo oto mpoterevtaio Piprio Tov, Justice for
Hedgehogs. The Belknap Press of Harvard University
Press, 2011: 19, 260, 264, 273 en., 287, ¢aivetar 6Tt 0
Dworkin gpmiotevetol (teptocdtepo TAVIWS 0o 0,TL 6TO
TapeAdoV) KATolo KavTLovn NOK apyn TPOSAVUTOAGHOV,
Kot WM Opmg  yopic  Waitepeg  elrlocopikés (M
UETAPVOIKEG) OECUEVGELG.

1B, Kant I. Kritik der reinen Vernunft, A 820 / B 848 er.
2 B). Kant I. Metaguown tov n0dv. Exdooelc Suidn,
2013: 49 em.

B3 B v ékBeon tov Avdpovidxm N. K. Artiohoyio kat
AVOLPETIKOG EAEYYOC MG GVGTATIKA TNG TOWIKNG OTOSEENC.
Exdooeig I1. N. ZdkkovAa, 1998: 3 en., 6 ., 8 em.

¥ Tpog wa tétota amotipmon kweitoaw o DePaul M., ..,
Methodological Issues: Reflective Equilibrium. Miller C.
(ed.) The Continuum Companion to Ethics. Continuum,
2011: IXxv em.

> TIpBr. ™ Sakpon tov Blaoctod TI. Tekpdrng
EPOVELTAC Kot MOwog erhdcopog. BifMonwieiov g
«Eotiag», 1993: 389 en., petald yvworaxng xon nbikng
Bepardtrag. H amaitnon yvoowaxng BePordotnrog, m.y.,
omd Tov mowikd dkaotr «Bo 160dvvapovce otV TPAEN
MEPITOL  PE  KOTAALON 1TNG TOWIKNAG  OKALOGUVIGH
(Avépovraxng N. K. @gpehddelg €vvoleg TG TOWVIKNG
dikne. Exd0oeig IT. N. Zdxkovia, 4" éxdoomn 2012: 197).
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Sucaoroyoov'®. TLy., m édoyary amofic tov
Bacaviomnpiov 1 ¢ dovieiog givor T0c0 prlikn
N amoloty, aveEdptntn,  OnAadn,  omd
yoyoroyikd 1N GAo  un  mBumg  Ttééemg
ovykeipeva, dote o, o0TOg eumety, fria N
EVOPATIOKPATIO, MG TPOG TIC Oeuchiwoers MOEG
TEMOONGELS NaG, OeV mpémel PO Vo, aAnBegvet
(rcou omd ™V KovTiovh otk yoviat').

Q¢ mpog T devtepn kaviovy W€a, 1
TaOTION TOL OKOIOV HE TOLg MOWKOVG Kot
TOMTIKOUG  AGYOLC 7oL  SIKOOAOYOLV TNV
AOKNOY KpPOTIKOD aéavaylcaauoéls, dev onpaivet

1 Mo v em@oiaktie otdon Tov Dworkin amévavtt om
pwioiovip pebodoroyio mpPA., m.y., Tov 18iov, Justice for
Hedgehogs, 263 &n. Qzopd 011 0 TEPIOVLUOG
gpunvevtiouds tov Dworkin  (PA.  Ztavpdémoviov N.
Epunvevticég Oempieg tov dwcaiov. Isomoiteio 2002, 6:
173 em., Mupo Mo  avoBeopnuévo omv  Eykvpn
niextpovikry Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy
[:http://plato.stanford.edu]), wg evotnra s epunveias (tov
dwaiov: mepi g omoiog PA. Tovpra IT. K. Justi atque
injusti scientia: Mo glcaymyn 6TV EMGTAKY TOV dKAiOL.
Exdooeig Avt. N. ZdxkovAa, 1995: 180 em.), odev
dwkpiveton  uebodoloyika  omd6 1 péBodo NG
OVOGTOYOOTIKNG 0OPPOTiaG, OT®G ekTifeTan oto KLplmg
Keipevo.

Y TIppir. Kant 1. Metaguowy tav n0dv, 45: «Nduoc (évag
NOK®OG TPOKTIKOG VOHOG) €lvor pion mpdtoom, 1 omoia
mePLEYEL  WioL  KOTNYOPNUOATIKY) TPOCTOKTIKY  (EVTOAR).
Exeivoc mov mpootdler (imperans) péow tov vopov, gival
vouobétng (legislator). Eivor o dnuovpydg (auctor) tng
VILOYPEDCEMG GUUPOVOL LLE TOV VOO, OYL OGS TAVTOTE Kot
0 dMovpYos Tov VOpOL. X1 debTEPN MEPINMTOOT 0 VOLLOG
Bo Mtav Betkdc (tuyaiog) ko avBaiperog. O vopog, o
onoiog pog decuevEL pe Tov dikd pag Adyo a priori kot
amoAVTOG, pmopet va BempnBel eniong Tmg TpoépyeTal omd
™ PodAnom &vog vyictov vopoBétn, SAad evog
VOUOBETN TOL €YEl OMOKAEIOTIKOG OUKOIOUATA Kot OXL
kabnkovta (dpo ™ Oeion B€Anom), katl Opwg mov dgv
onuoivel wapd povo v 18€a evog ndkov dvtog, N BEANON
Tov omoiov gival yio OAOVS VOLOG, WPl OU®G Vo VOOUE
™ 0éAnon avt) ®g dNuovpyd Tov VOUOLY, Y®PIo TOL
péddov éxet dapuyel TNy Tpocoyr tov Parfit D. On What
Matters. Oxford University Press, 2011, oto Aaumpd, ®g
ouovnBoc, eyyelpnud tov va deiger 6Tt 0 Kant etvan
omovdaiog PIAOGOQOG, emed dev vpée ocvvenng (6. .,
.., topog 1% xlii), ev mpoxewéveo oty (vrotBéuevn)
nbixn karaokevokpatio [constructivism] tov.

8 TIppA. Dworkin R. H avtokpatopia tov vopov, 133 em,
Omov Op®MG O OVOYVOOTNG TPEMEL ONWOGONTOTE VO
avtikataoTtnosl T AEEn vouog ue ) AEEN dikaio (law)-
opoimg 0 AVaYVOOTNG TPETEL GLYVA VO OVTIKOOLOTE, OTIC
peTaPpaoelg, m.y., Tov Kant otnv Ayyhlikn, ) AéEn right
pe t Aé€n law, o6tav onuoiver to dikawo (Recht) &
avukeévon, Kar oyt & vmoxeiuévon (SNANDY| dikaimua)-
BA. Kuehn M. Kant’s Metaphysics of Morals: the History
and Significance of its Deferral. Lara Denis (ed.) Kant’s
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Tapd OTL M edoTOYN EMYEPNUATOAOYIN, KOL EV
TPOKEWWEVD M ZPAYUOTI  OVOGTOYOOTIKN
1GOpPOTiO,  EMTUYXAVETOL UEV OE  TPOTO
TPOSMTO, OYL OU®G evikd™, o TAnBovtiko: ot
elebbepol Ko 1o06TIHOL TOAiTEG OmevBVVOVTAL
apolBaing oe dvvauet 5la¢wvoévrgg20, UE TOVG
omoiovg PEMEL, MGTOGO, Vo GLUUEPIGOOVY TOVG
opBoic AOyovg amo v 0100 THY KOVOVIGTIKN
ovvoun Tov TEPLEYOUEVOD TOVG. ALPOPETIKA, O
OKETTIKIOUOS O TPOS TNV 10YL TV 0E1mV (UE TIg
Osopuréc ouvéneléc tov, Snhadn v avapyia®)
amoteAel ™ HOVN elkpvr mopadoyn. Ilotég
elvat, Aoumdv, ot kpioieg Eyrpites aEl0MOYNOELS
oto {Tuo TOV aufiocewy, ol 0moieg, GTO MG
™G KkaAdtepns BepeMdoe®dg Tovg, dVVVTAL Vo
dwatohoynoovy v doknon  dNUOGLOV
eEavayKkacpov: glte Vv  moivikomoinon TV
auprocenv gite Evav GYETIKO TPOCOTOKEVTPIKO
titho eCavaykaouod, AN EVa GOVIOYUOTIKO
dwaiopa oty emloyn ™G apuPADOGENG;

Qg yvootov, 6to {NTHa Tov aUPAOCE®V,
ot (avrt)emyyepnuatoroyovvieg  dlaympilovron
6ToVG VEP ™S (NS (TOv gUPPLOV) KOl GTOVG
oép s emioyng (g gykbov). Kown
TPOKEWEVT] TNG OVTIYVOMOG TOVG, ®GTOGO,
KaBOTL  acQAADS Jev  povoAoyolv  (aAAd
O10pwvobV), givol ol avtifeteg amoPAVGES TOVG
®¢g mPog t0 av to EUPpvo amoterel mpdowmo
(ayvomd, oOmwg kor o Dworkin, ™ péAlov
avevloyn emyeipnpoatoroyio 0Tt n dpproon Oa
Ntav  emTpeEnT, oucc')ém Kot av 1o EuPpvo
amotehovoe Tpdowno?). O pev vrdp e (wng
woyvpilovion 6T T0 EUPPLO amd TN GLAANYY| TOV
etvar popéag avBpanivav coupepoviov n/xon
OIKOULWUATOV: GUVETAOGC, N AUPAmoT dev amotelel
nopl avpowmoxtovia. Ol O vEEp ™S EMIAOYHG
vrootnpiovv 6tL 10 £uPpvo, €9’ Goov dev
amotelel mpoOcOTO (Kpion — ONUEIOTEOV —
wwitepa ovOEKTIKN GTOV 16TOPIKO XPOVO: O
toKeTos eEokolovOel va amotedel T pdvn TOAN
€10000V GTOV KOGUO TMV TPOCONTM®V...), TO Status

Metaphysics of Morals: A Critical Guide. Cambridge
University Press, 2010: 10 onp. 4.

¥"Onog kot tov DePaul M. Methodological Issues, Ixxxi.
2 TIppA. Rawls J. H dikam xowavie: H Sikatocdvn oc
akpiodikio - pio avadatonoon. Exddoeig T1oAg, 2006:
68.

L TIpBA. Kant 1. Kritik der reinen Vernunft, A ix.

22 B\ Thomson J. J. A Defense of Abortion. tm cvAloyf,
m.y., Dwyer S., Feinberg J. (eds) The Problem of Abortion.
Wadsworth, 3" ékdoon 1997: 75 em.
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Tov dgv dOvatow va Bécel (eyyevr) Opw M
(eCwyevn) eumddo. 670 dikaiwuo TG YKHOV va,
e€ovotdlel To oopa TG ot ApPADCELS, ONAaoT,
KOTA TOVG 0mép s emloyng, 0ev BETovv, KaTd
Baon, mapd {tnpa coupatikns axeporotyrog. O
Dworkin — g@aivetoanw 611 — Oswpei kol T1g 600
oUTEG OEWOAOYNGCELS G un €ykplteg vmd TNV
wponyobuevn  kovtiovy  €vvola:  dgv  glvan,
oniadn, kob’ eovtég éldoyes ko mAvVTwg dev
OKOLOAOYOVV mv doknon ONUOs1OD
eCavaykoouoo.

Jvykekpléva, ot aEloAoynoelg mepl Tov
euppbov  ®G TPOCHOTOL  AOLVOTOVV Vi
SKOOAOYNoOVV TIC TAEOV ebloyes eEaupéoelg (o€
o kat’ apynv omayopevuotn TV apPAOCE®DV)
OTIG TEPIMTAOGELS KOTA TIS OTOLEg 1| GUAANYT TOV
amotedel anotélecpa Siaouod N ATOTAAVAGE®S
avnAikov (auouidiog) M 1M KdMoM  evéxel
cofoapovg Kvddvoug yio T {wn | TV vysio TG
gykvov. Av 1o éuPpvo amoterel TpOCWOTO, O1 €V
MOY® e€aipéoelg dev SIKaoA0YoUVTaL, 101mg d10TL
dgv dbvatar va a&oroynfel m auprmon g
auovo, TG Wilag g €ykvov (to EuPpvo dev g
emutifetan!) M ydpv g eyxvov (ue Bvcio Tov
aBwov  gufpoov), Onwg  axpPfOg  dev
dwatohoyeitonr  oTlg  101EG  MEPMTOGELS, G
avtumapddelypa, n Oavdtoon tov veoyvov. Ot
omép ™ {wng, OMANSY, OKAOAOYDVTOS TIG €V
AMoyom  eopéoelg, HAAAOV  awToavaipodvTol.
Qo1660, axoun Kot av o EUPpvo dev amoterel
npocmmo (Kot katd tov Dworkin dev amotelel),
ot auPADGCELS dev €YoV, WGTOGO, TO OEIOAOYIKE
YyVopiopuoTo  HOG  WOITPIKOG  EVOESELYUEVIG
eyxeipioews ( my., pog opvydorektopng). Ot
omép e emdoyng, Snhadh, advvatovv  va
cLALGPoVY TOV MOWKO TPOPANUATICUO MO &V
OWeEL OKPLPOS THS ETMIAOYNGS TS OUPADTEWG.

O Dworkin pog kodet va avasroyacGovue
TIG &V AMOy® a&loloynoelg pag (mept Tov epPpvov
®G TPOGAOTOL 1 UN) 610 G Hos Aavldavovoog
apyNg mov, OMWG 1N AVAKAALYN EVOG AYVMOGTOL
TAOVITN €ENYNGE TIC GAAMG aVEENYNTEG KIVIOELS
MoV TAovntov, M prty emikAnon g Oa
OKOLOAOYNOEL TANPWG TIG EYKPITES MEMOONGELS
poG, oAAG, cuyYxpOvemS, Kai TNV N avtryvouio
pag. H ev AMdyw AavBdvovoa apyr dev eivar mopd
n g &yyevovg alag g avOpomivng {ong, Non
owelon og  OlOLG pHOG AmO TN YVOOTN
emyepnuatoroyio 6tL dev apkel, mwy., Yy TO
EMTPENTOV NG 10TPIKHG  oLVOpOUNS — OF
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avtoktovia (evfavacio) 10 OTL QLT TLYOIVEL VO
glvol Tpog to avupépov Tov acbevovg. Ot kpioelg
nepl g eyyevoig a&lag g avOpomvng Cmng
glvol  avtotedeics  aveEdptnteg, OMAadn, amd
Kpioelg mepl TV GLPPEOVIOV GLUEEPOVTI®V 1
dwotopdtov (Wing tov guppdov), mov paiiov
o dwatohoyovoav v afla g Long og
epyodetokn M omAwg vmokeyeviky. Bdoet g
apyns e eyyevoug adiog g avlpdnvng Cong,
Exovpe mv KOVOVIGTIKN dvvardtTo,
aKOAOVOMVTOG Qo (ocwrpazix) apyn
epunvevtikng yapitog (v ap@ipoiio, Ooniadn,
OTEP TOV EMYEPNUOTOAOYOVVTOC, T.Y., TEPL TNG
vrdpEemg TETPAYWOVOV KOKAWV™Y), va
pomomotoovue (Tpog 10 KaldTepo) TIC eV MOY®
aflohoynoelg pog (mepl tov  guPpvov g
TPOGMOTOV), KOTE TPOTO TETOL0, DGTE AVTEG VO
dwomlovtal, KoTd To dVVUTOV, GTNV KAVOVIOTIKO.
ovopootikn afla tovg yopic va ekBétovv,
ONAadn, tToug (OVT)EMYEPNUATOAOYOVVIES GTOV
kivouvo g moditikns 1diwteiog. O 1GYVPIGHOG
nepl Tov guPpvov ®g TpocdTov dev Ba amotelel
mAéov  mapd emrvyn  (uev, oAQ)  TpoTO
exppdoews (1 de pyropixn ddvaun Tov TPAyUATL
AMETEAECE EMYEPNUATOAOYIKO TEIPATUO,
TpoKeWEVOL va gyKatareiyet, my., 1 Kaboium
Exxkinola, vy  xouuatikovg  Adyovg, 10
TApodOclOKOd  SOYUO  TNG  EUWDYXWDTEDS  TOV
euPpoov cg &va Tpoogpopo GTAdO TNG KLNGEWG,
Kot Oyt amd TN oTIyUn TG GLAMYEDS Tov). T1dg
o pmopovoape, Aowmdv, va cvAAGPovpe TV
KOTHYOPNUOTIKOTHTO, NG  OMOYOPEVCEDS TV
apfrAodce®y amd TN oKomd TG €YYeEvoug a&iog
mg avBpomvng Cong Kot cvyxpdves, amd v
010, omTiKy ywvia, o avtifetn pev, aALd evloyn
(avt)emyepnpoatoroyio nepl evog
(ovvtaypoatikol) dikaimuatog oty AUPA®ON;
Kot’ avtoactodv mpoc dAlec Bewpieg
nepl (eyyevov) afuov, my. tov Max Scheler,
Katé Tov omoio ot a&ieg pdAlov amokaAdTTOVTAL,
w¢ mpodedouéveg, 6to 1010 10 (amAdg Gouixo;)
nepleyopevo g nbikig emorteiag (Intuition), n
omoio elvol EVVOI0AOYIKA TPOTEPH TOV GLVAPOV
(devTEPOYEVAV) Kpicssmv24, katd tov Dworkin, ot

2 [IppA. Dworkin R. H emkpdreto g Long, 22.

? TIppA. Scheler M. Der Formalismus in der Ethik und die
materiale Wertethik: Neuer Versuch der Grundlegung
eines ethischen Personalismus. Francke Verlag, 5" éxdoon
1966: 15img 65 em.

=L www.bioethics.gr

Mpwtotunn Epyaoia

0&ieg avakoldmrovtal (Katd Tpomo cwrpatikd™)
HUEG@® TOV 1010V TOV KAVOVIGTIKOD TEPIEYOUEVOD
TV aElOAOYNCEDY WOG GTNV OVOUACTIKY o&io
ToV¢ OG kv Kpicewv. I' avtd omonteiton M
nrovpevn pni avadlotHTOCT TOV APETHPLOKDY
avtyedv pog. Ot mepl  SIKOMOUATOV  TOL
eUPpOoOL 0EIOAOYNCELG ATOTEAOVV LLEV PHTOPIKG.
emvonuoto. — Kol ®G TETOW  PAAAOV  dgv
amofAémovv oto vo meicovv, OAAE ©TO Vva
Katameioovy TovV dlP®VOOVIO — O6TOGO, KOTA
mvooapxn NG EPUNVEVTIKAG  XGpitog,
VTOONAMVOVY, GLYYXPOV®GS, TN Lapdvovoa MOKN
Kol TOMTIKY onuacio. tov {NTHUATOG TV
apuprocewv. Ilog ko yiati,

O Dworkin emkaAeitor cvvapdc VO
TEPIOCOTEPO  GUYKEKPWEVEG — KOU  KOIVAOG
amooextés — Eypites afloloynoelg (ot to6c0
YEVIKEG Kol apnpnuéves, oniadn, 6co ot
elottouotikés  mEPL  SIKOOUATOV): TNV
Kotnyopiky doeopd TV aupAdcemv ond Tig
uebooovg avriadiinyng kol v avlovoa amosio
TV oUPAOCGE®OV aVOAOY®G TOL aTadiov NG
KUNoEWDC (Tpovuévav twv avaloyiwv, dniadn,
oL dotgpegc  aUPAOCELS  AmOTENOVV  yelpotepn
gm0y and 0,11 01 Tpaues). O eviomoudg TV
ev Myo aflohoynoemv amotelel mpoTIoTOC
Opo kpioews — Kol M TPOKEIHEVT KOVOTNTOL
(xploemq) yopaktnpilel Tov Eykpito epuUNVELTH —
N 0¢ afiaocty TWAPAOOYN| TOLG EMITPEMEL GTOVG
omép s (wnHS M ™S emAoyng vo. amgvBuviovv
oauoifaiwg (TPOg TOVG SPOVOVVTES GUUTOAITES
TOUG), ME TOVG  KOVIWVOUG — OPOLS  TNG
ovuPidcedg Tovg Vo  Beopkéc  cvvOnkeg
elevbeplag Kol 160TNTAG,  AVASIATUTIOVOVTOG
Pog 10 KOADTEPO TIG OAPETNPLOKES OVTIAYELS
touG. EQ’ dcov dev mpdxetton mepi cuppepdvimv
N/kol SIKoOUATOV ToL UPpvov, Hovn 1 eyyevis
atla ¢ avBpomvng Long anotedel v xoivy
Tpokeywévy TOL ol 1d0wor  gpunvedovy Kot
TPOTOVG TOAD dlapopeTikovs. 'V avtd akpiPog
ot auPrmoelg, 0nwg kot 1 evbavacio, amroteEAoVV
ovoemilvta. (vopoBetkd)  mpoPAnuata. Ot
QQETNPLOKEG OVTIMYELS oG, ONAadn, mepl TOL
euppbov g mpoodmTOL N un, advvarodv va.

% B\, ev cLVOpEL TV eloayoyy pov, H emkplreto g
Cong, 15 em., Kat, avalvTiKd, TNV VO EKS00T| LOVOYPOPia
pov, Ipdécwmo, Adyor kou mpdypoato: WOOKTNGIH KOl un
dwavepnTikn dikarocvvn. Exdocelg Evpacia, 2015, §§ 6.1
ET.
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dwalohoynoovy  Tn  dvoemiivtny  QUON  TOV
apProcemv.

Onwg  ovpPaiver, my., Kor  OTIG
aEl0A0YNGELS HOC EVOC Epyov TEYVHG, KOTA TIG
omoieg M eyyevig a&ilo TOL GLVLPOAIVETOL [E TNV
KOALITEYVIKN TPOKANOoN otV omoio
avtamoKpivetal 7 ida n vmapln tov, SNAAON Ot
ONULOVPYIKES ETEVODOEIS TOV ONUIOLPYOD TOV, TO
EuPpuo evéyet, kotd TIC £YKpLTeG aSlOAOYNOELS
pog, eyyevy ol amd uovy v vmapln Tov,
EMEWON OLTH OCLVLQUIVETOL UE  TPONYOVUEVES
enevovoelg oe avOpomivn (on. I'V avtd dev pag
npoPAnuatifovv nOd ot péBodot avTicOAANYNG
— TOLAdylOTOV — KOTA TOV TPOMO  TOV
auPrOCE®V. ZTIG TPOTEG TPOKELTOL Y10 OTAn
amovaio avOpomvng {one, v 0TI dEVLTEPES Y10
KaTooTpogn NG, TPOAYUO EYYEVOS Avmnpo. Av
pdaioto  drokpivooue TG €MEVOVCEIS  GE
avOpomvn (o ©¢ mpog TV THYH Kol TO
TEPIEYOUEVO TOVG, TOTE €ivol amoADTOS vonT M
OVTIYVOUIN MG TPOG TO TOIES EMEVOVCELS Kl VT
moleg mePOTACES eivon kpilowes: m.y., €xovv
dpaye o1 poaixés (N O€ikéq) vmepfatiry onupocia,
MOOTE VO SIKOOAOYOVV TTAVTOTE TOV TAPOUEPIGUO
TOV avOpomvoy eNEVOVCEMY, OTMG TIGTEVOVV
axpoior vmép s (wng, 'H pqnog mpéner va
KATOOTPAPEL Ui puaikh nEVOLOT o€ avOpmTIVN
Con, TPOKEWEVOL VO  OTOTPATOLV  aKPPDS
TEPOITEP®  QUOIKEG Kol Kuplwg  avBpwmives
EMEVOVGELS GE OVTNV, OGS TIGTELOLV O VTEP THG
emiloyig, OTNV TMEPITTOON, T.)Y., EVOG QPIKTA
dvopopeov guppvov, 1o omoio, av yevvnbetl, Ha
€xel o ovvtoun kol emmovvn (on; Ev owyet,
Aowmdv, TOL KAVOVIOTIKOD — (POLVOUEVODL  TNG
EVTATEDS TOV ENEVOVGEMV G€ avOpmivn mn Kot
™me avéovoog Omoa&iog TG UOTAIMOEDS TOVG
(6nwg, m.Y., OTNV TEPIMTOON TNG OTMOAENG TNG
Comg evog epnfov ev cuykpicel Tpog ekeivn evog
veoyvod M €vOG MMKOUEVOVL TApovs nuepdv)
mo10, emAoyN Ko yrati cEPetar v gyyevn oSio
™mg avOpomivng (ong, 10img 08 mw¢ 10 KpATOG
TNV TPOCTOTEVEL KoAvTEpa (Le TOV  TAEOV
VOLUpoTompévo Becukod tpdmo);

Eneidn ev mpokewéve mpOKeELTOL Yo
ova1WONS Opnokevtikd (nTiuoto — 1oyvpileTon
ELVAOYMG, KoTd TN Yyvoun pov, o Dworkin — kot
oyl Yoo (ntpata dikatoovvys (¢ Tpog to status
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Abstract

It has been suggested that the era of genetic interventions will sound the death knell for luck
egalitarianism, as it will blur the line between chance and choice, on which theories of distributive justice
often rest. By examining the threats posed to these theories, a crucial assumption is exposed; it is assumed
that a commitment to the neutralisation of the effects of luck implies the endorsement of even the most
morally controversial enhancements. In antithesis, | argue that an attractive theory of luck egalitarianism,
Dworkinian liberal equality, enables us to deduce plausible implications for genetic engineering. By
focusing on the abstract moral commitments at the heart of Dworkin’s theory, a twofold purpose is
served. First, they reveal in what ways the criticisms misfire, thereby safeguarding luck egalitarianism.
Second, Dworkinian luck egalitarianism is further strengthened, as it produces plausible guidelines for
public policy on genetic engineering in liberal societies.

Ol EMMTWOELG TNG YEVETIKAG LNXOVLKAG YLOL TOV EELOWTLOMNO TNG TUXNG
Apeti OeodthomovAovu, MSc

Mepitnyn

Opiopévotl PAOGoPot £xouv LTOGTNPIEEL OTL 1) EMEPYOLEVT ETOYN TNG YEVETIKNG UNYAVIKNG Ba onpdvet
T0 TEAOG T®V BE®PLOV TOV EEIGMOTIGHOV TNG TOYNG, KAODS T dpror HeTa&d THYNG KOl EMAOYNG, TAVE® GTA
omoia Pacilovtar ot cuykekpipéveg Bempieg, Ba yivouv dvcduakprra. H e&étaon tov emyeipnudtov mov
KOAOOVTOL VO KATOPPIWYOLV Ol LIOCTNPIKTEG OVTOV TOV Ocopldv omokoAvmtel pio TPoPANUOTIK
TPOKEILEVT): O1 EMKPLTEG TOVS LITOBETOVY OTL, Amd TN GTIYUN] TOV O EEIGMOTIGUOG TNG TUYNG GTOXEVEL GTNV
eEovdeTépmon g emidpaonc g TOYNG oTig (wég pag, oscpueveTol va dgytel akoOpo Kot Tig mo Nl
OUOPIAEYOUEVEG YEVETIKEG PEATIOGEIC. AVTIOETMG, GTNV TOPOVGH EKOECT) AMOJEIKVIETOL OTL TOLAGYLIGTOV
pia Bewpia e€iowtiopod g TN, N Bewpio Tov Ronald Dworkin, poag emrpénel va e&dyovpe ypnopo
GUUTEPAGLOTO Y10, TN YEVETIKY] unyovikn. H avdivon tov apnpnuévov nfikdv decpedoemy otny Kapdld
¢ Bewpiag tov Dworkin wavorotel 600 6TdYOVG. ApyiKd, ATOKAAVTTEL TOVS AOYOVS Y10 TOLG OTOIOVG Ol
EVOTAOELS AGTOYOVV, 6®MLovTag, £161, Tov e€1I0TIGHd TG ToymS. [HopdAinia, n Bewpia tov Dworkin
EVIOYVETOL, KOODC OmodEIKVOETOL OTL OVVATAL VO TPOCPEPEL MPEMUES KATELOLVTIPLEG YPOUUUES GYETIKA [UE
TN ONUOCLO TOALTIKY) GTNV EMOYN TNG YEVETIKNG UNYOVIKTG.
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Introduction

As genetic engineering becomes a
technologically feasible possibility, terrifying
images from Aldous Huxley’s Brave New World
are born; images of a world of grave inequalities
and robot-like people. Yet upon reflection, one
wonders whether this intuitive reaction is simply
another manifestation of the fact that humans
have always been biased in favour of the status
quo and suspicious of radical change. The
burden of argumentative clarity thus falls upon
philosophers, who are expected to disentangle
argument from bias, reasons for action from the
fear of the unknown.

It is thought that the era of genetic
engineering, namely of genetic therapy and
enhancement, will uncover the shaky roots of
some theories, by exposing their implications for
genetic  interventions; in  antithesis, the
plausibility of other theories will immediately be
highlighted. In particular, responsibility-sensitive
theories of justice are expected to face
challenges, in virtue of their distinction between
the moral significance of choice as opposed to
chance. Indeed, numerous theorists have argued
or implied that luck egalitarianism will fall into
the first category of theories'. This is because, it
is argued or assumed, the philosophical
commitments of luck egalitarianism imply
adherence to the concept of genetic equality,
which seems morally reprehensible for a variety
of reasons. An analysis of this argument is
offered in the first part of this thesis.
Subsequently, I examine the particular problems
that the concept of genetic equality seems to
pose to luck egalitarianism; assuming that the
latter implies prescription of the former, | expose
the internal fallacies of these claims, to prove
that even if the basic argument were valid, it
would not immediately sound the death knell for
luck egalitarianism.

I  contend, however, that luck
egalitarianism need not imply that genetic
equality is desirable. In order to prove why this
is so, and more importantly, what Iluck
egalitarianism does require in the face of genetic

" Luck egalitarian theories of justice claim that inequalities
resulting from brute, i.e. unchosen, luck, are unfair.
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engineering, | rely on a particular conception of
liberal equality, Dworkinian luck
egalitarianism". | thus deduce from the central
commitments of this theory which interventions
are required, which ones are simply permissible,
and which ones are strictly impermissible"".

It should be stressed that although I rely on
Dworkin’s ideas, my pursuit is not to interpret
and spell out the exact implications of Dworkin’s
luck egalitarianism. Rather, | aspire to
demonstrate how an attractive conception of luck
egalitarianism, which is based on Dworkinian
political morality, avoids certain criticisms, and
gives rise to a compelling theory of justice in
genetics. As long as there is commitment to anti-
perfectionist public policy, different luck
egalitarian theories may also reach similar
conclusions. The imminence of genetic
interventions, however, does give us reason to
reject theories, luck egalitarian or not, that
cannot offer satisfying responses to the worries
analysed in Part I.

A central assumption that underlies my
pursuit should be clear: I generally assume an
ideal level of risk, effectiveness, and availability
to individuals from different social classes
throughout the paper, in order to focus on the
philosophical implications of luck egalitarianism
for genetic engineering. It should be stressed
that, although most of the techniques the article
examines are not yet feasible, we ought to
consider them for three reasons. First, if they
discredit luck egalitarianism, one of the most
prominent theories in contemporary political
philosophy, they may present a reason to
abandon the theory, even if we only reach a
limited number of these technological advances.
Second, there is a wide belief that at least some
of these technologies will be available in the near
future and if so, it will be useful to be prepared

""In order to neutralise the effects of brute luck on the
distribution of resources, Dworkin proposes a scheme that
is sensitive to individuals’ ambitions (via a hypothetical
auction) and insensitive to their endowments (via a
hypothetical insurance market). See Dworkin, R.
Sovereign Virtue: The Theory and Practice of Equality.
Harvard University Press, 2000.

" These conceptual distinctions are especially serious for
the case of subsequent generations; namely, what luck
egalitarianism implies for interventions on persons that
will come to existence.
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on how we will assess them both morally and
legally?. Lastly, a theoretical pursuit of this kind
has value on its own, as it enables us to refine
and clarify our moral convictions.

Part 1: Criticisms of Luck Egalitarianism in
the Genetic Era

The Basic Argument

The main argument against luck
egalitarianism in the face of genetic engineering,
which also forms the basis of further charges,
views those theories of justice as requiring
absolute genetic equality. The ‘brute luck view
of the level playing field conception of equality
of opportunity’, as Buchanan et al name it, has
undesirable consequences for genetic
engineering in virtue of its commitment to the
equalisation of opportunities that spring from
circumstances individuals cannot control®. To
see how this may follow, let us examine the
basic commitments of luck egalitarianism: the
theory requires that the distribution of the
benefits and burdens of social cooperation be
sensitive to option luck and insensitive to brute
luck. The latter requirement gives rise to a
societal obligation to redress inequalities that
arise due to brute luck. Thus, in order to see what
a principle of redress requires, we ought to turn
brute luck into option luck, as Dworkin’s
hypothetical insurance scheme does®.

The argument advanced by Buchanan et al
may be reconstructed as follows. Genetic
inequalities arise due to brute luck; genetic
engineering turns brute luck in the natural lottery
into option luck; therefore, luck egalitarianism
requires endorsing all forms of genetic
engineering, as they turn brute luck into option
luck. Now this last claim may initially seem
unproblematic, if not a point of strength for luck
egalitarianism, which highlights the arbitrariness
of natural inequalities. Yet, as the additional
criticisms that will be examined shall reveal, the
concept of genetic equality presents numerous
problems.

Now, a further complication of this
argument is that it identifies such genetic
interventions as obligatory. To the extent that
brute luck can literally be turned into option

=L www.bioethics.gr
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luck, as happens in a one-generation case, a
caveat may be formulated in order to protect
individuals’ liberty; interventions should not be
obligatory if individuals are in a position to
choose their genetic makeup themselves. Yet in
the case of subsequent generations, brute luck
can be turned into option luck in a way that does
render interventions obligatory by this line of
argument. If the state imposes genetic equality,
there will be no inequalities arising from natural
endowments. Natural brute luck will then be
eliminated, leaving the space it normally
occupies to individuals’ option luck. If this can
actually be achieved with minimal risk, as has
been stipulated, luck egalitarianism requires all
interventions that will induce genetic equality.

Luck egalitarians’ critics build on this
basis to identify further reasons for which the
conclusions reached by the basic argument are
morally repugnant. Nevertheless, by developing
a theory of just genetic interventions that follows
from Dworkinian luck egalitarianism, it will
become clear that the criticisms examined in Part
| are based on a misunderstanding of the
necessary central commitments of luck
egalitarianism. Although certain formulations of
the theory may be vulnerable to these objections,
I will argue that deriving luck egalitarian
commitments from Dworkin’s ethical
individualism is one plausible way of
safeguarding luck egalitarianism.

Luck Egalitarianism and Libertarianism

On the assumption that luck egalitarianism
requires genetic equality as expounded in the
previous section, it has been argued that, due to
its commitment to ambition-sensitivity, the
theory collapses into libertarianism®. The claim
is that since individuals ought to face the
consequences of their option luck, and since
genetic engineering turns brute luck into option
luck, individuals ought to accept the inequalities
that arise due to their natural endowments. Even
if some refrain from using genetic technologies,
their genetic inequalities will not have to be
redressed, for they will reflect their
unwillingness to change, that is, a choice they
have responsibly made®. This conclusion will
serve to strengthen desert-based theories, as it
will dismantle the objection that arbitrary natural
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inequalities cannot establish desert in unequal
advantages. If individuals’ choices reflect their
ambitions, others should not be required to
compensate them for any consequences that
follow from those choices. Thus, what this
argument aims to discredit, is not luck
egalitarians’ conceptual commitments, but the
conclusions they typically deduce from them.
Equality of resources or equality of access to
welfare or advantage cannot be legitimate
requirements of justice if agents simply deserve
the full consequences of their choices.

Nevertheless, this argument oversimplifies
the implications of the distinction between brute
luck and option luck. First, considering that
many interventions would be performed on
embryos, brute luck in genetics would not be
eliminated. As Dworkin points out, ‘the fact that
someone’s genes have been designed by others,
rather than chance or nature, and are in that way
‘social’, does not convert his genetic structure
into option luck for him’’. Second, one’s
endowments are not limited to one’s genetic
makeup, but further include the effects of brute
luck in the social lottery. For example, Dworkin
stresses  that  ‘the  low-wage  insurance
presupposes, among the causes of unemployment
and low wages, a host of social factors’®,
Therefore, in an era of genetic equality luck
egalitarians would still have reason to support a
strong welfare state.

A Homogeneous World

A different criticism of luck egalitarianism,
which further seems to underlie numerous
worries about genetic engineering, takes the
following form. Certain traits are valued more
than others, giving rise to an unequal distribution
of the benefits and burdens of social cooperation.
Since luck egalitarianism requires the pursuit of
genetic equality, it implicitly requires the
elimination of some traits and talents that are
valued less. Thus, it has been claimed that luck
egalitarianism in the face of genetic engineering
would be, at least on a philosophical level,
committed to constructing a homogenised world

1v,9

of nearly identical people™”.

v Buchanan et al grant that luck egalitarianism would not
in fact prescribe complete genetic equality, due to
complications relating to social policy. Yet they believe
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The worry is that ‘engineering might be
used to perpetuate the occurrence of now desired

traits of height, intelligence, colour and
personality’, thereby ‘robbing the world of the
variety that seems essential to novelty,

originality and fascination’®®. Moreover, given
that the value we attach to traits is socially
constructed, Farrelly argues that the endorsement
of genetic equality is especially problematic, for
it implies the perpetuation of temporally
constrained values. Luck egalitarian
prescriptions will thus prove to be self-defeating,
as the traits of genetically modified individuals
may come to be valueless under different
circumstances™.  Indeed, individuals that
currently thrive in Western, liberal societies
would lack the traits and talents that would be
necessary to live well in agrarian societies.
However, the homogeneity objection rests
on the dubious scientific assumption that
phenotypes, such as the manifestation of talent,
are wholly traceable back to a specific genotype,
ignoring once again the significance of the social
lottery™. More importantly, this objection makes
the unjustified and implausible assumption that
luck egalitarians must simply accept the values
that the majority attaches to certain traits and
talents, just like it does with resources.
Dworkin’s theory asks people to make their
choices regarding resources by keeping in mind
the value that others attach to those resources.
The worry that underlies the homogeneity
argument may be, for example, that because
people value and reward blondes by giving them
access to advantages, luck egalitarianism
requires that we all have blond hair. However,
sensitivity to others’ evaluations is encouraged in
the distribution of resources due to scarcity and
opportunity costs. From this we cannot deduce
anything for the values involved in the
distribution of traits and talents. It cannot follow,
therefore, that luck egalitarians must simply
accept current evaluations of traits and distribute
those with the highest scores equally. As we will
see in Part Il, they can develop detailed
prescriptions that can guide public policy on
genetic  engineering,  without  adopting

that this result is inconsistent with its philosophical
commitments.
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implausible assumptions about different traits’
value.

Perfectionist Concerns

A final obstacle that the pursuit of genetic
equality poses to luck egalitarianism is that of
perfectionist implications. The worry here is not
that theorists will strive to create Nietzschean
Ubermenschen, since their motivation is by
definition egalitarian in nature; rather, it is feared
that, in practice, genetic equality is doomed to
end up resembling Nietzschean perfectionism.

First, it may seem that in order to eliminate
genetic inequalities, luck egalitarianism will seek
to ‘rid the world of undesirables’ by endorsing
perfectionist judgements on which lives are
better lived, and on which people are inherently
better than others. In this sense, echoing
Elizabeth Anderson’s complaint, luck
egalitarians’ commitment to the fundamental
basic equality of all would be shaken®®. In fact, it
may be claimed, not only would states be
required to announce who is better, but they
would also seek, in the name of justice, to make
those who are different just like those better
ones. However, as | will show in Part Il, luck
egalitarianism need not express a commitment to
perfectionist judgements about value; in fact, the
implications of such judgements in the face of
genetic engineering provide a further reason for
endorsing a liberal egalitarian theory of justice.

Second, it may be claimed that genetic
equality will come to resemble Nietzschean
perfectionism because the enhancements it
demands are boundless™. Let us assume that few
people have an IQ of 160; as we raise everyone’s
IQ to match that level, presumably some
persons’ IQ will rise further, at least in the long-
run, from interacting only with highly intelligent
people. Predicting this simple fact will trigger a
hunt for perfection. Nevertheless, even if we
assume that this is indeed what luck
egalitarianism requires, it does not seem
obviously true that the consequence of a human
species with a high average 1Q level is
intrinsically bad. Besides, it seems that evolution
has been working with the same driving forces,
albeit in a slower and natural way'®. Moreover,
there is a morally pertinent difference between
seeking to eliminate inequalities caused by brute
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luck, and seeking to achieve the best that can be
achieved at any time. The first motivation can in
fact draw certain boundaries to what ought to be
pursued, even if time shifts those boundaries, as
happens with Darwinian evolution anyway,
while the latter is indeed boundless.

Third, it has been claimed that ‘use of
enhancements may reinforce superficiality,
narcissism, selfishness, deceitfulness, laziness,
and lack of integrity’*®. However, assuming an
anti-perfectionist political morality is adopted, if
equality requires certain interventions, we may
not plausibly claim that we will sacrifice the
requirements of justice because they might have
poor consequences for the character of some
people. If a potential undesirable effect of
technology or medicine on some individuals’
character suffices to ban its use altogether, then
we ought to ban plastic surgeries and the use of
social media as well. Even if a perfectionist line
of reasoning is adopted, since such options do
not have the same effects on everyone, it seems
that certain background psychological and
sociological factors should be targeted. For
example, the availability of a mobile phone that
can take a selfie cannot create narcissism; if we
endorse perfectionism and if perfectionist public
policy ought to lower such traits, then the
pertinent factors have to be addressed. In any
case, the argument does not suffice to ban the
availability of enhancements.

Part I1: Luck Egalitarian Implications

The criticisms examined display a
common fallacy; they assume that, in virtue of
luck  egalitarians’ commitment to  the
neutralization of the effects of brute luck, they
must endorse any neutralization of that luck
itself. First, this claim may seem to follow from
the view that the neutralization of the effects of
luck is defended simply as a second-best solution
to the problem that brute luck poses to equality
and responsibility. For example, Buchanan,
Brock, Daniels, and Wikler argue that certain
luck egalitarians have endorsed the ‘Resource
Compensation Principle’ only because it has not
been possible to intervene in the natural lottery’.
Second, it may be argued that even if the primary
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goal is to equalize solely the effects of brute
luck, the most effective way of achieving it will
implicate genetic interventions'®. Since we
cannot, for example, completely neutralize the
inequalities that arise from individuals’ different
talents, the second-best solution may in fact be to
equalize their talents in the first place. Either
way, the conclusion reached is that luck
egalitarians must advocate genetic equality.

| contend, however, that both claims can
only be upheld by focusing on one part of luck
egalitarianism, namely, the arbitrariness of brute
luck in determining individuals’ life chance, and
by thereby ignoring the source of the theory’s
commitments; the principles dictated by
Dworkin’s ethical individualism. An analysis of
these principles within the context of genetic
engineering produces policy-guiding
prescriptions that identify which interventions
are permissible or required from the viewpoint of
Dworkinian luck egalitarianism.

Ethical Individualism

At the heart of Dworkin’s theory one finds
a set of views on morality, signifying how we
ought to treat each other; ethical individualism
comprises two principles, which give rise to a
commitment to equal concern for all citizens,
and to liberal neutrality. First, it is maintained
that ‘it is objectively and equally important that
any human life, once begun, succeed rather than
fail’*®. It follows from this principle that political
morality must be egalitarian, as states must
demonstrate a commitment to providing the
structures required for the pursuit of successful
lives by all. Second, there is a special
responsibility on the part of each agent to ensure
that her life be successful. That special
responsibility is expressed in the ‘right to make
the fundamental decisions that define, for her,
what a successful life would be’, which gives
rise to the requirement of political autonomy?.
Therefore, political morality must also be liberal,
stressing the significance of the liberty to define
and pursue one’s conception of the good.

In fact, that significance is a distinctive
parameter of successful lives; in order for a life
to be successful, it is necessary that the
individual living it identify with the conception
of the good pursued. Ethical integrity can only
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be achieved if one ‘lives out of the conviction
that no other life he might live would be a
plainly better response to the garameters of his
ethical situation rightly judged’ !

We thus arrive to the following
considerations, which ought to be taken into
account when public policy is designed and
evaluated. First, states ought to advance their
citizens’ well-being, as dictated by the first
principle of ethical individualism®. Second, a
crucial parameter of that well-being is justice,
which defines what it means for a state to
manifest equal concern for the lives of all;
Dworkinian luck egalitarianism dictates that
inequalities traceable to brute luck ought to be
neutralised. In the absence of justice, citizens
face the wrong kinds of challenges, such as
satisfying their basic needs. Third, the good life
depends further on the extent to which one has
achieved ethical integrity, as defined by the
special responsibility principle of ethical
individualism. What follows from this parameter
is a liberal commitment to anti-perfectionism,
which automatically places certain constraints on
the policies a state may pursue’. For example, a
government may not induce or coerce
individuals into becoming doctors instead of
musicians, on the basis of a belief that the life of
a doctor is more successful or worthy than that
of an unrecognized musician; if it did, it would
violate the requirement of equal concern for
individuals’ ethical integrity. It seems, thus, that
the three considerations produce a liberal
egalitarian political morality, with concrete
guidelines for the shape of policy-makers’
objectives: given that individuals hold different
comprehensive doctrines, equal respect for all
requires that individuals be free to pursue their
conception of the good.

¥ Whether or not Dworkin’s theory should be classified as
anti-perfectionist is a highly controversial matter. It seems,
however, that even if there is a perfectionist element in the
philosophical basis of his arguments, he rejects this
characterization of his views on public policy.

See Dworkin, R. ‘Ronald Dworkin Replies’. In: Burley J
(ed) Dworkin and His Critics: With Replies by Dworkin.
Blackwell Publishing, 2004:357.
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Resolving an Inconsistency

When this political morality is reviewed in
the face of genetic engineering, an inconsistency
seems to be exposed: despite endorsing political
neutrality, Dworkinian luck egalitarianism
requires the state taking a stance on which lives
require redress, and therefore an assessment of
the value of different consequences of luck;
simultaneously, it also requires evaluating the
significance of choice.

Luck egalitarianism seems to advocate
conclusions that would violate neutrality. For
example, if it is public knowledge that scientific
skills are valued more than musical talent, and
the former can only be enhanced in an individual
if the latter is reduced (not a far-fetched scenario
given that genetic aptitude in those different
areas depends on different sides of the brain), it
may be argued that luck egalitarianism requires
that the enhancement be performed on at least
some disadvantaged members of society. Yet
this would be a clear violation of neutrality, as it
would involve a public demonstration of the
superiority of certain talents and modes of life
over others.

One way to avoid this inconsistency is to
refrain from giving luck any metaphysical
significance in the account of justice; we may
say that the unequal effects of brute luck are
unjust, without implying that the traits it
produces are objectively bad. Clearly, there
would be no interpersonal disadvantage” from
‘low’ intelligence in a society where that level
would be the norm.

What follows from this view is that, when
genetic circumstances have neutral value and
cannot be evaluated, justice only concerns the
inequalities that arise from brute luck. For
example, if being from a certain race causes
disadvantages to that person, then the rationale
implicitly adopted by the critiques of luck
egalitarianism examined in Part |1 would view
luck egalitarianism as prescribing the elimination
of disadvantaged races. Viewing a multifaceted

' The interpersonal conception of disadvantage should not
be confused with the counterfactual conception, according
to which one’s position is to be compared with one’s
position if things had worked out differently; in this case,
that would be a society with a different average level of
intelligence.
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theory in this light is clearly implausible, as in
situations of discrimination luck egalitarianism
requires the alleviation of structural injustices, a
requirement that springs from its commitment to
equal concern for all.

Similarly, we may place constraints on the
interventions that ought to be pursued when
genetic traits are considered valuable by only
some people, given their religious, moral, and
aesthetic views. The implications of luck
egalitarianism  for this kind of genetic
engineering are clear once we draw on the
parameter of ethical integrity and the
corresponding principle of special responsibility.
It follows that a state would never impose or
actively encourage interventions that express
controversial comprehensive doctrines. For
example, Dworkin could not, consistently with
his commitments, advocate enhancements that
appeal to particular, controversial views on
beauty or desirable characteristics. The fear that
luck egalitarianism would ‘give way to a
biotechnologically preserved tyranny of the
normality’, by requiring that women have
‘blonde hair, blue eyes, small waist, big chest,
and a tall figure’ is therefore misplaced®,
Similarly, to return to an example | previously
touched upon, suppose the skills of civil
engineers are valued more than those of
musicians, irrespective of their contribution to
society”. Let us suppose further that certain
individuals are socially disadvantaged because
they possess the latter and not the former skills.
If scientific skills can only be enhanced at the
cost of musical skills, our commitment to ethical
individualism would restrain the state from
actively pursuing this form of genetic
engineering®.

Now, even though we have established that
such interventions could never be required by
luck egalitarian commitments, a separate
question concerns whether they should be
allowed. Non-ideal considerations, such as the
level of existing inequalities in the resources

people hold, the cost, and the price of
interventions, are pertinent on this matter. We
may reach, however, certain provisional

vii

It is assumed that there is no collective need for civil
engineers.
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conclusions in the context of ideal theory,
although these may be outweighed by realistic
considerations.

If the question concerns competent adults
making such decisions for themselves, there is a
pro tanto reason in favour of permitting these
interventions, in virtue of the special
responsibility principle. In the context of ideal
theory, two objections may be raised to this
claim. First, it might be argued that since the
state ought to be concerned with individuals’
well-being, as has been established, it should
protect individuals from performing irrevocable
actions, especially when they carry an element of
risk for harm. Nevertheless, we generally accept
and should keep accepting that ‘people can
voluntarily consent to sterilizations, sex chang;e
operations, abortions, and plastic surgery’*.
Second, there is a worry that comprehensive
doctrines do not reflect one’s genuine
commitments, as they adapt to match the
dominant value that is preferred in society.
However, if such preferences were to revoke
individuals’ decision-making powers, most of
our decisions and transactions would be deemed
problematic. Indeed, our preferences also adapt
to the values our parents or friends may have,
and change according to our experiences. That,
however, is not sufficient to demand constraints
on self-sovereignty; luck is all-pervading in our
lives, yet we ought to be able to bear
responsibility ~ for  our  choices.  That
responsibility, reflected in the second principle
of ethical individualism, establishes a pro tanto
reason for allowing individuals to pursue their
conception of the good even by means of genetic
engineering. As | will argue shortly, however,
there are limits on this responsibility when the
decision to pursue one’s life plans directly
implicates third parties, such as their children.

It is by now clear that the morality at the
heart of Dworkin’s theory, ethical individualism,
produces significant guidelines and conclusions
for the debate on genetic engineering. As we
have seen, ethical individualism serves to point
out which instances of bad luck ought to be
altered genetically and which ought to be altered
socially; when the evaluation of the effects of
brute luck varies radically among different
reasonable conceptions of the good, Dworkinian
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luck egalitarianism refrains from endorsing
genetic interventions. Thus, luck egalitarianism
is safeguarded from frequent objections, which
misrepresent its claims.

Procreators versus Offspring

Although ethical individualism produces
clear implications for the permissibility of
interventions in a one-generation case, in which
each person decides for herself, several questions

arise  when reflecting upon subsequent
generations.  First, does Dworkinian luck
egalitarianism  require at least  certain

interventions, even against the wishes of
procreators? Second, to what extent ought the
interests of  procreators, including the
comprehensive doctrines they hold, determine
the lives of their offspring? In other words,
which genetic interventions on embryos, fetuses,
and infants are permissible?

Obligatory Interventions

The first question poses the issue of
obligatory interventions, which parents would
not be permitted to deny on behalf of their
offspring. Now, contrarily to objectively value-
neutral interventions, which may of course
obtain subjective value according to individuals’
comprehensive doctrines, there are certain
interventions to which luck egalitarianism is
indeed whole-heartedly committed. These are
cases in which there is overlapping consensus
across reasonable people, cultures and times on
the claim that they are objectively bad or on the
less strong claim that they ought to be
eliminated. The significance of this consensus is
not based on citizens’ actual agreement; it rather
derives from the fact that it is necessary in order
to express equal concern for the special
responsibility of each to lead a successful life.
The idea of overlapping consensus rests on the
reasons individuals have to accept the imposition
of certain policies and their consequences on
their lives. The imposition of controversial
interventions would insult the political equality
of all citizens and inhibit their corresponding
autonomy to pursue their conception of the good.
Thus, Dworkinian luck egalitarianism only
demands interventions whose aims all reasonable
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individuals have reason to endorse, regardless of
their comprehensive doctrines™".

Examples of such cases include premature
death and extreme suffering, as happens, for
example, to individuals who have ALS or Tay-
Sachs. In those instances, all individuals would
presumably agree that it is desirable to not suffer
from these conditions. The fact that certain
procreators may desire to refuse those
interventions does not override their urgency,
which springs from the fact that they are either
prerequisites for any reasonable life plan, or they
would strongly benefit all reasonable life plans.
Indeed, in order to discharge the special
responsibility that one bears for her life, it is
necessary to possess certain minimum physical
and mental capabilities. As parents may not keep
their children’s nutrition to unacceptable levels,
in the age of genetic engineering they may not
inflict harm on them. It should be clear that these
interventions are not limited to treatments; just
as it is important that certain threats to all life
plans be eliminated, it is also significant that
enhancements that advance most life plans be
endorsed. For example, an enhanced immune or
memory system and life extension would
presumably also meet the consensus criterion.

One way in which we might render the
argument action-guiding is by appealing to the
idea of hypothetical consent; interventions are
required if we have good reason to assume that
an unconscious person would consent to them.
We may follow John Harris’ suggestion that we
should imagine an unconscious person in the ER,
‘whose condition can be reversed or removed’%.
If in this scenario we could charge the doctors
for being negligent, we have good reason to
assume that the intervention is morally
required”’. For example, permanent paralysis
would clearly pass the test, while a rhinoplasty
would not. Similarly, if doctors could, with no
extra risk, increase the patient’s life expectancy
beyond average, we would not imagine the
patient complaining that she would like to have
her shorter life expectancy back.

vil Following John Rawls’ definition, comprehensiveness
refers to ‘conceptions of what is of value in life’, as well as
to ‘ideals of personal character’ and of relationships.
Rawls J. Political Liberalism: Expanded Edition. Columbia

University Press, 2005:13.
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When techniques involving gene selection
are necessary, the non-identity problem arises.
We may not say that a life with ALS, for
example, is worse than non-existence. The above
argument cannot, therefore, be formulated in a
person-affecting manner; instead, we may say
that there are impersonal duties to act in certain
ways, with certain motivations, even if the
consequences of those actions are not good or
bad for specific people®®.

Now the question arises, if there is
overlapping consensus on the fact that the aims
of certain interventions are universally desirable,
why would certain parents ever deny them to
their children? Why does the issue of obligatory
interventions arise? One example highlights the
necessary means that interventions involve. For
example, if blood transfusion is required for a
procedure, Jehovah’s witnesses will deny it; yet
this does not imply that they do not view a
prolonged life, or a life with no suffering, as
something good and desirable. Similarly, it is not
utterly unimaginable that certain individuals
would oppose the human desire to ‘play God’,
irrespective of the benefits it may bring. The
reasons that certain procreators have to refuse
these goods to their offspring do not override the
reasons that their offspring would have for
complaint. Given that procreators are already
free to pursue their conception of the good,
giving priority to their desires by curbing their
offspring’s future autonomy to do the same
would clearly violate the requirement of equal
concern.

A crucial implication of this suggestion is
that liberal respect for bodily integrity ‘may have
to be qualified’; this is because ‘the principle of
special responsibility would no longer justify
allowing a pregnant woman to refuse tests to
discover such a defect in an embryo she carries,
and the first principle of ethical humanism — an
objective concern that any life be successful —
would counsel mandatory testing’zg. It may be
objected that by this rationale, luck
egalitarianism would also require abortions.
However, advocates of abortion can clearly not
appeal to the interests of the person that will
exist.  The disagreement springs from
disagreement over when life and personhood
begin. Given that these matters are so
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intertwined with one’s freedom to pursue their
conception of the good the state cannot take an
absolute stance on them without violating the
requirement of overlapping consensus. If it did,
it would force individuals to either act in ways
that they would equate to murder or to feel that
women are treated as second-class citizens. In
any case, the issue of abortion cannot be fully
addressed on this occasion, as it presents
significant differences to any other form of
genetic engineering.

Permissible Interventions

A separate issue for Dworkinian luck
egalitarianism asks which interventions, and
under what circumstances, parents may
permissibly choose for their offspring. The case
for the permissibility of interventions rests on the
value of reproductive freedom, which further
rests on both principles of ethical individualism.
The state ought to express equal concern for the
special responsibility each has to lead a
successful life, according to their conception of
the good; a significant part of that conception is
found in one’s convictions and desires regarding
reproduction and upbringing. Having the
freedom to raise one’s children according to
one’s convictions, by exposing them to specific
moral,  aesthetic, religious and  other
comprehensive doctrines, is usually viewed as
central in leading the life one considers to be a
success™. It follows that respect for individuals’
procreative freedom and rights implies the
permissibility of raising one’s offspring in
accordance with reasonable comprehensive
doctrines.

On the other hand, certain limits are placed
to procreative freedom in order to protect
children’s interests and rights. When parental
decisions are harmful to their offspring, the state
may intervene. For example, parents may not
abuse their children, even if they really believe
that they would teach them ‘valuable’ lessons.
Similarly, they may not harm their children by
reducing their opportunities to ‘form, revise, and
rationally pursue their own conception of the
good life’, as the principle of special
responsibility requires®’. For example, most
countries rightly have a system of compulsory
education, which guarantees that children of all
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backgrounds will have an adequate range of
opportunities once they reach an age in which
they can follow their own life plan.

A preliminary conclusion that we can
reach by combining these two, frequently
opposing, requirements of ethical individualism
indicates a pro tanto reason to respect
individuals’ decisions in reproduction and
upbringing, with the exception of cases in which
the interests of their offspring are compromised.

Nevertheless, this prima facie
permissibility of interventions that do not
compromise the opportunities of the child opens
up the way to allowing ‘designer children’, by
also choosing, say, its sex. In fact, parents may
opt for a Caucasian male, as this choice would
expand the child’s range of opportunities in our
non-ideal world. Thus, further limits must be
placed on the area of parental choice.

This problematic claim reveals the
necessity for a different account of autonomy.
For if one endorses a perfectionist account of
autonomy, whereby it is viewed as an end-state
that ought to be pursued by any means, then
parents will in fact have a moral obligation to
their children to expand their opportunities by
endowing them with all socially desirable
characteristics.

However, the principle of special
responsibility seems to require a precondition
account of autonomy: on this view, autonomy is
an on-going process that ‘requires one’s choices
not to be coerced or manipulated by others’¥. A
person’s autonomy is violated, in this sense, ‘if
the genes which constitute her and shape her
motivations and abilities are manipulated or
chosen on the basis of her parents conception of
the good’®. Importantly, this account of
autonomy explains why it seems intuitively
wrong to choose a child’s characteristics, even
though if they do not, brute luck will do so
anyway. It makes a relevant difference that if the
child regrets its traits it will regret a person’s
choice, rather than an impersonal fact about
nature. It should be emphasized here that this
point concerns only interventions which can
hinder the pursuit of certain conceptions of the
good. Increased intelligence and an enhanced
immune system, for example, would not reduce
one’s autonomy in any way, assuming that
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achieving them would not have opportunity costs
in terms of abilities and traits, for such traits are
consistent with all reasonable conceptions of the
good.

Now it may be argued that if Dworkinian
luck egalitarians are committed to this account of
autonomy, they cannot allow parents to instill in
their offspring specific religious or other
comprehensive views. However, without taking
a stance on such practices of upbringing, it
should be stressed that there is, however, a
crucial ~ difference  between  conventional
perfectionist parenting methods and
controversial genetic interventions; the former
are offset by a compulsory public provision of
education, freedom of speech, freedom of the
press, etc., whereas the latter are inextricably tied
to the individual’s personal identity.

Therefore, it has become clear that genetic
interventions are impermissible insofar as they
harm the offspring, or violate its autonomy,
when the precondition account is adopted. | have
only provided a plausible and non-exhaustive
argument available for the luck egalitarian; there
may be other ways to safeguard luck
egalitarianism, even if a different conception of
autonomy is adopted,; to the extent that this is not
possible, luck egalitarians have reason to reject
the conceptions of autonomy that give rise to the
charge examined.

While it is not possible to provide a
complete examination of all the interventions
that Dworkinian luck egalitarianism would view
as permissible, this discussion offers certain
preliminary guidelines that could provide the
basis for further research.

Hypothetical Insurance

| suggest that the same conclusions that
have been reached by an analysis of the abstract
morality at the heart of Dworkin’s luck
egalitarianism, ethical individualism, can also be
reached by examining his hypothetical insurance
scheme. In fact, this thought experiment also
produces certain rough guidelines for problems
faced in non-ideal theory. First, it indicates what
ought to happen in cases of partial compliance.
For example, should a child whose parents have
either ignored the moral and legal requirements
regarding interventions, or made a bad genetic
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choice, bear the consequences of that choice?
Second, | will argue that hypothetical insurance
produces a plausible rationale for the
management of scarce resources.

Dworkin’s hypothetical insurance scenario
asks us to imagine ‘what level of insurance
against low income and bad luck’ individuals
would buy, if they all possessed equal resources,
if they had no knowledge on the risk for specific
forms of bad luck they faced themselves, and if
they only possessed information on the average
risk of these forms of bad luck, and on ‘the
availability, cost, and value of remedies for the
consequences of bad luck’3*. Let us assume, as
Dworkin does, that these individuals know the
comprehensive doctrines that they hold. In order
to address the intergenerational problem
discussed in the Procreators versus Offspring
section, we may further suppose that there are
also representatives from those generations, who,
unaware of their own particular comprehensive
doctrines, aim to ensure their autonomy (the
preconditions of which include a fair
intergenerational distribution of resources).

The results would presumably match the
ones derived above. Individuals would first
insure against the most serious instances of bad
luck, namely those that would seriously hinder
any life plan, such as premature death and
intense suffering. Subsequently, they would
insure against what will come to be perceived as
bad luck given the availability of genetic
technologies; since prolonged lives would be
desired by all, if they were available individuals
would ensure that they get the necessary
enhancements. In fact, given that all would select
those enhancements, prolonged lives would
expectedly become the norm, thereby making
insurance against their absence intelligible®®. As
these two choices would rationally be made by
the representatives of subsequent generations as
well, they would have to be obligatory when
children’s interests came into question.
Similarly, individuals would preserve a space of
permissible interventions, constrained by the

requirements of  subsequent  generations’
autonomy.
Moreover, the  representatives  of

subsequent generations would presumably insure
against certain kinds of their procreators’ bad
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option luck. If they know that certain procreators
will fail to provide them with the necessary
interventions, and that certain procedures will be
unsuccessful, they will expectedly insure against
both instances of bad luck. Similarly, those in the
current generation will generally insure against
the outcomes of unsuccessful interventions as
well.

Lastly, hypothetical insurance offers
guidance on the non-ideal consideration of
resource allocation in the face of scarcity.
Presumably, individuals presented with the
relevant facts, and in the absence of information
that would generate bias, would reach certain
conclusions on where to allocate what amount of
resources. Given budget constraints and costs,
they would decide which interventions would be
a priority in public policy, and which would only
be pursued in the case of a budget surplus. These
thought-experiments are not useless in a non-
ideal context; we may safely suppose, for
example, that life-prolongation and immunity to
cancer would feature highly in that list. From
this we can further infer that as long as these
interventions are not available, certain kinds of
research should be prioritized. Colin Farrelly
claims that non-ideal considerations are fatal for
luck egalitarianism, as it fails to ‘balance the
desire for achieving genetic equality with the
desire for achieving other kinds of equality and
other values’®®. Yet the hypothetical insurance
scheme does just that; individuals’ decisions will
express considered judgments on the trade-offs
their budget allows them to make. Two points
that will influence those decisions should be
stressed. First, the risks that procedures carry are
subject to change as science evolves. Second,
interventions may be seen as a cost-effective
way of reducing the necessity of other forms of
public policy in the long-run; for example, if
humans become healthier, with better immune
systems, it is likely that less will have to be spent
on health care. Therefore, the hypothetical
insurance thought-experiment serves a twofold
purpose; it confirms that the conclusions reached
by an analysis of a Dworkinian political morality
are sound, and it safeguards luck egalitarianism
from the objection that it makes unrealistic
demands in our non-ideal world.
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Conclusion

It has thus been argued that Iluck
egalitarianism can, not only survive the prospect
of genetic engineering, but also provide us with
valuable guidance on how to respond to new
genetic technologies. By analyzing the criticisms
of luck egalitarianism in the face of genetic
interventions, | have exposed the basic
underlying argument; these criticisms rely on the
claim that luck egalitarian commitments produce
a philosophical adherence to genetic equality. On
these grounds, luck egalitarianism is discredited,
for genetic equality is thought to reduce luck
egalitarianism into libertarianism, and to give
rise to homogeneity and perfectionist concerns.

We have seen, however, that luck
egalitarianism does not necessarily advocate
genetic equality. By focusing on the political
morality at the heart of one plausible variant of
luck egalitarianism, | have developed an account
of its philosophical commitments in the era of
genetic  engineering.  More  specifically,
Dworkin’s concept of ethical individualism
serves to identify the interventions that justice
requires, while preserving the value of political
autonomy. It seems likely that different luck
egalitarian theories that give rise to non-
perfectionist public policy prescriptions will
yield similar conclusions. What the critics have
revealed is the necessity of safeguarding luck
egalitarianism from the adoption of controversial
judgments on the good, which would expose the
theory to morally reprehensible interventions.

Certainly, the prescriptions developed are
of a pro tanto nature; in order to fully endorse
their conclusions, we ought to explore a variety
of non-ideal considerations, including the risk
and cost of interventions. Moreover, once these
concerns are addressed, new issues will arise,
such as the permissibility of the provision of
obligatory interventions to those who can pay,
when these cannot be offered to all. It seems that
Dworkinian luck egalitarianism, along with the
philosophical tools it offers us, will be in a
position to offer plausible answers.
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H ouvaiveon tng aviAlkng otnv texvntn dtakormnn tng Kunong

Maptavva Baotheiov'?, Xpuodavon Sap&éin’

TuApa latpwic, IxoAr Emotnpmv Yyeiag, AptototéAeto Maveniothipo Osooalovikne, “Nopk
ZxoAn, AplototéAelo Naveniotipio Oscoalovikng

P« sardeli@auth.gr

N

Iepiinyn

H mapovoa ompocicvon e&etdlel to {ftnpa tng cvvaiveong g aviAkng €ykbov otV mpasn g
TEYVNTAG OLOKOTNG TNG KUNONG He apopun v amodgaoct 3480/1996 tov Zvpfoviiov ITinppereiodikmv
ABnvov. HapatiBevror ta mpaypatikd tepiotatikd, Tapovstdletor 1 dikaotikn Kpion g ZoppIIAnuA6
3480/1996 kot ektiBeton 10 Vokd mAAIGIO0 NG TEYVNTNG Olakomng TG komong otv EALGSa. Tiveton
ava@opd otV £vvola «ouvaiveot Tov achevi» kot £101KOTEPa TOL aviAikov acBevr|. [Tapovoidletat to -
Gueco GUVOESEUEVO LLE TV TEYVNTH OLOKOTY| TNG KUNONG - SIKAI®UN TOV avOpdTOL, KoL d1) TOL OVIALKOV,
CTNV avOmapoy®yn. Avoidovtol o TPOPANUATE TOV UTOPEl Vo TAPOLGLIGTOVY amd To CRTNUO NG
ouvaiveong TG OVAMKNG €YKOOL ®C TPOC TNV TEYVNTN OlOKOTH NG KLUNONG KOl TPOoTEiVOVTOL
GLYKEKPLUEVES TPOTOTOGELS TOL IGYVOVTOG VOULKOV TAUIGIOV.

Consent of a pregnant minor in the matter of artificial termination of
pregnancy

Marianna Vassiliou?, Chrysanthi Sardeli*

School of Medicine, Aristotle University of Thessaloniki, 2 school of Law, Aristotle University of
Thessaloniki

Abstract

This paper examines the issue of consent of a pregnant minor in the matter of artificial termination of
pregnancy, in connection with ruling nr. 3480/1996 of the Misdemeanors Tribunal of Athens. Case facts,
the ruling of the court, as well as the legal framework regarding artificial termination of pregnancy in
Greece are presented. Reference is made to the concept of consent, especially when the latter concerns
minors. The right of a person - and in this case of a minor - to reproduction is discussed in connection to
artificial termination of pregnancy. Finally, problems that may arise from the issue of consent of a
pregnant minor are cited and specific changes to the existing legal framework are proposed.
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l. Ewaymyn

Etvon yeyovog 6t n amdktnon evog mondion
amotelel onuavtikdtarn eEEMEN o {on g
KkéBe yovaikoag, n omoio avatpémel o€ TEPACTIO
Babuod ta dedopéva kar tov TpoémO TG LONS TG,
Av16 1oy0el og axopa peyaAuTepo Pabud yo o
VALK, OEOOUEVOL OTL GTIG QVTIKEG KOWVOVIES, 1
EYKLUHOOULVT] oG oviMKNG eivon koTd Kovova
OMPOYPOUUATIOT] KOl ovemBOunt, o o€
vopobétng Bewpel OTL M ekdoToTE  OVIIAMKN
VIAYETOL OTO KOOEGTMG TNG YOVIKNG UEPUYVOC-
empérelns. ‘Etor Aowmdv, m dvvordtmro g
aVAAIKNG Vo omopacicel 1 idwa av Oa teppatioet
N av Bo OAOKANPOGEL PUGIOAOYIKA TNV KONON
™G, otNPWOUEV OMOKAEIGTIKA OTIG OKEG NG
exTipunioels kol amodyelg emi tov  Béparog,
ocvveyiCer va mpokalel ovtimapabEcels oTovg
0TPIKOVS, VOUIKOVG Kot Bg0Aoyikods KOKAOLG.
Amo ™ o, vrapyel n B€on mov Kpiver dpyn
vd mpoimobésels ™V aviAkn vo amoocilet
povn g o nTMuoTe. TOV APOopPovV TNV VYEld
Kol TNV TPOCOTKOTNTA TNG, omd TNV GAAN,
exppaletar n dmoyn OTL glvarl adoavonTn M un
EUTAOKY] T®V YOVE®V TNG, €0KA oto cofapd
CRTNHO TNG TEXVNTAG SLAKOTNG TG KUNONG.

Andé v  épguva oty vopoAoyio
dlmoTdvETOL 0Tl To (TN 0gv GaiveTon vo £xel
QTOGYOANGEL WOOHTEPO TNV EAANVIKY] SIKALOGUVT
uéxpt  onuepa, pe efaipeon v 3480/96
amoacn Tov  Xvppoviiov [TAnupeieiodikmv
Anvav (ZDuBHXAQ)Z. [Mapodra avtd, emedn ot
vouikég pubuicelg opgidovy vo cupPadilovv pe
TIC 0€VOEC KOWMVIKEG eEeMEEIC Ko  €mELON
OWMOTOVETOL OTL TAPOUOLN TEPICTOTIKO OEV
amokAgietoar va AdPovv yopo €K VEOL Ko
emmAéov amacyoloOv cvyvotato To  OlEfvn
dwoaothplo, Kpiveton emroktikn 1N PeAtioon tov
1oYVOVTOC VOUKOD TAOIGIOV, TPOKEWEVOL VO
pvOuilovion  Owkouxkd  Olec ot mBovEg
TEPUTTAOGELS TOV UTOPEL VO AVAKOWYOLV.

Xmv mapovca dnpocicvon moapatifeviot
0. TPAYHOTIKE TEPIGTATIKG, TAPOLGLAleTanr 1
owootikny kpion ™™g ZvupIlAnuAd 3480/1996
Kot ektifeton T0 vopukd mAoiclo TG TEXVNTAG

! Atoductoaxn Baon dedopévov NOMOS.

2 Anpooievtnke oto meplodikd Ymepdomon 1997, cel.
348, pe mopotnpnoelg [Hodrov X. kot o1 SASIKTLOKN
Baon dedopévav NOMOS pe kodwd apbpd 183870.
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dlakomng ¢ kdmong oty EAAGoa. Tivetan
avaQopd otV £vvola «ouvaiveon tov acBevi»
Kol €W0IKOTEPO.  TOL  OVAAMKOL  aoBevn.
[Mopovcidletatl to - dpeca cvuvoedepuévo pe v
TEYVNTN OWOKOT TNG KUMOMG - OKoimUe TOL
avBpomov, kot On TOL Ovniikov, otV
avomopoymyr, Kabmdg Kot avoAdoviol - To
TPOPANOTO TTOVL UTOPEL VO TOPOVCLOGTOVV OO
T0 {NTNUO TS cLVOIVESNS TNG AVAAMKNG EYKVOV
®G TPOG TNV TEYVNT OKOT TNG KUMONG Kot
TPOTEIVOVTOL GUYKEKPIUEVES TPOTOTTOGELS TOV
10(VOVTOC VOULKOL TAOLGTOV.

1. H ZopplinupA0 3481/1996 - Ta

TPOYROTIKG TEPLGTOTIKA

H dexamevtdypovn A.P. éuewve éyxvog amd
TOV KOTd Té00Epa XpoOVia peyordtepd T O.A.
Ou yoveig g, apvnrikoi ot okéymn mhavov
YAUoL NG KOPMNG TOLS, KATEROAAV TPOCTADEIEG
VoL TNV TEIGOVY VAL S10KOYEL TNV EYKVUOGVUV TG,
KOO Kol e amelég Katd Tov eilov g, Ommg
woyvpiotnke N 1010, Kot pe VTOPoAn £yKAnong €ig
Bapog tov Yy exovown amoywyn. H ovilum
EMOKEPONKE YOVAIKOLOYO, O 000G JOMICTOCE
mv EYKLLOGUVT KOl  OLVEGTNoE Vo
Eavoemukotvoviicouy ek véou pali Tov poAlg Ba
aropacilav Tt Ba ékavav. [pdypatt, Ayeg pépeg
petd n Beio TG avnlkng éxAelce pavtePov, 6to
omoio mpoonABe N avnAkn, «xopic va dNAOGEL
OtL apvelton v eméufoocn Kot pe T Qovepn
ocvuvaiveon tg» kol vrePAnOn oe  TEXVNT
dwakomn ¢ Kkononc lege artis kot pe TIg
npobmobécelg tov vopov. Ex tov votépov n
aviAkn 1oyvpiotnke OTL M ocvvaivesn g degv
ntav  wpoidv  elebBepng  PodAnong, oAld
OTOTEAEC O TOV TEGEMV OO TOLG GLYYEVEIG TNG
Kol TOv QOPBOL TNG Yo TS OMEWNEG oL Elyav
exto&evbel kotd tov @idov ™. To cvuPfoviio
ékpve 0T, aveCopttog amd t0 0oANnBég TV
WOYVPICUOV  TNG, Ot €vdolacuol g gV
EKQPACTNKAY LE KOVEVO TPOTO GTO YUVOUKOAGYO,
N 0€ GLUTEPLPOPA TOV TATEPA TPOEPYOTAV OATO
TO TOTPIKO EVILOPEPOV TOV Kol eV eVeiye OOAO
Blomg Ko  omEMNTIKNG  ekpaievong NG
ocvvaiveong g avilkng. Xe kdbe mepimtoon,
TETOL0L GLUTEPLPOPA TOV TOTEPO OEV VLREMEGE
OTNV OVTIANYN TOVL YUVUKOAGYOVL, «O OTOoi0g
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dwanoroynpéva eEEAaPe T cuvaiveon TOG0 NG
AVAMKNG OGO Kol TOV TOTEPQ TG OC cCOoPapn Kot
afiactny. Q¢ ek TOVTOL, KATNYOPIES YO TEXVNTN
owakomn ¢ eykvpoovvng [304  Ilowvikov
Koodwa (IIK)] dev oamayyéAbnkav obte otov
TOTEPA TNG OVIAMKNG OVTE GTO YLVOUKOAOYO, O
omoiog Oa vmeiye mowvikny €vBOVN pévo «av
YVOPWE TOV VOLOTAUEVO  EEOVOYKACUO  TNG
€YKOOLY.

II1. To vopko mhaiocwo TG TEYVNTHS OLOKOTG
™¢ Komong otnv EALGda

To voukd «KobBeot®d®G ™S  TEYVNTNG
dlokomng ¢ kKomong otmv EALGda pvOuictnie
pe tov vopo 1609/1986. Zouewva pe to dpbpo
304 mopdypagpog (map.) 1 tov IIK, Omeg
TpomomomOnKe pe tov vOHo avtd, «Omolog xwpig
M ovvaiveon NG  €YKOOL  OOKOTTEL TNV
€YKLHOGUVT NG, Twopeiton pe kdBepény». H
ocvvaiveon g €ykbov givan oamapaitnn yuo va
apbel 0 Adwog YOPOKTNPAS TNG TPAENS TOL
ywtpoh, oAAd kot 1 copatiky PAARN wov
EMPEPEL 1 OlOKOT TNG KLUNONS KabavTy. an
mapaypdeovg 4 ko S5 tov  GpBpov 304
ATONTEITOL COPEVTIKA 1 GLVOEVEST] TNG OVIAIKNG
€YKOOL Kol TOL 7Yovéd TNG. X& TEPIMTOON
dlpoviag Tov dVo yovémv petabd tovg, av givat
TOVTPEUEVOL apKel 1 GuVOivEST €VOG OO TOVG

® «@. Aev givar Gdwm mpaEn M texvnT| Stokomy TG

EYKVUOGUVNG IOV €vePYELTAL UE TN GLVAIVEST TNG EYKVLOV
amd YywIpd HOIELTHPO-YUVOIKOAOYO LE TN GUUUETOXN
avoLcONGLOAOYOL GE OPYOVMOUEVT] VOGAEVTIKY] LOVAOM OV
GUVTPEYEL oL amd TIG 0KOAOVOEG TTEPMTAOOELS:

a) Agv €yovv ovuminpwbel dddeka ePdopddeg
EYKLLOGVOVIG.

B) 'Exyovv Odwmiotobel, pe 1o oOyyxpovo péoa
TPOYEVVNTIKNG O1dyvaong, evoei&elc cofapng avmpoiiog
tov gufpdov mov emdyovior T Yévvnon moBoAoYIKoD
VEOYVOU KO 1] €YKVHOCUV dgv €xel SLBPKELD TEPLOGOTEPO
amo gikoot técoepts fOOUAdES.

v) Ymapyer avamotpentog kivouvog ya tn {on g
gykvov 1M kivduvog cofoapng kol dwapkovg PAAPNG g
COUOTIKNG 1 YOUYIKNG vyelog TG XtV TEPITTOON 0VTH
omotteitol oyeTikn PePoimorn kol Tov KOTA TEPIMTOON
OPHOSIOL Y1TPOD.

8) H eykvpoodvn eivor omotédecpo  Pracpov,
omomAdvnong  aviAkng,  owpopi&log M koTdypnong
yovoikog avikovng vo avtiotadel kol epocov dev Exouvv
ovpumAnpwbei dekoevvéa EBOOUASES EYKVUOGUVIG.

5. Av 1 éykvog glvor avijlMkn omonteitol Kot 1) Guvaiveon
€VOC OO TOVG YOVEIG 1] OLTOV OV €YEL TNV EMUEAELD. TOV
TPOGATOV TNG OVAAIKNG».
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dvo. Av €yovv maper dwldylo, T ocvvaiveon
TPEMEL VO TN OMOEL aVTOG 1 QLT TOL £YEL TNV
emuérelr ™G avilMkng.  XOpQove pE TNV
elonyntikn ékbeon tov v. 1609/1986, n pHoOuion
oV TPOSTEONKE £TC1 MOTE Uid TOGO GTUAVTIKY
andéeaocn yw T {on ™S aviMKNG Vo amoteAel
TPolodv cuvepyasiog kot Oyt TPIPNG N avtiBécewmy
LE TOVG YOVELG TNG. AvapEpeton emiong OTL lval
advvatn M TANPNG e€dAeyn ¢ mpobmdOeong
™G YOVIKNG ovvaiveong, kabmg £tol Ha
aeoPOVVTAY a0 TN YOVIKT UEPYLVO L0l OO TIG
KPIOIUOTEPES  AMOPACELS YL TO HEAAOV 1TNG
aviaikng. O vopobBétng efaptd Aowdv
ouvaiveon TNG OVAAIKNG  €yKDov omd 1
COLPOVN YVOUN TOV Yovéa NG Kot Bempel tnv
tedevtaio  amopoaitnTn Yoo TV TéAEOM NG
TEYVNTAG OLOKOTNG TNG KOUMONG, OmMMOC Kol yio

kéOe GAAN  wtpwn  eméuPoocn  mOvVe o€
, 4
OVTALKOVG .
IV. To Jdwoeiopo oavomopoyoyns TOv
avOpOTOL Kol E0IKA TOV GVIIAIKOV

Mio  ékeoavon Tov  SIKUOUATOS  TOV

avOpomov otV avtovopio kot oty €AgvBepn
AVATTUEN TG TPOCOTIKOTNTAS T0v° givat Kot To
dkaiopa avamapoy®wyns - to ov onAadn Oa
OTOKTNOEL ol 1 Oxl. XT0 OWKoimpo ovTo
ocounepthapfavovion  mn eievbepia  emAoyng
EPMTIKOV GLVTPOPOVL, N eAevBepia emMAOYNG TOV
TOMOL KOl TOVL YPOVOL OMOKTNONG TOdI®dV, 1
dvvatotnto.  ypnong  nebddwmv  1aTpKdg
vrofonfBovuevng avoamapaynyns (IYA), xabog
Kot 1 ehevBepio EMAOYNG TPO®POL TEPUATIGLOD
N 0AOKANpOOoNG NG EvOeXOEVNS KU oG, Ex Tov
avTBETOV TPOKVTTEL OTL O TEPLOPIGUOS NG
dVVOTOTNTOS TPOGPLYNG GE GUYYPOVES HeBOSdOVG
IYA og dropa mov avtipetoniovv mpdPAnua
vIoyovVILOTNTOG 1 1 EMPOAN TEXVNTNG OLOKOTNG
mg kONong oe dAaropo mov  emBvpodv TV
amOKTNON OMOYOV®V OMOTEAEL OVETITPEMTN KOl
Katdeopn  mapoPiacn  TOL  OIKOUMUOTOG

avVOTopOyY®YNS Kol KOt €mEKTOON,  TOV

* Supeovidov-Kaotavidov E. Eykiipota katd e {ofic-
ApOpa 299-307 TIK. 2" ékdoor). Zdxrkovrag 2001:839.

> 5 map. 1 Tovtaypa (T): «Kabévae £xet Sikaiopa vo
avantHocel AeV0epa MV TPOCOTIKOTNTO TOVL KOl Vo
CUUUETEYEL GTNV KOWMVIKT], OKOVOUIKT Kot ToATikn (om
™me Xopag, epoOcov dev TPOCSHPAALEL T SIKOLDUOTA TOV
ALV Kot dev mapafialet To Zovtaypa 1 o xpnoTé Non».
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owadpatog  ghevBepng  avdmtuéng g
TPOCOTIKOTNTOG .

Ocov apopd 6TO SIKOIMUN OVOTOPAUYOYNG
TOL OVAAIKOV, O VOpog Oev B€tel kdmolov
nAkiakd mepopopd. EEaipeon oe avtov Ttov
KOvOVA OITOTEAOVV 1) TEPITTMON TNG ULOGSG{ag7
Kol 1 TEPITTOON NG WTPIKOS vofondoduevng
avartopayoyns . EE  avtidiwotoAng  Aowmodv
UTOPOVUE VO, GUUTEPAVOVUE OTL TO OIKOAMLOL
OTNV  OVATOPOY®YN  HE  QULOIKO  TPOTO
avayvopiletal Kol 6Tov aviAMKO - TOVAGYIGTOV
amd v nAkio g 6e£0VaAKNG cuVaivESTG Kot
petd, ot amd v nikio Tov 15 1OV Kot
énertar. Kdvovtog avtiv v mapodoyn, eivol
capég OTL M €yKupoovVn piog aviAKNG NALKiog
15-18 etov pmopel vo mpoevioel didctoom
AmoOYE®MV Kol dopmvio, LeTa&d TG OVIAIKNG Kot
TOV YOVEDV TNG, E01KA av emBLUEl 1| aviAIKn Vo
OLOKOWYEL TNV EYKVUOGVVI TG, EVM OL YOVEIC TNG
éyovv v avtifetn dmoyn kot T0 AVTIGTPOQO.
Kotd v drnoynm pog Aowmdv, déov o Mtav M
napaypapog 5 tov 304 IIK va tpomomowmnBel

¢ T mepoocotepa, Pr. MAtag T. SefovolkdTnTa Kot
ouvtaypatikég elevbepieg: 1 elevbepion  GeEOVOAIKNG
avtodidBeong. To X 2007, 3: 849-870.

"To 4pBpo 1543 AK omartei 0 v00eTdV oviAko «va &xel
CUUTANPOGCEL TO. TPLAVTA TOV Ypoviay Kot to 1582 AK o
V100eTOV EVIAKO «va. £XEL GCVUTANPDGEL TOVAGYIGTOV TO
TECOOPAKOOTO €T0C NG MAKioG Tovy, KaOIGTOVTIOG oF
KGO TepinTmon advvarn v viobecio and aviAko.

8 To Gpbpo 4 map. 1 Tov v. 33052/005 opiler 6T «Ou
pébodot IY A epappodlovral oe eviiAika TpOSOTA PEXPL TV
NAKi  QUOWKNG  KAVOTNTOG — OVOTOPAY®YNS  TOL
vrofonfovuevov mpocdTOv. g TWEPITT®ON TOL  TO
vrofonboduevo mpdowmo elvar  yovaike, ©¢ mMAKio
QLOTKNG TKOVOTNTOG OVATOPAY®YNG VOEITAL TO TEVTNKOOTO
€10¢. H epappoyn toug o€ aviiiko Tpdommo. EMTPETETAL
kat’ efaipeon MOy cofapod VOGNUATOG OV EmGVPEL
Kkivdouvo oTelpoTNTOG, Yoo Vo eEc@OAOTEL I duvatdTnTo
TeKvoTmoinong. Lty tepintmon avtni epappolovrat ot dpot
T0V GpBpov 7».

% To 339 map. 1 IIK opiler 6T1 «OmO0G evepyel acelyn
Tpakn pe TpOo®TOo vedTEPO Ao 15 €TV N TO TOPUTAAVA
LE OmOTELECHO VO EVEPYNOEL | VO VTTOGTEL TETOWN TPAEN
TILOpPEiTaL, ov Oev VTApYEL mepimtoon vo  TopnOel
Bapvtepa yio To EykAnpa tov dpBpov 351 A" wg e&ng: o)
ov 0 TobmV dev cupTANPOoE Ta dMOEKD £T1), Le KAOepén
TOVAGYIoTOV déKO €TMV, B) av 0 TaODV CLUTANPOCE TO
dmdeka aALd Oyl To dekatécaepa €1, Pe KABepEn néypt
O€KOL ETMV KOl Y) OV GUUTANPOCE TO OEKATEGGEPO KOl
pEXPL TO. deKOmEVTE €T1), HE QUAGKION TOLAAYIGTOV 600
etdvy». Ex tov avtiBétov mpoxvntel Aowmdv 0Tt 1 TéAEoN
acELY®DV TPAEE®V e ATOUO TOL £)XEL CUUTANPAOCEL TaL 15
ToL €11 Oev anoterel a&iomovn TPAEN.
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00TMG MOOTE VO PNV 0QOopE OVAAIKES €YKHOVG
YEVIKA, OAAQ  €YKOOLG TOL  Ogv  €YOLV
CUUTANPADOCEL AKOWO TNV NAKIO TNG GEEOVAAIKNG
ovvaiveons. ITwo ovykekpuéva, Ba mpémer va
coumAnpwOel pe €1801KO €64PL0 Yo TIG AVAMKES
oL  £€YOVV  GULUTANPMOGCEL TNV  MMKI NG
0eEoVaAIKN G cvvaiveons, Onwg Ba avaldcovpe
OTN OULVEYXEW 1TNG TopovoOg ONUOGIELOTG.
Bewpovpe aoTo)io ToOv VOHOL TO Vo Bewpeitan
plo. aviAIKn  opkeETE  pHEYOAN Yoo v €xel
0eEOVOMKES EMAPEG 1) TOLAGYLIOTOV YlOoL VO UV
terel a&lomovn TPA&n 0 6e£0VAAKOG GUVTPOPOG
mc™®, aAA apketd pikpy GoTe Vo amotteiton 1
ocvuvaiveon TOL  Yyovéo TNG  OTNV  lOTPIKN
OVTULETMTION HLOG KOTAGTAONG Y10 TV ENEAEVON
g omoiog @épel M id To NUIGL TG €VOVVIG.
Emumiéov elvar o&opwpn m  Satvmwon  tov
vOuov, OTov o GUVSU(XG]l.lég TV Topaypdeov 4
Kol 5 tov apBpov 304 omartet COPELTIKA TN
OLVOIVEST] TNG OVIAIKNG €YKDOV KOl TOV YOVEQ
™G, ANV OUMC TNV TEMKT amd@acn T AapPavel

YH i aotoyia mapatnpeitar kot oto Gpbpo 348" TIK
nepl mopvoypagiag avnAik@v, Yy T0 0moio  avNiAKo
Oewpeitol kdOe Tpdowno OV dev cuuTApwcE Ta. 18 £.
Av dowmdv Kkamolog PvteookonnoEl TG acelyeiG TpaEelg
nov téhece pe 17ypovo £pnPo, n Tpdén g cuvovciog dev
givor a&omovn ovpewva pe to 339 TIK, n frvteockdnnon
oumg Topeitor Kot apbpo 348A mop. 1 pe euiixion
TOVAQYLOTOV €VOG £TOVG!
4. Aev givar aduen mpaEn m TeQvnTH SoKom TG
€YKVUOGUVNG TOV €vePYELTAL [LE TN GLUVALIVEST TNG €YKLOL
amd ywTpd HOLELTAPA-YUVOIKOAOYO LE TN GUHUETOYN
avoLcONGLOAOYOL GE OPYOVOUEVT] VOGAEVTIKY| LOVAOL OV
GLVTPEYEL oL amd TIC AKOAOVOEG TTEPMTOCELS:
a) Aev €yovov ocvumAnpwbel dddeko  gBdopGdEC
EYKVHLOGVVTG.
B) ‘Eyovv dwmiotwbei, pe to  obyypova péca
TPOYEVVNTIKNG  dldyveong,  evdeifelc  ocofapng
avopolog tov gufpbov TOv EmAyOVIOL TN YEVVNOT|
maforoykod veoyvold KOl T €YKLHOoUVN Ogv  Eyel
dubpketa mePocoTEPO and ikoot T€ooepis efSopddec.
v) Ymdpyer avomdtpentog kivévvog yw  Lon g
gykvov 1N Kivduvog cofapng Kot dtapkovg PAAPNG g
COUOTIKNG 1] YUYIKNG vYeiog TNG. TNV TEPITTOON QLT
arotteiton oyetikn Pefaivon ko Tov Katd mEpinTOoN
OPHOSIOL YTPOL.
d) H eykvpoodvn eivan oamotédecpo  Proouov,
amomAGVNoNG OVAALKNG, oupopi&iog 1N Kotdypnong
yovaikog ovikavng vo avtioTadel kol epdcov dev Eyovv
ocvumAnpwbei dexoevvéa EBOOUASES EYKVUOGUVIG.
5. Av n éykvog givon avilikn omotteiton kKot 1 cuvaiveon
€VOG OO TOVG YOVEIG 1] OLTOV OV €YEL TNV EMUEAELD. TOV
TPOGAOTOV TNG OVAAIKNGN.
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0 OOK®V TN YOVIKN UEPUVO-EMUELEL NG
OVAALKTG.

Oo UTOPOVGE GCULVEMMG VO  GYVPLOTEL
KAmolog OTL 0 aviAMKOG v TV 15 etmv givon
(QOPENS TOL SIKALDUATOG GTNV OVOTOPOYWYT KO
€xel TO KOO VO ATTOKTNGEL OTOYOVOUS OV TO
emBopel. Qotdc0, gvAoya TifeTon TO EpMTNUAL
€XEL 0 AVNALKOG - KO, €V TPOKEIEV®, 1 AVAALKT
- TNV KOvOTNTO KO TNV OPLUOTNTO VO, OGKTGEL
opfd Kor EAAOYO TO AVATOPAYOYIKO TOV
dwaimpa, arokt®vtog modi; Exel v tkavotnta
va mpoPel oe kdbe avoykaio mpdEn vy TV
aVOTPOPN TOV TS0V TOV KOl VO TOV HETAOMDOEL
olo o avaykoio epodia, aieg kol apyés, £Tol
®oTe aVTO TO TOdT HEYOADVOVTOG VO LITOPECEL
va avartHgel OAa To TOAEVTO KO TIG IKOVOTNTEG
ToV kol vo avadeydel oe a&loloyo péEAOG TNg
kowoviag otv omoio. Ba (oey;, Agv givan
KkaBoLov ciyovpo 10 €dv ot cuvEyela Ba pmopet
Vo ovTomokpllel  OTIC  VTOXPEDGELS OV
GLVVOOEHOLY TOV POAO TOL YovEa, TG omoieg Ha
KAnBovv va avaidafovv ot yoveic G AAMOOTE,
ol tehevtaiol Oa elvar avtol mov vroypeovVTOL
TEMK®OG vo. ovaddfouv Tig €vBiveg amd Tig
TPALES TOV AVNAIK®OV TEKVOV ronglz. I'v avtév
akpifdg o Adyo Ba mpémer | Kowvwvia, Oyl va
eumodiler  tov  avilMko  va  ookel 1O
avomopoy®ykd tov dwaiopo, oAAL Vo TOV
EVIUEPDVEL TANP®G Kol 0pHDGS Yol TIG CLVETELEG
TOL EMAYETOL 1] GACGKNGN TOL GLYKEKPIUEVOL
OKOMUOTOG Kol TOPEAANAL VO TOL TAPEYEL
erebBepn mpdoPacn oe  WITPIKES VANPECiES
OUKOYEVELNKOVD TTPOYPULUATIGLOV, YOPIg Vo elval
amopaitnTn) 1 GLVOIVEST TV  YOVE®V 1
KNOEUOVAOV TOV, TOVAYLGTOV Otd TNV NAKia TG
0eE0VAAKN G GuvaiveoNS KoL LETAL.

12 ApBpo 1510. «lovikn pépyva: H pépyva yio to
avilko Tékvo eivarl kafnKov kot SKOioUo TOV YOVEDV
(yovikny pépuva), ot omoiot v aokobv and kowov. H
yovikn uépiuva wepilopfaver TNV ENPEAELL TOV TPOCAOTOL,
™ Owiknon TG MEPWLOIOg Kol TNV EMUEAED TOV
TPOGMOTOV, TN O0iKNom TG TEPWOVOING Kol 7V
EKTPOGOTNON TOV TEKVOV o€ KGbe vmobeon 1 dikorompalio
N 0lKy, WOV AYOPOLY TO TPOCWTO N TNV MEPLOVGIN TOV. €
mePInT®OON OOV M YOVIKN pépva mavel Aoyw Bavdrtov,
KNPLENG G€ OPAVELD 1| EKTTMONG TOV €VOG YOVEQ, 1) YOVIKN
UEPLUVOL OVIKEL OTOKAEIOTIKA GTOV GAAO. AV 0 €vag amd
TOVG YOVELG adLVOTEL VO AOKNOEL TN YOVIKY] UEPLUVO Y10l
TpoypoTikog  Adyovg N ywri  glvar  avikavog 7
TEPLOPICUEVA IKaVOG Yo dtkoompadia, TV aoKel LOVOG 0
dAlog yovéag. H emuéleln Opumg TOL TPOCAOMOL TOV
TEKVOL OOKEITOL K OO TOV AVIALKO YOVEW.
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I[Mpog avty v katebBovon Kiveiton
edAhov ko t0o WRewopua 2001/2128 tov
Evponaikod KowvoPovAiov oyetikd pe v vyeia
Kol To dwkoumpato ot oeEovarkn {on Kot v
avanapaywyﬁls. To ‘I’ﬁ(plcsual4 avtd
vroypoupiler  o6tt mn ogovalkn Ko
aVaTOPOY®YIK)]  vyeio Tov epnBov Kot ot
OYETIKEG TOVG AVAYKES SLOUPEPOLY OO VTEG TV
evnAlkov,  toviCet  6tt M oeEovalikn
Slmadaymynon mpémel  vo  avietoniletol
OMOTIKG Kot OeTikd, pe Wloitepn TPOCOYN OTIS
YUYOKOWVOVIKEG Kot BlolaTpikég mTuyEg NG Kot
KoAEl TIG KLPEPVNOELS TV KPATOV-UEADV VO
apEyovy kabe €100vg VTOGTNPIEN OTIC EYKVEG
epnPoug, &ite embBupovy ot 1d1eg va Teppaticovv
TNV KONGT TOVG €iT€ VAL TNV OAOKANPOGOLV.

V. H ovvaiveon tov 0c0evi] kou €101kd TOVL
avnAikov ac0evi)

1.  H ovvaiveon tov acbev ev yével

Me tov 0Opo «ovvaiveon Tov oacOevi»
EVVOOUUE TNV HETA omd TNV KOTAAANAN
EVNUEPMOOT COUPOVN YVOUN KOl 0000y €K
HEPOLG TOL 0G0V TNG TMPOTEWVOUEVNG OO TO
ywrpd tov OBgpameiog (Sdyvoon, TpoOANYN Kot
OmoKaTACTOOT), N Oomoio okomel ot PeAtioon
¢ vyeiog kot g modtntag ¢ Lmng Tov. Eivan
0 Paocwdtepoc, iomg, KOvOVAG NG OTPIKNG
dgovtoAoyiog KOl VOUHOTOMTIKY TPobmodeo
OTOLOCONTOTE  ATPIKNG TPAENS, OTOTEADVTOG
TOPOAANAL  €KOPOOT TOL  OWKOIDOUOTOS  TNG
avtovopiag Tov avBpmdmov Kot Tov GEPAcoD NG
BovAncedg TOV, MG EWIKOTEPOV EKPAVGEDMV TOV
SIKOOUOTOG TOV GTNV TPOCOTIKOTNTA TOV. AVTO
OV OLGLUGTIKG TPOGTATEVETOL ONAOT €lvar TO
dwoaiopo tov acBevy va emdéyel o 1d10¢ ™

B Enionun Egnuepido e Evponaikyig Evoong, C 271 E
™g 12.11.2003:369-374.

Y To Apepwcoviké Kolréyo IMoudidtpov tomobsteitar
KPITIKA G€ OY€0M HE KOl OVOOTIKA dtopmvel pe v
1oYVOVCO TPAKTIKN OT®G exepaletan m.y., oto PHeioua
2001/2128 tov Evpomaikod Kowvopoviiov (Parental
Notification/Consent for Treatment of the Adolescent.
Issues Law Med 2015, 30(1):99-105). Eivot onuavtikéd vo,
onpemdel dpmg 6TL 10 Apepikavikd Koaréylo Maudidtpmv
avuitiBeton otV TEXVNTA OlKOM] KOMOMG KOl OUTO
amotelel ONUOVTIKY TNYN TPOKATAANYNG oto Bépa mov
STPayLATEVETOL 1] TALPOVG T SNULOGIELET).
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Oepaneio Tov pe Paon TG dwkég Tov a&ieg Ko
QVTIANYELS KO, KAT EMEKTOCTN, TO OIKOIOUA TOV
otV &levbepn avamTuén NG TPOCHOTIKOTNTAS
TOV, OT®G 0 TO BepelmveTor 6to Apbpo S mop. 1
2. H vmoypéwon Aymg g ovvaiveonsg tov
acBevoig mnyaler omd ta apBpa 12 mop.l
Kddwa lotpirc Acovroroyiag (KIA), 47 nap.
4 tov v. 2071/1992% kou 5 ™m¢ Xoupoaong tov
OP&do™.

15«0 wtpdc dev emtpémeton va mpoPsi oV exTéAEON
OTOLICONTOTE ITPIKNG TPAENG Yopic TV mTponyodevn
ocuvvaiveon tov acBevipy. Ot TepmTdGELS Tov aoBevovg pe
pewwpévo  kotaioywopd Kot tov  ovaicOntov acBevi
pvOuiCovrar ota dpbpa 12 mop. 2P KIA («Av o acbevig
dev dwbétel wavotTa cvvaiveong, 1 cuvaivesn Yo TNV
eKTéLEOT 1OTPIKNG Tpdéng odidetar amd TOV OIKAGTIKO
CLUUTOPACTATN, €POcOV ovTOG €xel opiobel. Av  dev
VILAPYEL SIKAGTIKOG CUUTOPAGTATNG, 1| CLVAIVEST didETOL
amd Tovg owkelovg Tov acBevn. Ze ke mepintwon, o
wTpdg Tpémel vo. mpoomabnoel vo  eacpaiicst NV
€KOVOL0.  CULUUETOYN, OVUTPALN KOl GCLVEPYUSIO TOL
acBevn, kot 18log eketvov tov oobevi mov katavoel v
KOTAGTOON TNG LYelag TOv, TO TEPLEYOUEVO NG LITPIKNG
TpaNg, TOvg  KWOOHVOVG, TG OULVEMElEG KoL To
amoteAéopato TG TPa&ng avticy) kot 12 map. 3 KIA
(«Kat' eEaipgon Oev  oamatteiton ocvvoivesn: o) OTIg
EMEYOVOEG MEPIMTOGELS, KOTO TIG Oomoieg dev pmopel vo
AneBei  kaTGAANAN ovvoiveon Kol GUVTIPEYEL AECT),
amOALTI KOl KOTEMEIYOLGO, OVAYKN TOPOYNG OTPIKAG
epovtidag, B) otV TEpinT®ON AMOTEPUG CVTOKTOVIOG 1] V)
av ot yoveig avilikov acBevi i ot cuyyevelg acbevi) mov
dev umopetl yio omolovdnmote AOY0 va GUVAVESEL 1] GAAOL
Tpitot, mov £xovv v e£ovoin GUVAIVESTS Yo TOV aoBEVT,
apvodvtol vo dMCOoLV TNV avaykaio cuvaivesn Kot
VIAPYEL OvAYKY GQueong TopERPacng, TPOKEWEVOL va
amotponel o kivovvog yuo ) {on 1 Vv vyeia Tov acBeviy)
OVTIOTOLY ™G,

16«0 aobeviic Sikatovtan vo (ntroet va mAnpogopndel 61
agopd v katdotacn tov. To cupeépov Tov acbevy gival
kafoplotikd kot e€aprdror amd TV TANPOTNTO Kot
akpifeln TV TANpoopidV mov Tov divovtar. H
TNpoPoépNoN Tov acbevi) TPEmMEL Vo TOV EMITPEMEL VO
oYNUOTIcEL TANPN EKOVO TOV WOTPIKAV, KOWVOVIKOV Kot
OWKOVOMK®OV TUPAUETPMV TNG KATAGTACENDNS TOV KOl VO
Aoppaver amopdoslg o dog M va petéyel ot Aqym
amopdoe®v Tov  givol duVOTO Vo TPOSIKAGOLV TN
peténerta (N ToLY.

17 (Enéppoon oe Oépata vyelag propei vo vdpEet povov
apov TO EVOLAPEPOUEVO TPOS®TO dMaEL TV eAeHBepT
oUVOIVEST] TOV, KOTOMY  TPONYOVUHEVNG  OYETIKNG
evnuépwong tov. To Tpdcsmmo avtd B evnuepdVETOL €K
TOV TPOTEP®V KATOAMANG MG TPOS TO OGKOTO KOl TN
@Oon TG eméUPaonc, Ka8mG Kol ¢ TPOG To ETAKOAOVO
Kot Kivdvvoug mov autf cvvendyetot. To evolopepopevo
npécONO  pmopel  €revbepo kol OMOTEONMOTE VO
OVOKOAEGEL TN GUVAIVEGT] TOLY.
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[Ipokeévouv 1 cuvaiveon tov acBevny va
elval 1oyvpn, TPEnel va ivar TPoidov GuVEIINTNG
dlepyaociog, Vo OVTOTOKPIVETOL OTn  Yviolo
BovAnon tov acbevr, va oideton pe emiyvmon
NG TPOYHOTIKNG KOTAGTAGEMS Kot VoL vpioTaTot
KATA TOV ¥pOvo NG teAéocems TG Tpa&ews. To
1oyvpod NG cvvaiveong e&optdrol emiong amd To
edv o acBevrg tv olvel pe emiyvoon g
TPOYUATIKNG KOTOOTACEWS, AVTIAAUPAVOUEVOS
TNV ONUAGTI0 GVTHG KATA TOV XPOVO TNG TEAEGEMG
me mphEenc™. Tofopn de eivar M ocvvaiveon
otav outdg MOV cuvolvel €yl emiyvoon Tng
TPOYUATIKOTNTOG KOl 1) ovvaiveon mov divel
avtomokpivetal otnv aAndwr tov BovAnon. Aev
vIdpyel  EMOPEVOS  WOYVPY]  ovvoiveon  oE
TEPIMTOGELS TAAVNG, Plog, ameldng 1 aoTeicpnov,
kaBmg emiong ko og mepintwon avtiBeong mpog
o xpnota MOn (apBpo 12 map. 2 mepimtwon
(mep.) v’ KIA). Mmopet va cuvdystar pnté 1M
aKOLO Kot GLomnpd amd TNV EKOVGLN GLUUETOYN
Tov oobev] ot Swdwkaocio. Apkel oe kdbe
nepintoon va pmopet N Ay g va aroderydet,
av auTd YPECTEL - KATL TOV PUTOpEl va yivel pe
v Omopén €0wod evtdimov ocuvvaiveong o€
téheomn wIpikov tpacemv. H avaminpmon g
eleinovcag ocvvaiveong amd v ewalOpevn
ovvaiveon Ttov acbevny yivetow OekT ©O€
TEPIMTOGELS OOV 1| ANYMN NS cvvaiveong gival
OVTIKEWEVIKA adbvatn Kot pdAiota  yivetol
OEKTN MG AOYOG APOTG TOL adikov™.

Amo vokng omdyewsg, mpoimdbeon TG
gykupng ovvaiveong tov acbevny eivor o
televtaiog va €xel wovotnrta cvvaiveonc. [pwv
ar6 Tov KIA ywotav dektd 0Tt Yo voL GUVOVESEL
éykvpa o acBevic apkovoe, aveEapTNTA ATO TV
NAkiee Kot v vyela Tov vo. pmopovoe va
KOTOVONOEL TNV  KOTAGTOGT TOL KOl TIG
TPOTAGELG TOV YLOTPOV Yo TIG duvatég Bepameieg
tov. [TAéov 6pmc o KIA ocvvoéer v kavdtta
Yl0. GLUVOIVEST] LLE TNV OKOLOTPOKTIKY IKOVOTNTA

8 T meprocotepa, Pr. Xopagdc I'. Tlowwoév Aikatov. 2"
€xdo0om. Zdxkovlog 1978:188 kar Maykdxng I'-A. TTowvikd
Alkawo-Atbypoppa  Tevikov  Mépovg. 1" ékSoon.
IMonalnong 1984: 233.

B Bafidtng K. Zroyyeia Mowucod ducaiov: M'evikd Mépoc.
Nopwkr, Bihobnkn 2007:204 xow Mmutliékng N. H
ewalopevn ovvaiveon tov nafdviog wg Adyog dpong Tov
adikov. Emotnuovikn Emnempida Appevomovrog 1985,
6:43-55.
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tov 0obevouc®. H Oéon avty tov KIA éyet
deytel kpitikn, N omoia vrootpiletl 6Tl AVTO TOL
evolapépel oto {INMUO TG €YKLPOTNTOG TNG
ocvvaiveong elvor 10 va pmopel 0 ekdoToTE
actevig va avtiAnebel ™ @vomn, to oKomd Kot
NV EMKIVOLVOTNTO TNG LTPIKNG TPAENS mov Ha
8n1X81pn98i21. Q¢ €K TOLTOL, M KAVOTNTO TOL
€KAOTOTE ATOUOL Yoo cvvaiveorn Oa mpémer va
avtipetomiletor o¢ povodiki?, e amotéleopa
N €KACTOTE TMEPIMTOON Vo TPEMEL va. eEeTAlETON
in concreto.

2.  Hovvaivean tov avijiikov acBevy

Tnv @npn  wovotnto cvvaynsg  piog
WTPIKNG ovUPOONC, TOV HOG EVOLOQEPEL €V
TPOKEWEV®D, TNV OTOKTO TO GTOHO HE TNV
evnlkioon Tov. Xopewva pe 1o apbpo 127 AK,
TO GTOMO TOL OmoioL M NAKia etvat avapeca ota
10 kon ota 18 €1, €xel mEPLOPIGUEVT] IKAVOTNTA
vy owkonompatio, evd cOpeova pe to 129 AK
T0 GTopo TPV 10 OékaTo £T0C TNG MAMKING TOvL,
Oempeitanr avikavo yio 611<ouonpa§i(123. Amo ta
O Gpbpo mpoxvTTEL OTL Ol OGVAAIKOL OEV
ouvantovv  GLUPACES AVTOTPOCAOTMOS, OAAL
HECH TOV VOMH®OV EKTPOCOT®V TOLG (TWV
YOVE®V TOUG KOTA Kovova), Ol Oomoiol Tovg
EKTTPOGOTOVV o€ dwaomposieg Ko
GLUUPBAAAOVTOL GTO OKO TOLG OVOUO LTEP TOV
ownMKODZA.

20 ®ovvteddkn A. H ovvaiveon Tov evnuepopévov
acBevoic. Ze: Kaidpoa-I'kpumavt M, Ioanayeopyiov X,
Yvpemvidov-Kaotavidov E, Topratlng B, Tdaokoc N,
®dovvteddkn A empéreln (em.). latpwcr gvBovn omd
opérele (Aotikny -Tlowikn): Ewdwd Oépata  wotpicod
dwkaiov, Nopukn Biiodnkn 2013:19-35.

2L Avdpovldaxkm-Anuntpédn 1. H  vmoypéoon
evnuépmwong tov acBevi: Xvpforn ot Swkpifmon g
OOTIKNG WTpkng guhdvng. Avt. N. Xdkkoviog 1993:371
kot Aovyaing Z. Apbpo 12. Xe Adaockapiong (em.).
Epunveio Kodwa latpikng Asovtoroyiog (N 3418/2005).
Nopu Bifhodnin 2013:138-156.

2 Miyahodnunepxkng M, Kovtoghivig A. Totpuchi e000vr.
Gutenberg 1984:47-53.

Xoppovo pe 1o apBpo 128 AK  «avikovor yio
dwatonpoéio etvar: 1. 6601 dgv €QOVV GUUAANPADCEL TO
dékato £€1o¢...» Kou ovuewve pe 1o apbpo 129 AK
«mEPLOPIGUEVT] KOVOTNTO Yo dkatompadion Exovv: 1. ot
OVAAIKOL TOV GUUTANPOGAV TO OEKATO £TOG. ... ».

241510 map.1 AK: «H pépruva yio 10 aviliko Tékvo sivat
KaffKov Kot SKaiopo TV Yovémv (YOViKN HEPLUVA), Ot
omoiot v oackodv amd kowov. H yovim pépyva
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Onoodnmote n  e&looppdmnon TV
OIKOIOUATOV TOV YOVIOV KOl TOU  OVIALKOL
TEKVOV deV gival €0K0A0 £pY0. Zap®G Kot EDAOYO
elval 10 dkaiopo Twv yoviov vo, arto@acilovv
YL T0 €6V TO0 aviAko TEKVO Tovg B virofAnOet
oe kamown e&toon 1M Ogpoameia. Tavtdypova
Oumg, givan e€loov onuavtikd yio éva véo GTOUO
va €xel AOYo og (ntpato Tov agopovy T (mn
Kat TV vyeia tov, kabmg Kot va Exel Tpodcfaon
€ 10TPIKEG LANPECiEC OMOTE €KEIVO TO Kpivel
avaykaio™. Agv Oa mpénel eEdhiov va Eeyvape
O0Tl, oOUPOVO HE TO OWAYHOTA TNG KOWNG
neipag, moAlol avilkor Oa  dictalav va
{nmoovv vmnpeciec vyelag, axpiPdg emedn
oV 0An dadikacio Bo Empene vo EUTAOKOVV Ol
YOVEIG TOovG.

2OUPOVa 1E TO d6p6p0 12 map. 2 mep. B’
vronepintwon oo’ KIA®® xat ue 1o apbpo 6 mop.
2 e TopPaong tov OPEdo?’, ot yoveic eivar
avtol mov oamoeacilovv Yo tatpwd InTrnota
OV OPOPOVV TaL TTOUdLE TOVG, LLE TO OKETTIKO OTL
Ol  OVAAMKOL GTEPOVVIOL TNG  OmOPaiTNING
eumelpiog Kol KPITIKNG KAvOTNTAG Yo T ANYN
amoeacewv mpw TNV evnukioon tovg. H
KOVOTNTA Y10 CUVOIVEGT] GUVOEETOL GUVETMG LE

nepAappavel v entpéleld TOV TPOCOTOL, TN SloiknoM
NG TEPLOVGING KOl TNV EKTPOCAOTNGCT TOV TEKVOV G KAOe
vroBeon N dikaompoio 1 dikn, TOV APOPOHYV TO TPOGHOTO
N Vv meplovcia tov.»

2 Avtoc eEGAOY givan kat 0 AdYoC Yl Tov omoio evvid
nolteieg T@v Hvopévov Tolteidv Apepikng enttpénovv
Kot og aviiikeg v mpdcsPaocn oe peBddovg emeiyovsog
avTiIcOAANYMG Yopig wTtpkn ocvvtoyn. o mepiocdtepa,
BA. Rocca CH, Schwarz EB, Stewart FH, Darney PD,
Raine TR, Harper CC. Beyond access: Acceptability, use,
and nonuse of emergency contraception among young
women. American Journal of Obstetrics & Gynecology
2007, 196(1):29.e1-6.

% «Av 0 aoBevig eivar avilikog, 1 cuvaiveon didetat
amd OVTOVG TOV ACKOVV TN YOVIKN UEPYLVO 1 €(OVV TNV
empéretd tov. Aappdvetat, Op®c, vIdYn Kot 1 YVOUN
TOV, EPOGOV O OVIALKOG, KATA TNV KPioMN TOL 10Tpov, £XEL
™V NMAIKWOKY, TVELHOTIKH Kol oLVOlsOnpoTikn
OPOHTNTO VO KATOVOT|GEL TNV KATAGTOOT TG VYELOS TOV,
TO TEPLEXOUEVO TNG LOTPIKNG TPAENG KOl TIG CUVETELES )
TO OMOTEAEGLLOTA 1] TOVG KIVOVVOLGS TNG TPAENS oOTNSY.

7T (ZT1C TEPMTAOGELS IOV, GOUPOVOL LLE TO VOLO, O OVAAKOC
dev 0100éTEL TV IKAVATNTO VO CUVOIVESEL G ETEPPAOT, M
enépPaon emrpémeTon LOvo KOTOMY €££0VG1000TNONG TOV
OVIUTPOOMOTOV TOV 1 TOV OPYOV 1 TOV TPOCAHTOV 1
oOUOTOC oV TpoPAénetal amd to vopo. H yvoun tov
avniikov Bo  Aaufdvetor vwoyn cav  avEavouevog
kafoplotikdc mapdyovtag o€ avaroyio pe TV nikio Kot
70 BaBpd OPOTNTOG TOVY.
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MV wKovoTnTo Yoo dkonomposion Kot dgv
e€aptdrTor omd TV IKavOTNTA TOL Vo ovTIANEOEl
Vv voco/Katdotact kot v Oepaneio v omoia
TOL TPOTEIVEL O Y1ATPOS TOV KATA TOV YPOVO GTOV
omoilo emyepeital n TpKy TPAEN. Avty 1
opoAoyovuévag atvyng pvbuion tov KIA eivar
€EQLPETIKA TEPLOPLOTIKN «Y10L MPYLOVS AVNATKOVG
o€ OYE0M LE OMOPACELS YO WTPIKEG TPAEELC. ..
pe 1alovta TPoowTIKO Xapamﬁpa»ZS, Om®G M
TEXVNTN Ol0KOTY| TNG KONONG N Kol To avtibeto,
onAadn M ouvvéyon pog €yKLHOoLVNG KOl T
amOKTNON TEKVOL amd pio aviAkn nAkiog 15-18
etov. Koatd v amoyn pog, m wovotnrta
ovvaiveong Tov  ovnAikov  egivon  {Tnua
TpoyHoTikod, to omoio Oa mpémel va e€etaletan in
concreto, kGtw omd TG ekdotote 1OWHTEPES
ocuvOnkeg. Q¢ ek TOLTOVL, KOL O TEPLOPIGUEVA
OKAOTPOKTIKA 1KOvOS aviAlkog Bo émpeme va
gxet ™V wavdétTao, vo  ODoEL  £yKvupa TN
GLVOIVEGT] TOV GTNV TPOTEWVOUEVT OO TO YOTPO
TOV Osp(msi(ng.

‘Eva (o mov mopovctdlel evolapépov
glval avtd oV Eyyopov aviitkov. Oa mpémel va
VTLAPYEL 1| GLVAIVEST] TV YOVEMV TOV, OGTE VO
nmpoPel o ywTpog omv avaykaio Oepomeia; De
lege ferenda, n omdvinon eivon apvnrikny. To
apBpo 137 AK opiler 6t1 0 éyyopog oviikog
«umopel  va  emyyepel  povog  Tov  kéOe
dwoatompoéio amapaitntn yo vo covinpel 1 va
Bektidver Vv mepovcic Tov 1 Yo va
avTILETOTILEL TIC AVAYKES TNG TPOCMOTIKNG TOV
CLUVTNPNONG KOl ekmaidevomng, KabdG Kot Tig
TPEYOLOEG avAYKES NG Owoyéveldg tovy. H
dwpnon g vyelag Tov pmopel kKdAMGTO VoL
eviayfel oty €vvoln NG TPOCOTIKNG TOL
GUVTNPNONG KOL G &V TOVTOL O EYYOLOG
avnAkog Oa mpémetl va amopacilel pdvog Tov yio
TIG WwIpkég mpdéelg otig omoieg Ba vwoPinbet,
YOPIg VO amoLTEITOL 1] GVVOIVEST] TOV YOVEWDYV TOV
YL aVTEG. AVTO dNUIOVPYEL TPAKTIKMG GLVOTKES
avicOTNTOG UETOED TOV E£YYOU®V KOl OyOU®V
avilk@v mov  £xovv  cvumiAnpmosr to  15°
TOLAGYLGTOV £TOG.

%8 Dovviedan A. Onag mapomdve (6.1.): 25.

2 T Toug TAPOS aViKOVOG SIKALOTPAKTIKG, AVAAKOVC
(Ao, Tovg acbeveig kKdtw Twv 10 eTdV) dev TiBeTA TETO10
Omua, kabdg ek TOV TPAYHATOV TO KPS TNG MAKING
TOVG OMOKAEIEL TNV TVELUATIKT OPLLOTNTA VO ovTIANQOOHY
™V VvOG0/ KOTAGTOON TOVG KOL VO GLVAIVEGOUV OTNV
TPOTEWVOLEVT Y10l AVTHV Bepameio.
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INvetar Kotavontd Ot1, 0tV Ogv LEAPYEL
SlpOVio avAPESH GTOV AVAALIKO Kol TOVG YOVEIG
TOV, dgv LITAPYEL KavEVH TPOPANUA oTNV TEAEOT
™G WITPKNG Tpdéng amd to yiatpod. Tldg mpénet
OUmG vo TpdEel 0 ylouTpodg OTOV GLVOLVOLV Ol
YOVeic Tov avniikov, TANV OUMOC 0 AVAAIKOG, O

omoiog  éxet  evnuepwbel  kaTOAANAO Kot
aviiopupdvetor  mARpoc 1 0éom 1OV,
EVOVTIOVETOL  OTNV  0TPIK]  TPAEN - &V

TPOKEWEV®, GTNV TEXVNTH O0KOTY| TNG KONONG -
1 Kot TO avTiGTPOQO;

VI. To {ftnpo ™6 ovvaivesng TS OVIIAKIG
£YKVOV

Avo elvar ot mOavEG TPOPANUOTIKES
TEPIMTMOGEIS TOV OYETILOVTOL LLE TNV GLVOIVEST
™G AVNAIKNG €YKOOL GTNV TEXVNTN O10KOT TNG
KONong (ektdg ™¢ vobeong mov amotéAece 1O
EVOLGUO  yloL TN OLYYPAPN NG ToPovGOS

dnpocigvuong):
Im  oavidwn  Swkopiletor  petd  omd
TPOVUOTICUO  GE  KATAGTACY  EAAEWYTG
cvovetdnong kor  dpa  advvatel  va

ocvvawvéoel. H dwakomq g kdnong elvar
aropaitnm) vy va cmbel n {on g, ot
YOVEIC TNG OUW®G OEV GLVOLVOVY
Il.o1 yoveig g aviAikng v BpnokevTikovg
N KOW®VIKOUG Adyovg oapvodvtal N
emBopodv v téheon g eméuPaong, o
avtifeon pe v tpodheomn g aviAIKNg
Ocov agopd v mepintoon (1), n Avon
tov TpoPAnuatoc eivor amAr. Pntd opiler 1o
GpOpo 304 nap.4 nep.y’ IIK Ot aipetar o ddwog
XOPOKTNPAG NG TELVNTNG SLOKOTAG TG KONONG
v «OTAPYEL avamdTPENTOG Kivouvog yia ) {on
™G €yKOov M kivduvog cofapng kol SlopKovg
BAAPNG ™G COMOTIKNAG 1N YUXIKNG vyeiag TNO».
Avtd opeidetar oto Ott M (N TtOvL EUPpvov
Bewpeitar ©g évvopo ayabd pikpotepng aiog
and ™ Con ™ €yKOOL €V TMPOKEWEV®, UE
OTOTEAEGHOL VO SIKALOAOYEITOL 1) TPOGPOAT] TOV
VIO TG OVLYKEKPIWEVEG TEPIOTACELS. XTNV
TEPIMTO®ON VTN, O Y1Tpol Bal TaPUKALYOLY TIG
OVTIPPNOEL, TOV YOVE®V, UE VOHOOETIKO

30 . . , ,
Eviewtikd avagépetor 1 yveotn vrdbeon  Tov

«MaoT TaTéPay, OTOL 0 YOVIOS, HAapTVpaG Tov lexmpPa,
apviotav yuo. OpnokevTikoVg AOYOUg VoL GUVOLIVEGEL GTNV
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épetopa 1o apbpo 12 map. 3 mep. v KIA, ko Oa
npoPoliv oe khGbe avaykoio €vépyslo Yo v
ocmcovv ™ Lo ¢ avilikng. Ev mpokepévo, 1
avaykoio evépyelo dgv givor GAAN oamd v
TEYVNTH SloKOTN TG KONOMG.

H nepintoon (I1) eivon o ocvvBe kot dev
umopet va amavinOei yopic va Adpovpe v’ Oyiv
OAOVG TOVG TOPAYOVIEC TOL OVOPEPOLE TPLV.
YrevOopuilovtdg TOUg GULVOTTIKA: O OVIAIKOG
acBeViIC cOP®OS Ko UTOPEL VO EKQEPEL TN YVOUN
TOV - N omoia Aappdvetar v’ Oy - 6oV aPopd
oe (mmuato  ™¢ vyelag  TOL, €QOGOV
avTIAaUPAvETOL KOl KOTAVOEL TNV KATAGTOGT TOV
Kol TIG emAoyég Oepameiag mov €xel, HETE Amd
™MV KatdAAnAn  evnuépwon. EmmpocHitmg,
Kapio vvoun ta&n dev Umopel vo VToYPEDVEL LE
v anellr] enayfodg movng pia yovaika - TOAA®D
0g HAALOV po OVAALKT] - Vo LeYOAMGEL £va TTondl
T0 omoio dev 1o embupel. o vo emexteivoupe
TAPOTAV® TOLG TPOPANUATIGHOVS poc, T Oo
TPEMEL VAL YIVEL OV 1] EYKVUOGHV TNG OVIAIKNG
elvar amotéhespo Praspod amd tov yovéa g, O
omolog apveiTal va SMGEL TN GLVOLIVEST] TOV GTNV
TeEXVNT Olakomn tng kumong; Edv ot yoveig
eEavayKaoouy TNV OVIAMKN Vo YEVVIGEL KOl VOl
peyokooet éva appwoto moudl N éva moudi-
arotéAecpa  Placpod, KATL ©TO  OmOi0  pua
EVIIAIKN 0ev Bol LIOYPE®VOVTOV TOTE, YTl M
televtaio Bo elye v emhoyn ™G TEQVNTNG
dwakomng ¢ kimong; Edv ot yovelg apvovvran
™V TEYVNTH O0KOTY TNG KLUNONG VTOKOVOVTOG
0€ TPOCHOTIKES TOVG OVTIANYELS, TIG OTOlEG OUM®G
dev evotepviletor n aviakn; 'H axopa edv
OVIAALKT EMUEVEL GT) GUVEYLOT TNG KUNGNS Y®PIS
vo.  ovvewdnronolel T cofapdtnro KOl TIC
GULVETELEG TNG EMAOYNG TNG;

Kopio €ykvoc, axdpa kot aviAikm, oev
TPEMEL VO VTTOYPEDVETOL VO OAOKANPDOGEL 1} VoL
OlkOYEL VOO, TNV KONGN NG Yopig Vv
0éAnon g, aveCapTOg Omd TIG TEPIOTACELS
vt TIC omoieg emNABE N GOAANYN TOL squl')ou?’l.

avaykaio yo TV enPioon Tov VEOYEVYNTOL OIS0 TOL
OQOIUOEOUETAYYION, HE OMOTEAESHO TO OAvoTOo TOL
veoyvol (Zvppodio  TTAnpuerelodikdv Oecoalovikng
161/1970).

31 Avth 1 mapbuetpoc £xet Anedel v’ oy ot apkeTéc
Eéveg €vvopeg TAEEIG. AVaQEPOVTOL EVOEIKTIKA 1) YOAMKN
évvoun 1aEN, 6mov M avnlkn pmopel vo vmoPindel oe
TeXVNT dakomy g kONong yopic tn ocvvaiveon Ttov
yovémv NG, apkel va ocvvodedeton otnv enéuPacn omod
évav eviilika O1kng g emhoyng (4pbBpo 5 tov v. 508 g
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H &&dptnon g cvvaiveong g eykvov amd
CUUG®VI] YVOUN TOV YOVEWV NG TapaPalel To
OOAVTO OIKOUMUO TNG EYKVOV, ®OC POPEN TOV
oVOTNPE  TPOCMOTOTAYOVS  OIKOLDOUOTOS OTNV
TPOCHOTIKOTNTA TS, Vo AdPel  amoPaocelg
OYETIKEG LE TO EUPPLO TOL KLOPOPEL, KaODS Kot
T0 0KATOAVTO dkaioud g otV avanapazmyﬁ
Kol 0TV avtodldfeon Tov cOUATOG rngg. O
yoveig dnhadn| dev Exovv dkaimpa va emBdiovy
oTNV AVNAIKT KATL ToV 1) 10100 0V TO emBupel Ko
N uetald tovg Sweovia OBo mpémer gite vo
EUTOOIcEL €ite VO OPOUOAOYNGEL TNV TEAECT] TNG
TEYVNTNG dtokomng g kKomong. Edv n fovinon
™G OVAMKNG  &ykvov  mapoakouedel Kot
vroPAnOel pe 1t Plo o TeXVNTY SloKom TNG
KONoNG, o ywtpog Bo €yl teléoel to EykAnpuo
tov 304 map. 1, evd n mpaén v yovéwv Ha
UTOPOVGE VO YOPaKTNPIoTEL ¢ NN avTovpyio
oe oy, kabng «ue mpdeon mpokAAEcaV GE
AoV (ev TpoKeWEVED GTO Y1TPO) VO EKTEAECEL
mv 6o1kn Tpdén mov 81énpa§8»33.

Awmotdvel Kaveic 0Tt To VopoBeTikd kevod
o€ 0T TNV TEpinTwon sivon €vtovo kol pmopel
vao onmpovpyncel cofapd  mpoPAnpate otV
mpdén. Mio mpdtaomn vy v Adon  TOL
npofAnpatog Ba MtV N TPOMOMOINGT TOL
woyvovIog  volkoh — mAouciov  ®oTE Vo
aviikatootafel  to  woyvov  Oplo  mAkiog
ocvvaiveong tov 18 etov and avtd tov 15 etodv
vy OAEG TIG 10TPIKEG TPAEELS Ko Yo KABe €100g
VINPECUDY vyelag ano OTO10ONTOTE
emoyyeApatioo  vysiog, €pOCOV 0 OVAKOG
Kkpivetar in  concreto  wovog va  mapéxet
cuvaiveon yopig va  etvor  omapoitnn 1
EVNUEP®OT KOV 1] 1] COLP®VT] YVOUTN TOV YOVEDV
N kNoeudvov tov. H emdoyr tov cuykekpévon
opiov oV mepinTmon g EAANVIKNG vopobesiog
€xel v, KAveL pe 1o 0Tt autd glvar To 0plo nhkiog
™G 6e£0VOAIKTG GuvaiveonS aAAd Kot To Oplo
nAkiag oto omoio €évag €opnPoc pmopel va

4ng TovAiov 2001) ko n covndikn €vvoun TaEN, OTOL 1M
texvnt Swakomy Tng kdnong emurpénetar mg tnv 18"
ePoopada, xwpig vo yiverol S1AKPIoN AVANESO GE EVAAIKES
kow  ovAilikeg  yuvoikeg  (section 1 tng  Svensk
forfattningssamling 595/1974).

TlNo mepocodtepa, PA. Mmeoila-Makpion E. H
cuvtaypatikny mpoPAnpoatiky g aufioong. Avt. N.
Yaxkkoviog 1992: 89-91.

% ApBpo 46 mop. 1 edapio o TIK.
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gykatodeiyel 10 oyoheio® kot pmopel vmod
npovmobéaelg va apyicel va apydCata135. o v
EPOPLOYN TETOL®V GAANYDV OTOLTEITOL PUOIKA 1)
TPOTOMOINo™M TV CYETIKOV ApBpwv Tov AK Kot
[IK, 6émwg xon tov KIA, ko kpiveton amapaitnt
N Béomion cvykeEKPEVOVY Kprtnpiov avaioywv
pe avtd mov woyvovv oto Hvopévo Baoilelo
AVOQOPIKA HE TNV KOVOTNTO TOL OVAAIKOVL Vo
mopeyel  ovvaiveon. Ta  xpunpuwr  ovtd
kaBopiomkav pe v amodeaon Gillick v West
Norfolk and Wisbech AHA ¢ 17ng
OKrmei01)198536 Kol mepthapPavouy v
Kotavonon €K HEPOVE TOL  OVNAIKOL NG
KOTAoTOONG OTnV omoio PpiokeTon Kol TV
GUVETEL®V TNG EMAOYNG TOL, KOOMG Kot TN pNTN|
EKQpooT ToV eEmBLILOVY TOV™ .

H ovotépo mpdtaon sivar  apketd
plloomactikn Kot givor mbBoavod vo pnv elvan
OPWN 1N EAMANVIKY Kowvmvia, Vo aVTIILETOTICEL
1660 puikés aAlayég, ovte va embBouel n
vopoBetikn e€ovsia vo mpoPel oe 1000 gupeieg
aALayéG TOV 1GYVOVTOS VopoBeTikoy TAaiGiov.
E&dAlov, vedtepa  gpevuvnTikd  dedopéva
dglyvouv OTL 01 TEPLOYEG TOL EYKEPAAOL TOV
oyetilovion pE TNV KPITIKN OKEYN KOl TN
duvatodHTNTO AYNG amoPAce®V™ dev wpudlovv

% ApBpo 2 mop.3 tov v. 1566/1985: «H goitnon sivon
VIOYPEMTIKT) OTO ONUOTIKO OYOAEIOD KoL GTO YLUVAGLO,
epocov o padntg dev €xel vmepPel 10 160 £€10G TG
nAiog Tov. Omolog €xel TV EMUELELD TOV TPOGMTOV TOL
avnAlkov Kot TOPOAEITEL TV EYYPAPT| 1| TNV ENOTTEIR TOV
®G TPOG TN Poitnon Topeital cupeova pe 10 dpbpo 458
tov [owwkov Kddwkay.

%136 AK: «O aviMKog OV GUUTARPOGE TO SEKOTO
méunto €tog Mmopel, pe TN YEVIKY ouvvaiveon Tov
TPOCON®V OV OOKOLV TNV EMUEAELDL TOV, VO GUVAWYEL
obuPacn epyocioag ®¢ epyalduevos. Av dev divetar 1
ovvaiveot), amo@ocilel To SIKAGTAPLO VOTEPA OO AiTNoM
TOV OVNAIKOLY.

% AwBéoyn oTOoV VIEPGUVOECLLO
http://www.bailii.org/uk/cases/UKHL/1985/7.html.

¥ T oyohaopd g amdeoong, Br. Foreman D.M. The
family rule: a framework for obtaining ethical consent for
medical interventions from children. Journal of Medical
Ethics 1999, 25: 491-496, Moreton K. Gillick reinstated:
Judging mid-childhood competence in healthcare law: AN
NHS Trust v. ABC & A Local Authority [2014] EWHC
1445 (Fam). Medical Law Review 2015, 23 (2): 303-314.
TNo 10 {fmpo tov ovuEépoviog Tov aviikov, PA.
Kopelman L. Make Her a Virgin Again: When Medical
Disputes about Minors are Cultural Clashes. Journal of
Medicine and Philosophy 2014, 39: 8-25.

% Giedd JN. Structural magnetic resonance imaging of the
adolescent brain. Annals New York Academy of Sciences
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TIPS TP T cvpmAfpmon tov 20°°-25% g
nMxkiog kot cvvenmg eivar mhoavo ot Epnpor va
aropacilovv Bacioiévol 6 TAPOPUNGELS Kot OYL
HETA omd AOykn Kol Kprtikny Oedpnorn tov
dedopEVDV.

Eéattioag tov avotépm mpoteivetor m
dTnpnon tov 1oxHOVTOG VOUIKOD TANIGIOV TO
omel v TEYVNTN OlOKOMY KONONG Yo TIG
aVAAIKEG KATO Tov 15 €1dv kot 1 €l00ymOYN
€101KNG TPOPAEYNS Yo T aviAkeg NAkiag 15-
18 etwv pe  OesopobBétnon g dvvatdTNTOG
mpooLYNg o€ Tpyel] Emupon Emilvong
Awpopov tov v. 1609/1986. H emtponn
TPOTEIVETAL VO GLUGTNVETAL OVEL TEPLPEPELD. KO
va amoptiletor amd Eumelpovg 101kovs (101K
LOLEVTNPO-YUVOKOADYO, €00  yuylatpo 1
€0IKO  KOWMVIKNG 10TPIKNG KOl  KOTOAANAQ
EKTTALOEVUEVO VIOAANAO TNG TEPLPEPELNG LE
1310TNTO VOLIKOD 1} KOWV®OVIOAOGYOL 1] KOWV®VIKOD
Aertovpyov). Katd v dnoyn tov cuyypaginv,
n Emuponmn avt) Oo mpémer va emiopPdveron
TOV  TEPWTOGE®V ONMOV 1N €YKLOG  EXEL
ocuumANpOocel T 15 g £t kot dpa Exel ETAGEL
omv NAkia ¢ ceEovalkng cuvaiveong Kot
exepalel dmoyn yo v £KPacn g Kunong g
OWPOPETIKY OO VLT TOV YOVE®V 1TNG, N
TEPWTAOGE®V TIG 0MOleg emMBLUEL VO TOPATELYEL
0 Bepdmmv 1aTpdc, Yot 0ev asBdveTon Giyovpog
®G TPOG TNV  TOPEYOUEVN] CLVOIVESN NG
aVIMKNG €YKLOL KAV 1 TOV YOVEQV NG, OTOV
TPOKELTOL Yoo OViIMKEG €ykvovc. BOa  eivan
xprowo opwg pio térol Emrpomn va egetalet
omowdNmote mepintmwon  oyetiletor  pe Vv

2004, 1021:77-81, Thompson PM, Giedd JN, Woods RP,
et al (et alii). Growth patterns in the developing brain
detected by using continuum mechanical tensor maps.
Nature 2000, 404 (6774):190-193, Sowell ER, Thompson
PM, Holmes CJ, et al. In vivo evidence for post-adolescent
brain maturation in frontal and striatal regions. Nature
NeuroScience 1999, 2(10):859-861, National Institute of
Mental Health. The Teen Brain: Still Under Construction
(Swbéoro ooV VIEPGVVOECLO
http://www.nimh.nih.gov/health/publications/the-teen-
brain-still-under-
construction/index.shtml?utm_source=LifeSiteNews.com+
Daily+Newsletter&utm_campaign=2c0fa9560b-
LifeSiteNews_com_Intl_Full_Text_12_18 2012) Ko
Giedd, JN. The teen brain: Primed to learn, primed to take
risks. The Dana Foundation Web site (siabéoo otov
VIEPGVVOECLLO
https://www.dana.org/news/cerebrum/detail.aspx?id=1962
0).
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TEYVNTA OKOT] KOMOMG OV Umopel va eyeipet
VOLUKQ, oTpikd 1 nOwa Bépata aoytmg nAkiog
mg eykvov. Ovtwg M GAA®G, KABe yvvaika,
avAMKn 1N evilkn, 1N omoio  Ppioketan
OVTIHETON HE TO €VOEYOUEVO NG TEXVNTNG
SlKomng TG KOMong  €xel avAykn  amo
evnuépmon, Kobog kot omd MmO kot
ocuvvalcOnuatiky otpién ko n Emrponmn 6Oo
voypeovTal vo. TV mopéxel | va eEaceaiilet
™V TPOGPaon TG EYKVOL G€ KATAAANAES dOUEG.
't avtd e&dhAov kol 6To EEMTEPIKO 1 TPAKTIKY
™G OLUPOVAELTIKNG TNG €YKLOL akoAlovbeiTat
€00 KO TOAAGL YpoOVIOL.

[Tpopavmg n Becpobétnon g Emtponng
OgV €PYETOL VO VTTOKOTAGTIOEL 1} VO TEPLOPIGEL TO
dwaiopa doknong yovikng pépiuvag oAAd va
eEaopaAioel 0TL Ol amoPAGEIS AapuPdavoviol pe
YVOUOVO, TO BEATIOTO GUUPEPOV TOV OVHALKOL
Kot T0 6Tl 0 aVHAKOG dKaoVTOL GERAGUO OTNV
ALTOVOUIO TOV Kot VO OLOPLAATTEL TN GOUOTIKY|
TOV OKEPOATNTA, YOPIG OUMS VO KOTAADOVTOL Ol
owoyevelakol dgspol, OTov avtd eivan Sovar6®.
H mpooguyn 6e avtov tov tHmOL TN dotncio
OMOTPEMEL KATO TNV AmOYN HOG TNV OVOYKN
TPOGPLYNG OTN  OKOOGUV, KATL TO Omoio
UTOpEL LOKPOYPOVIL VO ETLPEPEL CTLOVTIKES KOl
dvopeveic  OoAAAYEC  OTIC  EVOOOIKOYEVELOKES
GYECELG TV TPOGPEVYOVIMV.

H obYotaon tg Emutponng mpoteiveton
emmAéov ®¢ N mAEov tavtatn Avor, kabmg M
amOVOUN OKOOGUVNG OTn  YOpo pHog  elval
wwitepn apyn. Oa cvvedpldlel o gfdopadiaio
N oexamevOnuepn Pdomn (pe vowkn mapovcio N
TNAEOIAGKEYT)), EPOCOV VILAPYEL AVAYKN, Kol Ba
e€etalel 10 OLVOAD TV TEPWTOCEDV OV
eBoopada/ dekamevOnuepo. ‘Epyo g Ba elvar va
Kpivel kotd mOGOo 1 GTAGT TNG OVIAMKNG EYKVOV
elvar amotédespo dpung okéyng kot oyt AoV
TOPAYOVIWOV, OTWG Ol OPLLOVIKEG OVOTOPOYES TTOV
EMPEPEL M EYKLHOCHVN 1] 0 POPOS TNG OMEVOVTL
6T0  &vogyduevo Mg pnTpdtnTag, oV
cvvewdntonotel o Pépog ¢ amdeacns mov Ha
AdPel kol To av eivar KoTdAANAO Kot TAP®G
EVIUEPMUEVT] Y10 TIC GUVETEIES TNG raksuwiag“.

¥ ' teprocotepa, PA. Mresila-Moakpidn, 6.m.: 91.

‘0 B\. Moreton, 6.7

* T vo Swmiotodel avtd, 1 Enpony Oa mpémet vo
e€etalel Katd mOG0 1M AVIAMKN EIVOL GUVELINTOTOMUEVT OG
TPOG TO KOGTOG KOl TI PPOVTION OV OTOLTEL 1| COUOTIKN
Kol YoyKn vyelo €vOg maidlov, Tovg TPOMOVG HE TOVG
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Oa mapéyet €0Kd Evromo aitnong Yo VTOPoAN
o€ TEYVNTN OlOKOTN KVUMOMG Kol cuvaiveong (ta
omoio.  mOPEUTTTOVTI®OG — TPOTEIVOLHE VO
OeopobetBobv ¢ vmoype®TIKE Yoo OAEC TIC
TEYVNTES OLKOTES KUNONG, 0oYETMG NAKING TG
€YKOoVL, ®ote va eEocpaAiletor 1 THpNon Kol
opbn  epoapuoyn TOL  1GYVLOVIOS  VOUIKOD
mAociov) Ko o emdvel dlapopéc o1 omoieg Oa
TPOKVITOVY PETA OO OUTNOT OO0V £XEL EVVOUO
ovueépov. Katd kavova oniadn tov Bepdmovra
0Tpov, TV yovémv (evdg M kol Tov 0600) 1
OOKOOVI®OV TNV EMPEAEI 1N NG  OVHMKNG

€YKVOV.
Kabe oavrtippnon to0v  yovéov  Ba
KOTOYPAPETAL OTOL  TPOKTIKA 1TNG €KACTOTE

TEPIMTOONG, TPOKEWEVOL va glvar €OKOAN 1
anddeln tovg, ov mapaotel avdykn, evod 1
£ykvog Ba vToYpAPEL GYETIKO EVTLTO GLVOIVESTG
n ©Ow™”. Ta évioma avtd Oa mopapévovv oto
apyelo v ewoocaetia, c'()gt(pcova pe ta oca
opilovton oto 14.4P KIA®. H andeacn g
enmutpomnc Oa vmokabiotd T ovvaiveon TV
yovéwv kot Ba amopaiveTat yio T cuvE ion 1 Oyt
mg Kumomg, e&ved  Ba  vmapyer  dvvatdnTa
e&étaong g oe devTepo Pabud oto Ymovpyeio
Yyelag, n omoia Ba anaptieton eniong and tpia
HEAN  (E01KO  LOUELTHPO-YLVOIKOADYO, E101KO
yuylatpo kot dwkaotn). Avdioyo cvotnuo
Aertovpyel pe emrvyio ot Aavia, cOUPOVA pE
o KepAhiona 2 kot 3 Tov vopov 350 g 13ng
Iovviov 1973, mepl terVMTAg OKOTNG NG
m')ncng44. Me tov 1poémo owtd, T0G0 1M OVIHAIKNY

omoiovg Ba. To cvvmpel kol T pPEBOdO aVATPOPNG TOV.
Mopddinio Bo mpémel vo TNV  EVNUEPADVEL Yo TIG
dvokorieg mov Ba ovTYETOTIGEL OTIC TUXOV UEAAOVTIKEG
OTOVOEC NG KOl OTIS HETEMEITO  JOMPOCHOTIKEG  TNG
oyéoelg, kabdg Kol vo. EQPIOTA TNV TPOGOYN TNG GTOVG
AOYovg avtiBeong TV yové@v G otnv amdeacn Tng,
tovifovtdg tng mapdAinia 6Tt ovtol ovolaotikd Oa
avalapouv v avatpoen Tov AOY® NG NAKING TG.

2 Me 10 épyo owtd (KaBHKOV SWTHPNONG TPAKTIKGV,
apyelov Kot TapaAaPng TOV CYETIKOV otnoemVv) Ba eivat
EMPOPTICUEVOG  SOIKNTIKOG VTAAANAOG, o omoiog Oa
vrootnpilel Ty enttpomn ywpic dikaiopa yeov.

«H vrmoypéwon Stipnong Tov 10TPIKOV  opyEimv
WOYVEL 0) OTO OIOTIKG 1Tpeio. Kot TIG AOUTEG HOVEADES
TPOTOPAOOG PpovTIONG VYELNG TOV WOIMTIKOV TOUED, Yiol
pio dekaetio amd v teEAevTOaio emiokeyn Tov achevn Kot
B) oe kdBe GAAN mepimTwoN, Yoo pio EIKOGOETION OO TNV
televtaio enickeyn Tov acHevny.

* http://cyber.law.harvard.edu/population/abortion/
Denmark.abo.htm.
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Ba pmopel va AdPet tn oxeTikn amdeacn yuo T
CUVEXEWL N TN OKOT NG kKunong 66o 10
duvatév mo  elebbepa, evd mopdAinio Oa
dtc@arileTon 1 oTPIEN TG OTN AP oG TOGO
ONUOVTIKNG amO@aong yia T Lo e.

VI. Zopnepdopata

oumepacpuatikd, — umopel
KataAnEel oTic akolovbeg Béaelc:

.Ta v eAAnvikn vopoBeoia, ot aviAikot
€UV TEPLOPICUEVN OIKOLOTIPOKTIKT
KOVOTNTO, UE OMOTEAEGLLOL VO, OTTOLTEITOL ™)
ouvaiveon TV YOVE®V Tovg oto (nTipata
TOL APOPOVV TNV VYElD TOLS. XT0 {NTNUHO
™G TEYVNTNG OKOTNG NG KOMOMG €V
TPOKEWWEV®, omatteital, €kTtOg omd v
cvvaiveon g €yKOOVL, KOl 1 cvvaiveon
TOV €VOG TOVAJYIOTOV Yové 1| KNnoepova
mg.

I.LH ocvvaiveon tov acOeviy amotehel évav
amd T0Vg  PactkdTEPOLS  KOVOVES  TNG
0TPIKNG OEOVTOAOYING KOl VOUOTOMTIKO
opo kéBe 1otpkng mpaEng. Ilpoxettan yio
pio £€Koavon TOL avapaipeTov
dwaropatog  kdbe  avBpomov oty
TPOCOTIKOTNTO KOl, OC €K TOVTOV, TAPA
v avtifetn 0éon tov KIA, dev mpénet va
eCaptdton M vo  tovtileton  pe Vv
OIKOLOTPOKTIKY| wKavotra K60
npoc®nov. Tovvavtiov, N KavotnTo KAOE
TPooOTOV Yo cvvaiveorn eivor {fTnua
TPAYUOTIKO KOl TPEMEL VO KpiveTol KAOe
eopd in concreto, avaloyo pe TV
wKavotNTo.  ToLv  gkdotote  aocBevny  va
avTiAneBel ™ onuocion Kot TIC GUVETELEG
™G WIPKNG mpdéng otnv omoia KaAeiton
vo anopoacicet av Bo vmoPAndel N OxL.
Katéd ovvénelo, kavoétta ovvoiveong
TPENEL VO £XOVV KOt Ol avijALKol acBeveig,
ave€dptto amd TNV VOUIKE amottoOUevn
GLVOIVEST] TV YOVE®V TOVG.

IHLH amépaon piag €ykdov, aviMkng 1 un,
v to av Ba dtakdyel 1§ Gyt v KONon g
GLVOEETOL AUECO IE TO OIKOUMUE TG OTNV
aVaTOPOY®YN, g éKpavon OV
SIKOMOUOTOG TNG GTNV TPOSOTIKOTNTA TNG,
pe amotéAecpa ol yoveig voo unv pmopoHv
0o0TE Vo NG emPEAovy TV AmOEOCY| TOVG

Kovelg  va

- www.bioethics.gr
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00TE VO TOPEUTOOICOVY TNV OVAAIKN omd
0, TL ekelvn €xel amopacicet.

IV.Ze mepintoon cvykpovong g amo@aong
™G OVAAKNG  €yKObOL 7oL  EYEl
ocoumAnpocel 1o 15° étog pe avti tov
YOVE®V TNG, TN GLVOIVEST T®V YOVEWDV
UTOpEl VO VTOKOTOGTIGEL 1 YVOUATELGT
€01KNG EMTPOTNG, N omoia B peretd v
€KAOTOTE TEPinTmOT Kot Oa amopacilel
GLUVEYION N UN NG EYKLUOGVVNG, OOV
AaPet vméym TG TO OYETIKA pHE TNV
vdOeomn dedouéva, pe 1dwitepn RO
010 &eminedo @PUOTTOG NG OVAMKNG
€YKOOL KOl TI§ GLVOIGONUATIKEG, YOYIKEG
Kol  OWKOVOMKEG  duvordtnteg  Tg.
[Ipopavag 1 oteréymon g Emrponrg Oa
TPEMEL VAL YiveTal amd €101KOVG e eumelpiol
KAMVIKY, VOUK] 1 GAAN TétO100 OV VO
eCaocpoariler ™  AMyn  omopdoewv
OTPOKATAANTTO KOl OTOGTOGLOTOULLEVAL.
To {fmuo g teVNTC SOKOTNG TNG

KONoNG mapapével EAEYOV Kot 1O mOAVOTEPO
glval va unv vrdpéer moté oploTikny Avon Yo
avto. Q0T1060, AVTO TOV TAVTO TAPAAEITETOL OTN
oxetikn ovlnmon e&lvar to OTL M TEYVNTY
SlKOTY| TG KOMong amotelel TV TEAELTALN Kot
O OLGAPESTN EMAOYT] Yo pio £YKVO Kol ELOKA
yioo o ovidkn. Ov évvopeg Tl Aowmdv
opeilovv va mpoPodv ce OAa Ta péTpa mov Ba
HEWOOOVY OGO TO OLVOTOV TEPICCOTEPO  TIC
avemBOUNTEG EYKVUOOVVEG, OTMG TNV E1G0YMOYN

OV poonpotog ™mg 6€E0VOAIKNG
dwmadaymynong, v eievbepn mpocPaocr o€
LTPIKEG VAN PEGIES OLKOYEVELKOV
TPOYPOLUATIGHOD Kol TNV KOAvym NG

AVTIGVAANYNG amd TOVS OGPOAIGTIKOVS (POPELS.
[MapdAinia Ba mpémer vo  mopEYOLV  OTIG
TOMTIOEC TOVG, OVAMKEG KOl EVAMKES, TNV
dvvaTdTTo Yo ot GO TO SLVATOV O AVAOIVVI
Kol 0GQOAN dtaKom Khnong, péxpt n cvlnon
et Tov Bépotog v unv éxel mo Adyo Yvmapéng.
AlMwote, Onmg elye mel oe évav Adyo TOL O
mponv npoedpoc twv H.IT.A. Mmd KAivtov, «ot
EKTPMOELS OV TPEMEL VoL vl LOVO véytuag Kot
acpareis. [Tpémel va etvan ko omdvieg» .

* http://abortion.info/politics/presidents-and-abortion/bill-
clinton/.
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Evyapiotieg

Ot ovyypageig exepdlovv TG BeppoTepes TV
guyoploTidv  otov  Awknydpo kot Aéktopa NG
Nouwkng Xxolig AIl® Kaovotavtivo Xatinkoota
YW T  OUCWIOTIKEG KOl ETOLKOJOUNTUKES
TOPOTNPNCES TOV ML TOV TEMKOD KEWUEVOL 1TNG
TOPOVCAG EPYOCTOC.
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Talent as an unintentional agent

Konstantinos G. Papageorgiou, MSc

[« cconstantinoss@gmail.com
N

Summary

Unintentional exposure is a novel concept. No single person has coined the term. It mainly refers to
substances and activities affecting individuals without their consent — be it informed or not. In the
broader field of applied ethics in general, and of bioethics in particular, the scope of application
extends from nutrition (GM, functional food), to pollution (chemical-, air-, light-, noise-, radioactive
contamination etc.), climate change, embryo rights, drug side-effects (especially in regard to
chemotherapy), radiation (e.g. food), Permissible Exposure Limits, education and (bio-)terrorism. In
the discussion about talent and giftedness® there are two main approaches or schools of thought. On
one hand, talent is conceived as an exclusive agent, in that some individuals are born more capable
than others. On the other hand, a different school of thought advocates the modification of body and
mind of all individuals in order for them to achieve similar levels of high performance. In the first
case, individuals are bound to their nature, while in the latter instance they are prisoners of their
environment —two equivalent positions in terms of autonomy and freedom. The latter will be argued to
be the case; as a result, a connection with unintentional exposure will be established.

To TaAévto wg akoUGLOG MaPAyOoVTaG

Kwvotavtivog . Nanayswpyiou, MSc

Mepitnyn

2V Topovod PEAETY), OV JEPELVA TO {ATNUA TOV «TOAEVIOV» KOl «YOPICUOTIKOVY oTON®V, Ba
TOPOVCIACTOVV 01 dV0 Pacikotepeg oyoréc okéyneg. H pev mpdn vroompilel mwg 10 taAévio eivan
EYYEVEG YOPOKTNPIOTIKO TOV TPOCOA®V, VA 1 OEVTEPN TMS, OTNV TPOYUATIKOTNTO, OV VLITAPYEL
«TOAEVTO» —TOVAAYLETOV 0TO PBaBUo OV dEXETOL 1| TPMTN GYOAN OKEYNG, 1] Kot KABOAOV -, aAAG amAd Eva
KOW®VIKO KOTOOKEVOOLO, TPOKEWEVOL va. dtkatoloyndel n dwapopd oatdépmv 1 omoio opeileTon G€
eEOTEPIKOVE TOPAYOVTEG. ZTNV TPOTN TEPITTOON, T ATOUN BE®POVVTOUL TPOIKICUEVE, OO TN GVCT] TOLG
(M déopa g TEAEVTOING;), EVO OTN OEVTEPN OVTLETOMILOVTOL GOV «OYUAA®TO TOL TTEPPAALOVTOC
tovc. [lpoxertan yuo dVO0 HAAAOV 1600VVOUES KOTAGTAGES OGOV OQPOPA GTNV OVTOVOUID, KOl GTNV
elevbepia Tovg. Avt akpifmdg 1 0éom, Ba efetaotel £161 OOTE Vo amokaTooTadEl (o oYEon avapeESH
TNV aKoVowo £KBECT) EVOG TPOGAOTOV GE EMPPOES TOL TEPIPAALOVTOG Kol 6TV TPAYHATIKY emPBePainon

g vmapéng (eyyevoig 1 un) Tahévtov.

! In this context the terms “talent” and “giftedness” will be used interchangeably to signify the general state of being a priori
more capable in any skills, fields or expertise than a mean population.
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Introduction

The present article deals with talent in an
unusual manner: talented individuals haven't
chosen to be the carriers or hosts of any
exceptional ability. Either because they were
born with it or because their environment
projected the idea of talent on them, they
became the unintentional talent-operators. We
may take it for granted even, that they are
pleased with this “lottery ticket” — and not
succumb under the burden of responsibility.
Still, they remain exposed to talent, which,
under this interpretation, becomes an
unintentional, external agent.

The theoretical ramifications of the two
cases, i.e., talent as an either internal or
external agent, appear to be at least twofold.
One could indeed observe we grow hair, teeth
and nails (and unfortunately, tumors). Are we
unintentionally exposed to these then as well?
The whole debate of unintentional exposure
and consumption is about external influences,
not about our own inclinations and bodily
functions. However, after analyzing the
relevant terms, it will be shown both cases to
be reducible to just one, namely to talent seen
as an externally posed agent. From then on, the
consequences for autonomy, freedom and
rights will be discussed from a philosophical /
epistemological perspective.

The discussion addressing the talent
hypothesis (i.e. there is talent) is quite
extensive. It is impossible here, within the
confines of this article, to effectively expose
the whole debate. For this reason, the reader is
referred to the report the author has compiled
for the National Bioethics Commission of
Greece, by demand of the Ilatter
(Papageorgiou, 2014).

The discussion in regard to the talent
debate may be analytically broken down to:

1. Theory, Definitions, Empirical evidence.
2. Findings.

2.1 Motor & cognitive abilities.

2.2 Findings on jpf's.

3. Gene studies.

4. Motivation.

5. Environmental effects.

=L www.bioethics.gr
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6. Study of expertise.
7. Performance enhancing.

The former layout will be the guide
towards describing the scenery in this arena of
fierce debate.
and

1 Theory, definitions

evidence

empirical

Null Hypothesis 1:
e Ability, gift (< gitEDNESS) and talent
are three positive static abstract —

structural concepts, all constituting
necessary conditions —i.e. a priori
potentials,  prerequisites,  necessary

causes, initial settings etc.— definable in

some  appropriate imagined  or
conventionally ~ decided  biological,
psychological, social, cultural and

environmental contexts —also aptitude,
capability, capacity and any other term
to an analogous semantic effect in
common current language. In the
singular grammatical number, these
three concepts are progressively less
abstract and more concrete / structural,
descending from supersets towards
subsets. When put in the plural
grammatical  number,  these  set-
theoretical domains undergo partitions.
Capacity and giftedness are two
judgmental assessments of the above.
ADbIlitIES, giftS and talentS then become
partitioned subsets of trainable “special”
capacities contingent on control. From
abilities, given the next two predicates,
expertise arises.
How is superior performance achieved?
One may call the phenomenon of
exceptionally ~ skilled  individuals  the
explanandum. The explanation could be either
talent, proper practice (e.g. deliberate practice—
K. A. Ericsson, Krampe, & Tesch-Rémer,
1993), both of them or neither of them. The
nature vs. nurture debate is still raging.
Accepting talent as an inherent factor
already has serious ethical and methodological
complications. The talent hypothesis is based

MNartayswpyiou K. / Bionika 1(2) SentéuBpiog 2015
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on observations of highly skilled performers.
But are we entitled to argue in favor of the
talent hypothesis based on a posteriori
observations of performance? Or is this just
another expression of magical thinking?
(Helgadéttir, Menzies, & Einstein, 2012;
Papageorgiou, 2010; cf. pygmalion effect
Rhem, 1999; Wilson, 1984). Before
elaborating further on the matter, one should
present relevant definitions. Apart from a
“commodity that sells well (...) at least in the
Western world” (Dai, 2009, p. 38), what other
definitions about talent can be found in the
literature?

There are two crucial concepts amidst
the talent debate: talent and giftedness, which
will be used in this paper interchangeably.

e “Talent designates the outstanding
mastery of systematically developed
competencies (knowledge and skills) in at
least one field of human activity to a
degree that places an individual at least
among the top 10% of “learning peers”
(all those who have accumulated a similar
amount of learning time from either
current or past training)”.

e “Giftedness designates the possession and
use of untrained and spontaneously
expressed outstanding natural abilities or
aptitudes (called gifts), in at least one
ability domain, to a degree that places an
individual at least among the top 10% of
age peers”’(Gagne, 2009, pp. 157-158).

e “[A] prodigy is a child who, before the
age of 10 years, displays extraordinary
intellectual-creative performance and/or
achievements in any type of a real activity
(...). The difference between 'prodigy' and
'the very gifted' consists mainly in the age
boundary (i.e. 10 years)” (Shavinina,
2009, p. 233).

The former definitions are suffering
from basic epistemologic defects. For
example, they consider a phenomenon through
its appearance (telic cause) and not by its
necessary causes; in other words they define a
notion describing as substantial characteristics
the phenomenon itself (the outcome) and not
its pre-existing causes. Talent or giftedness
may rather be defined as the causes of

=L www.bioethics.gr
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outcomes. Moreover, according to van
Rossum and Pfeiffer, there is no consensus in
regard to the validity of the distinction
between talents and gifted individuals both in
theory and in practice (Pfeiffer, 2009; Rossum,
2009, p. 758).

The term talented may be used both
descriptively and explanatory. In the former
sense, in order to describe someone as a great
performer or, in the latter case, to explain the
very reason some individual came to become a
great performer (Dai, 2009, p. 40). Gagne
arguably presumes the same, as, according to
him, one may be talented in that he/she
demonstrates an outstanding mastery, or one
may be talented owing to belonging to a
statistical elite (10 % of population). Indeed,
being gifted or talented by virtue of surpassing
the 90 % of one's peers seems legitimate; a
remaining  question is  whether these
performance  differences are  normally
distributed, or else, if there is a gap between
the talented (or gifted) and the rest. Indeed
there is a continuum. One may not treat points
from a continuum as though elements of a set
based on a priori observation. It is purely a
matter of convention which part of the
continuum one chooses to extract and include
in the set, and it is highly questionable how
effectively this extraction can in fact be carried
out.

But what part of the so-called talent
hypothesis is of interest? As in Turing
machines, what is important is the product and
not the way it may be realized" — and a definite
product can be realized from considerably
different Turing machines where
{Cause}<={Result}, which is isomorphic to
(Cause—Result). By this approach, the study
of talent is indeed the study of expertise seen
from the machine's perspective, that is, the
human machine. Whatever talent is, the author
argues, is not of particular interest to society —
despite the claims to the contrary. What makes
a difference continues to be the outcome
(expertise), and talent by itself, perceived as a

! Multiple realization is a basic characteristic of Turing
machines.
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priori potential, is merely of academic
importance.
In general, theories of ability or

intelligence that espouse the existence of
definite innate traits are called entity or fixed
theories, against the incremental or malleable
theories that adopt an open view on the

people’s ability to change over time (Rattan,
Good, & Dweck, 2012).

2 Findings

2.1 Motor and cognitive abilities: findings in
elite individuals

Abilities, either cognitive or physical,
are the simplest analytical elements of skills.
For a list of abilities related to motor skills one
is referred to Schmidt & Wrisberg, 2008, p.
169, and for abilities such as the mathematical
ability to Geake, 2009, p. 268. Notions
discussed here (such as expertise, talent etc.)
are intelligible because people perceive
behavior reducible to such abilities. However,
if abilities do exist, are they measurable? Do
they have a genetic component? Can these
abilities be somehow incorporated in the
general model of talent? The question about
talent and giftedness becomes increasingly
more specific.

Motor skills

A list of abilities includes all kinds of
strength and movement abilities, spatial and
temporal abilities, perceptual abilities etc.
Whereas they are easyy to assess as they can
be directly measured, their predictive value is
low and as Schmidt & Wrisberg explain: “it
appears that predicting future performance on
the basis of people’s abilities alone is, at best,
an imperfect science” (Schmidt & Wrisberg,
2008, p. 182). The inability to predict future
expertise based on talent is also stressed by
Howe et al. and Durand-Bush & Salmela
(Durand-Bush & Salmela, 2001, p. 284; Howe,
W., & Sloboda, 1998). Characteristically, the
talent identification program of the Australian
Institute of Sport has been criticized for its
exclusive character and its effectiveness
(Anshel & Lidor, 2012; Rossum, 2009, pp.
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780-781). As Howe points, “talent” is a
descriptive notion and not a predictive or
explanatory notion, a confusion existing even
among scientists (Howe et al., 1998, p. 400).
In other words, talent is the containing set, not
the contained subset, because it resides in a
higher level of abstraction.

Cognitive abilities

Discussing abilities, Intelligence
Quotient is undoubtedly one of the most
popular and well-researched measures of
general cognitive abilities. Supposedly, it
measures ¢ which stands for ‘g'eneral
cognitive abilities and is a broad measure of
the intellectual capacity of individuals, as
Charles Spearman proposed. However,
researchers such as Sternberg find the g model
rather reductionistic (Sternberg, 2002). 1Q is
just a statistical entity, not an inherent human
capacity. By definition, it does not correspond
to a real measure, such as height, but signifies
a relation between individuals on a test; the
test itself is in written form. It does not
measure a specific entity or function but rather
performance on a piece ofpaper. Intelligence is
not a biological procedure; it is a conception of
interpreted perceptions of various
epiphenomena emerging from a series of
biological procedures, which (the procedures),
in any case, have not been neither well- nor
fully-described; indeed we do have some
correlations (see studies of Haier cited), but
again, correlation does not imply causation?.
How could one measure the epiphenomenon
and directly draw conclusions about the
biological procedure, as if 1Q and brain
processes identified? 1Q could be conceived as
a convenient convention to grossly compare
individuals. However, as Flynn and others
have argued, 1Q measurements are inconsistent
and one-sided (cf. flynn effect Flynn, 1984, cf.
emotional intelligence  Goleman, 1995;

% This is another classic example of the fallacies of
scientia since it deviated from episteme: its inability to
operate in complete abstraction. The result here is that it
tries to force the system to produce its own input, the
input being a working hypothesis, i.e. intelligence.
Intelligence is the containing set, not the content to be
hunt for.
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William T. Dickens, James R. Flynn, Curtis
Crawford, Mary Alice Fisher, Robin Hanson,
2001).

The normal distribution of 1Q is shown
in figure 1. The interpretation of the Gaussian
bell-curve to the distribution of natural ability
was first proposed by Francis Galton in
Hereditary Genius (Galton, 1869), who
himself, according to modern measurements,
had an estimated 1Q score of 200, in relation to
his less gifted (in terms of 1Q) cousin Charles
Darwin. Darwin was found to have an 1Q of
around 135 (D. Simonton, 1999, p. 110). In
Table 1, IQ prevalence is presented for general
population.

Distribution of IQ Scores

99.74% ]

- B8.26% —=

3413%: | 34.13%
|

Standard
Daviations 3 2

I} Scores 55 70 &5 100 115 130 145

Figure 1. 1Q distribution (Locurto, 1991, p. 5).

Level 1Q range Prevalence
Mildly (or 115-129 1:6-1:40
basically)
gifted
Moderately 130-144 1:40-1:1,000
gifted
Highly gifted 145-159 1:1,000-1:10,000
Exceptionally 160-179 1:10,000-1:1
gifted million
Profoundly 180+ Fewer than I:1
gifled million

Table 1. 1Q prevalence (Gross, 2009, p. 337).

By default, 1Q scores say something
about the past, i.e. how individuals did in
relation to each other in a given test. 1Q studies
include Lewis Terman's classic study of a
large pool of individuals, and the Study of
Mathematically Precocious Youth (by means
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of SAT scores) (Davis, 2009, p. 1036;
Lubinski, Benbow, Webb, & Bleske-Reckek,

2006; Terman M. Lewis, 1926, p. 30).
Terman's study has been criticized for
excluding individuals such as William

Shockley (a Nobel laureate) and for the actual
success of the studied individuals when put on
a per capita basis: “Hence, Terman's
intellectual elite was not of the same caliber as
the true scientific elite of the same nation and
era” (D. K. Simonton, 1994, p. 222).

IQ was not designed to, nor can it
measure brain processes. 1Q is measured
through a standardized test that reveals the
relative performance of individuals. 1Q makes
no direct biological or cognitive measurement.
Moreover, 1Q curves have another inherent
problem if taken “literally”. Simonton notes
that according to the year 2000™s population,
more than half a million intellects would exist
with 1Q’s 340 or higher (D. Simonton, 1999, p.
151)!

That said, there have been many research
findings that highly correlate® 1Q scores
(whatever 1Q score might signify) to various
brain  functions, academic or  other
achievements and outcomes. For example,
Haier et al. have found a significant
correlation between high 1Q scores and
differences in brain morphology: more gray
matter is associated with higher 1Q in discrete
Brodmann areas (BA) including frontal (BA
10, 46, 9), temporal (BA 21, 37, 22, 42),
parietal (BA 43 and 3), and occipital (BA 19)
lobes and near BA 39 for white matter (R. J.
Haier, Jung, Yeo, Head, & Alkire, 2004).
Brodmann areas that correlate with 1Q tests are
presented in Figure 2 (R. Haier, 2009, p. 30).

More recently, Brant et al. summarize
the current status of 1Q: “IQ predicts many
measures of life success, as well as trajectories
of brain development. Prolonged cortical
thickening observed in individuals with
high 1Q might reflect an extended period of
synaptogenesis and high  environmental
sensitivity or plasticity” (Brant et al., 2013).

However, one should not forget that
whether 1Q is an effective measure of future

® Again, correlation does not imply causation.
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accomplishments or not, whatever it might
signify, violating or not cause-effect relation,
what is important in the talent debate is
another question: are 1Q scores genetically
pre-determined? If so, can one intervene and
change them?

Physical domain

Regarding  physical characteristics,
Klissouras's studies of monozygous twins are
classic (V Klissouras et al., 2001; Vasilis
Klissouras, 1971). His findings are in favor of
the existence of traits; however, the ecological
validity of his studies is open to discussion.

Other studies address respiratory
capacity. From The HERITAGE Study's
perspective, Bouchard et al. conclude that “the
trainability of VO(2max) is highly familial and
includes a significant genetic component”.
Ericsson strongly objects regarding the
validity of these findings for elite populations
(Ericsson, 2007). The same debate includes
discussions about the principle of individuality
(cf. non-responders) stating that not all
individuals have the same capacity to adapt to
exercise training (Wilmore & Costill, 2004, p.
20). Wilmore & Costil imply that the
HERITAGE findings are generilizable to other
parameters, without providing any further
support for their argument (p.20).

2.2 Findings on JPF’s

If talent exists, in an a priori exclusive
way, then it would not be possible for Just
Plain Folks (JPF’s) to attain world-class
performance. Is that the case?

On behalf of JPF’s, there is a
considerable literature presenting
achievements and underlying mechanisms
which in some way enable JPF’s to “become
talented”, i.e. high achievers. Ericsson et al.
mention cases of such improvements: after
hundreds of hours of practicing memorization
of digit-lists, student’s memories increased
from a typical 8 digit, to over 80 digits—an
over 70 standard deviation improvement; these
individuals possibly do not even have any
structural brain differences or intellectual
ability compared with other JPF’s or world’s
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top memorizers, as a spatial-learning strategy
is used by all (Ericsson, Nandagopal, &
Roring, 2009b, p. 200; Maguire, Valentine,
Wilding, & Kapur, 2002, p. 90). The most
prodigious mental calculator in the world,
Shakuntala Devi, has been found to have
sustained “enormous and prolonged interest
and practice in a particular skill [which]
probably plays a larger part in extremely
exceptional performance than does
psychometric g or the speed of elementary
information processes” (Jensen, 1990). “All of
the most outstanding mental calculators (...)
spent many years practicing before achieving
superior performance” (Ericsson & Kintsch,
1995, p. 50). Chao Lu, the Guinness world
record holder for reciting 67,890 digits of z in
24 hours and 4 seconds, based his achievement
in many traditional memorizing techniques
which he improved; Lu’s achievement was
based on his “consistent engagement in
thousands of hours of memorization” (Hu,
Ericsson, Yang, & Lu, 2009). They also found
that Lu exhibited a memory digit-span within
the normal range — in contrast to other
memorists who have extended digit-spans of
over 15 digits.

Not only do mental strategies lead to
adaptations resulting in impressive
achievements, but also physical adaptations
may enable high school and college students to
dramatically increase the average of 20 push-
ups they are capable of; Ericsson et al. refer to
adults who have been able to complete over
6.000 push-ups after special training; the
current record is 46.001 push-ups in just over
22 hours by the 43. y.o. Charles Servizio in

1993 (Ericsson et al.,, 2009b, p. 201;
Wikipedia, n.d.).
Contemporary amateur athletes

outperform past gold records (Ericsson, 2006,
p. 690). The sub-4 minutes (3.59) mile run of
the Olympic athlete, Sir Roger Bannister, in
1954 is an achievement that isn’t likely to
make it to the local news nowadays (current
record being at 3.43 min.), let alone grant
someone the title of “Sir”. Likewise, in the
USA official diving website one finds the
phrase: “While a double somersault from the
platform was considered dangerous in 1904,
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today’s divers are completing flawless reverse
four and a half somersaults with ecase”
(O’Brien, n.d.). As it would be doubtful to
conclude that within just 100 years the human
body evolved, one may be sceptical as to what
exactly  “talent”, “achievement” and
“expertise” represent, other than a social
convention, a value judgment.

In sciences the same seems to apply.
Roger Bacon argued that it would be
impossible to master mathematics in less than
30 to 40 years (Ericsson, 2006, p. 690).
Contemporary musicians (piano and violin
experts) master music which considered
“unplayable” by the best musicians in the 19™
century. Modern expert chess players (1990
world championship) have improved in skill
by 3 to 4 standard deviations since 1890
(Ericsson, Nandagopal, & Roring, 2009a, p.
135).

3 “Gene Hunting”

On a more basic level, can the DNA-
sequencing  techniques reveal  genetic
influences on talent?

“Genes are the essence of life: they carry
the coded messages that are stored in every
living cell, telling it how to function and
multiply and when to do so” (italics from the
original). The aforementioned statement
comes from the first words of the Report of the
Commission on the Ethics of Gene Therapy, as
was Presented to Parliament by Command of
Her Majest [in] January 1992 (sic). Such
statements reflect general public’s view as
well. Is such a view legitimate though?

“Few discoveries would have greater
impact than identifying some of the genes
responsible for the heritability of cognitive
abilities” (Plomin & Haworth, 2013, p. 562).
Gene hunting refers exactly to that aspiration.
However, efforts and hopes towards these
directions have been largely unsuccessful: “the
molecular genetics of psychology and social
science requires approaches that go beyond the
examination of candidate genes” (Chabris et
al., 2012). This is of course another result of
the confusion between analytic the abstractive
methods, since it is attempted to reduce an
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abstract component (intelligence) to an
analytic one (genes); in other words,
establishing such a causal relation from
observations alone (and not as a hypothesis) is
invalid.

Atlan explains the way a global
misunderstanding occurred in how are genes
perceived as analogues of computer programs:
one of the most eminent biologists of the last
century, Ernst Mayr, is responsible for the
success of the term “genetic program” which
was accepted uncritically and even
semantically altered in relations to Mayr’s
original thoughts (Atlan, 1999, p. 35).

Information seems to exist both in the
structure of genes, in their energy print and
within the cytoplasm: the whole organism
dictates the activation of genes, and the
structure of genes is not the central executive
system (Atlan, 1999, p. 58; Kono, 1997, p.
74). The surprisingly similar genome with
vastly different species, such as drosophila and
mice, further supports this view (Atlan, 1999,
p. 59). “DNA is not selfreproducing; second, it
makes nothing; and third, organisms are not
determined by it. (...) DNA is a dead
molecule, among the most nonreactive,
chemically inert molecules in the living world
(R Lewontin, 2001, p. 142). In regard to 1Q,
Lewontin argues: “The genes for 1Q have
never been found. Ironically, at the same time
that genetics has ceased to be a popular
explanation for human intellectual and
temperamental differences, genetic theories for
the causation of virtually every physical
disorder have become the mode. 'DNA'" has
replaced 'IQ" as the abbreviation of social
import. (...) The failure to find such genes
continues and it seems likely that the search
for the genes causing most common diseases
will go the way of the search for the genes for
IQ (Richard Lewontin, 2011).

Another clue comes from computer
science: when tested in a computer, the
“learning to learn” explanation was successful
in advocating the capacity to reach expertise
by expanding learning capacity via just
learning more (Butko & Movellan, 2007).

Geake insists that “gifted kids cannot
help being gifted” on the base of structural
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neural differences, mainly citing among others
Haier et al. to support the physical substrate
for this difference (Geake, 2009, p. 271; R. J.
Haier et al., 2004). This viewpoint has two
problems. Firstly, the author of the present
article supports that individuals (even young
children), may be vastly different in relation to
each other for reasons either unknown or
related to the effort of the individuals or the
effects of their environment (discussed later as
well). The term “gift” however implies some
exclusive superiority that stems outside the
individual, from someone/something (God?
Nature?) that has favoured only certain
individuals a priori. Secondly, Haier et al.
2004 have used individuals with a mean age of
27 years (R. J. Haier et al., 2004, p. 426). That
can hardly say anything about the a priori
condition of a human that comes into
existence.

How could talent (a property) be brought
about by analytical elements (genes)? The
analytic and the abstractive method,
complementary as they may be, follow
completely different routes (Lekkas, 2003).
Analytic-synthetic method starts by frittering a
system into its constituents, and abstractive-
structural method's first step is to subtract
properties and include the system to broader
supersets. Since structure and synthesis are
parts of different methods, one should be
careful not to use them interchangeably since
they follow opposing routes.

4 Motivation

Null Hypothesis 2:

Motivation is a positive singular-number
static abstract-structural concept, constituting a
necessary and sufficient and strongly poetic
condition—i.e. a subjective combination of a
priori potentials, prerequisites, necessary
causes, initial settings etc. and a posteriori
developments, methodologies, poetic causes,
courses, aspirations, ambitions, identities etc.—
definable in some appropriate imagined or
conventionally decided psychological, social,
cultural and environmental contexts.

Skills do not lead to expertise;
motivation does. There is no reason to believe
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that any healthy individual that engages in
proper educational or training activity is going
to be unable to improve his/her skills. One will
appear to be incompetent to even attain
college-level performance in a domain where
he/she lacks motivation. Skills are not self-
existent and do not “grow” by themselves;
they are rather situated and need the active
commitment of individuals to find the relative
(re)sources and develop their skills.

Van Rossum presents findings from
various researchers that there is no such thing
as “athletic personality”, even when there
seems to be some common psychological
characteristics of many successful athletes,
like  self-confidence and  achievement
motivation (Rossum, 2009, p. 763).

“Talents are channeled by interests”
(Hunt, 2006, p. 33). Indeed an enduring factor
influencing  performance is  motivation.
Ericsson et al. identify “zeal” as a component
that might even have a hereditary component,
but as discussed earlier here, it is too
restrictive to view motivation as a fixed
component (Ericsson et al., 1993, p. 364).
Similarly, high school students who excelled
in math, or pursued them to a higher level,
were more intrinsically motivated, already
from an earlier age; motivation contributes to
academic outcomes independently of both
intelligence and achievement (Gottfried &
Gottfried, 2009, p. 620). Which of the two
factors lead to the other, motivation to success,
or success to motivation?

As a matter of fact, motivational effects,
heredity apart, can be viewed both ways. At
one hand, motivation, as discussed in the
previous paragraphs, may lead to excellence.
Perceived excellence on behalf of the
environment, on the other hand, may motivate
the individual to actually excel (a self-
fulfilling prophecy), or even lead to the
attainment of excellence itself, through the
flow state the performer experiences, which
increases motivation (Csikszentmihalyi, 1990;
Ericsson et al., 2009a, p. 129).

Mantayswpyiou K. / BionBikda 1(2) SentéuBprog 2015



Original Article

Motivation, and in specific, intrinsic
motivation® due to its relation with success,
may even be granted predictive properties
(Sekowski, Siekanska, & Klinkosz, 2009, p.
478). On one hand, practice is the most
important aspect of improvement (Cote et al.
2007 p.190) and on the other hand motivation
is the most important aspect for an individual
to engage and continue practicing (Cote,
Baker, & Abernathy, 2007, p. 190; Ericsson et
al., 2009a, p. 135). Furthermore, achievement
motivation specifically, has been found to be a
predictive factor in tennis (Ericsson, 2006, p.
693; Rossum, 2009, p. 780).

“Gifted” children are more motivated,
and exhibit greater curiosity and mastery
motivation than their comparison groups;
moreover it is important to discriminate
between intelligence and motivation, as
motivation has been repeatedly shown to
predict achievement independently of 1Q
(Gottfried & Gottfried, 2009, pp. 619-620).

5 Specific Environmental Effects

There is a number of talent-related
environmental effects. These effects may not
have the strength to disprove the exclusivity of
hereditary origins of high performance (i.e.
“talent”), but certainly underline the influence
of external parameters. These effects are
known as the birth date and birth order effects,
family & nurture effect, ethnic and
professional marginality  effects,  the
orphanhood effect-and even more (e.g. D. K.
Simonton, 2000, p. 316).

Indicatively:

o The relative age effect, accounts for the
improved performance (and hence
perceived talent) of individuals in
activities (sports and school) where
children are classified into categories,
groups or classes, according to age criteria
(Ericsson et al., 2009a, p. 143). The oldest
children in relation to their youngest
teammates or classmates may be almost a

4 “Intrinsic” is a term much more vague than expected,
and bound to implicit conventions made. It is not clear
at all where exactly are these boundaries between
“internal” and “external”.
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year older. Then, older children are
selected in various talent groups having
access to better quality training and
education.

o Birth order effect: Galton noted: “It is
clear that the eldest sons do not succeed as
judges half as well as the cadets” (Galton,
1869, p. 88). Simonton proposes a number
of explanations: firstborns are prone to
identify with authoritory figures, whereas
their younger siblings are more open to
revolutionary ideas (D. Simonton, 1999,
p. 135).

o The birth-place effect: Already Galton,
in his remarkable book Hereditary Genius
attributes a great deal of classical Athens’s
success to its population (90,000 free
citizens) and diversity (40,000 resident
aliens, almost half a million slaves)
(Galton, 1869, p. 341). It seems that
individuals coming from medium sized
towns (population between 50,000-
99,000) have access to a vast array of
resources with potentially more relaxed
lifestyles, better human relationships and
less aggressive competition in the
beginning of their performing careers (Big
Fish Little Pond effect) to benefit from
and pursue their endeavors (Cote et al.,
2007, pp. 194-195; Fraser-Thomas, 2010,

p. 7).
6 Study of expertise

In the field of Science of Exceptional
Achievement (Ericsson et al., 2009b) a series
of concepts have been presented. Deliberate
practice and career trajectories are such
instances.

The core assumption of DP is that “...
expert performance is acquired gradually and
(...) effective improvement of performance
requires the opportunity to find suitable
training tasks that the performer can master
sequentially — typically the design of training
tasks and monitoring of the attained
performance is done by a teacher or a
coach”(Ericsson, 2006).

Deliberate practice has been found to be
beneficial to all ages and levels, towards
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attaining expertise (Ericsson, 2007).

Yet another line of research provides
significant insights in regard to the debate. A
common perception of the public and experts
of various disciplines about talents, is that
talented, gifted, prodigious and genius people,
as such, would of course need to practice, but
are capable of great leaps: become virtuosi
almost automatically, conceive already from
early ages a pioneering idea “out of the blue”
mainly thanks to their (pre-established) special
cognition, and solve complex mathematical
problems intuitively, even before
accumulating any significant amount of
practice — therefore justifying exactly their a
priori superiority.

Through a sociocultural evolution which
usually erases mishits, one tends to idolize
historic creators as individuals with all hits and
no misses, considering them epic figures
generating one Magnus Opus after another (D.
Simonton, 1999, p. 157). However this is
hardly ever the case, with geniuses making one
blunder after another; Simonton mentions the
“erroneous interpretations and even silly
conjectures” Darwin was capable of
publishing, the very role-model of many (even
contemporary) scientists (D. Simonton, 1999,
p. 157). Research shows that individuals who
reach an elite level of performance do not
begin their career with any advantage, nor do
they progress differently with sudden increases
in performance, but rather their improvement
is gradual and time consuming. Ten years are
stated as a prerequisite for attaining
international level of performance; however
the number of years may vary, according to
Ericsson, from far less (500-1000 hours of
practice requiring only 1-2 years for
memorizing digits at world level) to far more —
an estimated 25.000 hours attainable only after
15-20 years of practice for winners in top
international piano competitions (Ericsson,
2012, p. 2).

Simonton has elaborated a mathematical
model which is based on Darwinian premises:
conceptual variations that survive selection
from individual self-criticizing to peer
reviewing etc. Sufficiently developed concepts
finally become products (Simonton 1999
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p.161). Figure 2 shows Simonton's career
trajectory model.
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Figure 2. Productivity curve (D. K. Simonton,

1997, p. 69).

Some conclusions may be drawn that
have a certain predictive value as well:(from
D. K. Simonton, 1997):

o Quality and quantity are closely related
(p.76).

o Quantity is an enduring characteristic
of individuals (p.81).

o Half life, is “the career age at which
50% of the initial creative potential
already has been transformed into either
works in  progress or completed
contributions”. According to the model,
half-life is 15.4 years for poets, 21.7.for
mathematicians, 20.4 for novelists, 28.9
for geologists, and 39.7 for historians.
Therefore, poets may die younger leaving
more work behind them (they “burn out
fast”), in contrast to, say, historians (p.81).

7 Enhancing Performance

In this work, the study of talent is
equivalent to the study of the expert.
Becoming a talent is therefore the long process
of attaining expert skills. Becoming a talent
refers to the efforts to bypass nature by
artificially enhancing performance -—both
physical and cognitive.

The debate on doping is fierce. Even
motor skills may be enhanced by drugs, e.g. B-
blockers improve accuracy in shooting types
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of sports (Wilmore & Costill, 2004, p. 480).
Gene doping, in order to modulate gene
expression, is also prohibited (WADA, n.d.)
Even though 1Q pills are still a scenario of the
future, a 20% of 1,427 scientists who were
asked by Nature in 2008 responded that they
“already use prescription drugs to enhance
‘concentration' rather than for treating a
medical condition” and that they were “willing
to risk mild side effects to ‘boost their
brainpower’ by taking cognition-enhancing
drugs” (R. Haier, 2009, p. 30). This is not
particularly shocking, as it is already known
that a growing body of healthy pupils, students
and researchers abuse ADHD drugs (“study
drugs”) to endure hard studying days
(“Adderall  days”) intellectually  and
emotionally (Vrecko, 2013, pp. 4 & 10-11).

So, is it legitimate to wonder in what
way is exceptional performance attained
nowadays by people who are otherwise widely
accepted and respected?

Conclusions about talent

In light of the above, “talent” is very far
from the magical and automatic process of
becoming virtuoso on your own before even
anyone notices: too many notice and
participate as well. Given the long process and
difficulty in actualizing the “talent” potential,
it is no wonder that expertise cannot be
predicted by early “talent” indicators—or by
their absence.

In both athletic and cognitive domains
there is no single predictor (Rossum, 2009, p.
764) Talent cannot be considered as a unique
determinant of high performance. This is in
line with van Rossum’s concluding remark
that “Being labelled ‘talented’ is thus not a
prerequisite for becoming a successful athlete”
(Rossum, 2009, p. 767) —while, of course, it
could still be the case that being labelled
“talented” could still be important (cf. self-
fulfilling prophecies). The same appears to be
the case for cognitive domains, according to
Wallace & Maker who prefer to stress the
potential of adequate teaching rather than
student’s abilities per se (Wallace & Maker,
2009, p. 1114). Carol Dweck & Ellen L.
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Legget, are more to the point: “Intelligence is
not a fixed commodity given at birth: with
appropriate teaching and mentoring, all pupils
can become better thinkers” (Dweck &
Leggett, 1988, p. 256).

The cause for the superior performance
of JPF's could be talent-related, non-talent-
related, not-non-talent-related or any other
combination. Observations alone are not a firm
ground for articulating proper standards. There
are good “proofs” for every conceivable
hypothesis, so expecting to find the cause from
the effects is, again, highly problematic.

All in all, talent is a value judgment on
skills and abilities claiming observable and
measurable applicability as an actual concept.
Talent is an a priori potential or double a priori
(or a meta-value judgement). Talent has not
been proved; nor will it ever be: talent is a
property, not an analytical component.
Whoever tries to prove the existence of an
abstract property confuses analytic with
abstract methodologies. That is not to say that
talent does not exist; it exists under specific
conditions, namely the agreed definitions and
hypotheses. Whoever tries to measure talent
by constructing a metric based on. measuring
talent commits an epistemological crime; she
has confused metrasis with metrike".

But just suppose for a moment that talent
existed as an entity beyond doubt. Then
consider two equally talented and motivated
identical twins (supposing we could precisely
measure both talent and motivation). Place the
first one in a wealthy and supporting family.
Place the second in a war zone in Africa (or in
the jungle 3.000 years ago). The boy in the
jungle is not likely to develop any self-
awareness and self-identity based on the
realization of its talent, nor will its “career” be
affected (see Null hypothesis 1). Is talent then,
or the environment acted upon the individual,
the deciding factor? Talent may well be
conceived as an external influence. One could
argue that it may not be “external” in the strict
sense, but what is examined here are
tendencies towards an abstract archetype.

5 Consider the following quadripole: Métpo, Métpnouc,
Metpuc, Métpnpa (Ianayewpyiov K, Aékkag A.).
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It goes without doubt that in any given
task, individuals’ performance will vary
considerably; indeed performance will be
normally distributed. It is also very likely that
such performances correspond to biological
adaptations which are greatly affected by
genome, or brain functions —nothing new here.
Saying that the performance of some
individuals in the extreme right region of the
Gaussian bell is indicative of talent is nothing
more than a value judgment; an assumption
that certain skills are conceived as important.
In the end, it is a recognition not of the skills
but of their value to us; then skills become
pure gold (talanton).

Therefore, both cases (talent as internal
or external factor), may be reducible to just
one: talent as an external judgment. Talent as
an idea is absolutely bound to public
perception of what is a “superior” behavior,
which, in turn, society decides to reward
(Sandel, 2010, p. 39). Criteria change from
time to time, inter-culturally and intra-
culturally; they even reverse. Therefore, it is
more sound to treat talent as an external agent,
irrespective of whether a specific physical or
cognitive substrate is present or absent.

Unintentional Exposure

“Unintentional” is a non-concept. It may
only be defined as lack of intention. However,
in the phrase “unintentional exposure” it is not
clear whether what is meant is a general lack
of intention, or the existence of negative
intention for someone to be exposed, or to
consume certain (by-)products. In this still
young field of applied ethics, the terms need to
be defined. Here, unintentional exposure is
treated in the former sense, as something for
which the ethical subject lacks the volition to
be exposed at, while she does not wish not to
be exposed either.

Autonomy requires individuals to be
given the opportunity to make an informed,
un-coerced decision (informed consent).
Beauchamp & Childress describe the seven
elements of informed consent which include
three kinds of elements:

e Threshold elements, or preconditions
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(competence to understand and decide,
voluntariness in deciding).

e Information elements (disclosure of
material information, recommendation of
a plan, and understanding of disclosure
and recommendation).

e Consent elements (decision in favor of a
plan and authorization of the chosen plan)
(adapted from Beauchamp & Childress,
2001, p. 80).

Minors are not automatically
incompetent for all tasks. There appears to be
a continuum of autonomy and of competency
degrees (Beauchamp & Childress, 2001, p.
72). A useful rule of thumb is for individuals
bellow the age of consent to be presumed not
having the decision-capacity unless shown
otherwise (the opposite being the case for
adults): indeed, as studies of cognitive
development have shown, whereas children
over the age fourteen are as capable as adults
in making decisions, minors under eleven lack
many capacities to make decisions (Berg,
Appelbaum, Lidz, & Parker, 2001, p. 97).
When it comes to minors, there is a clash
between liberty, autonomy and incompetence.
A free man is (or should be) someone who is
able to make decisions. Children need some
kind of support for their autonomy i.e. to
temporary compromise their freedom in the
short term in order to ensure autonomy in the
long-term (cf. best interests standard). This
intervention is paternalism taken literally.
Promoting  autonomy  of  incompetent
individuals (patients, minors etc.) has two
sides: a negative and a positive: on one hand,
the child is not allowed to take its own
decisions in several matters; and this is the
negative aspect. The positive one, on the other
hand, is a safeguard for the ability of children
to act freely later on: the parent is prohibited
from deciding on behalf of the child on matters
such as the deprivation of child's reproductive
capacity, i.e. sterilization(Feinberg, 1986).

Obviously, the former entail several
assumptions, as they are based on value-
judgments: “capacity”, “interests”, “freedom”,
“liberty”, “autonomy”, “temporal”.
Notwithstanding the chaotic implications
every different definition of the said terms
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would have, the terms are used in their
ordinary legal sense. This violation (i.e. not
defining each term) is made under the
assumption that even a loose use of these
terms would not affect the conclusions.

Children are the main focus of this
discussion about talent since their identity is
altered (or realized?) when labelled as such.
More general conversations about
enhancement, liberty, justice autonomy and
still other related concepts are addressed by
Rawls, Nozick, Kamm, Buchanan etc. in
various instances. However the purpose of this
article is not that much to say something about
the plethora of arguments and counter-
arguments, but rather to place the matter in a
definite reference point; to say something
about what is the relation of individuals to
their (conceived as) natural abilities before any
further stance is adopted. What the author
wishes to see in this polarized set of arguments
is a dialectic including both poles (autonomy
vs heteronomy, freedom vs paternalism etc.)
where a model will be articulated explaining
how both poles apply in a given situation and
when each pole predominates and regarding
what.

What is interesting about the talent-
debate, is that what is at stake is a conception
about an individual being talented, not
something “real”, i.e., talent. At some point
one can't but see that at least some individuals
treated as special, become such; a self-
fulfilling-prophecy pattern becomes visible
(Carlin, 2005; cf. pygmalion effect Rosenthal
& Jacobson, 1968).

“Simply put, when teachers expect
students to do well and show intellectual
growth, they do; when teachers do not have
such expectations, performance and growth are
not so encouraged and may in fact be
discouraged in a variety of way” (Rhem,
1999).

In any case, the young child is exposed
to a construct being projected upon it; one that
will probably define its future life, its self-
identity whether it actually manages to live up
to the expectations or not (cf. the relevant
discussion regarding nature vs. society in
Kamm 2013 pp. 262-263). This has
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considerable implications, since the discussion
of talent-development regresses to
enhancement and the question shifts from
undertaking the cost of actualizing a potential
to taking the moral responsibility to enhance
individuals.

The issue here is not to distinguish
between what a Kantian deontologist or an act-
or rule- utilitarian would say; this is too easy
to predict. What is difficult is to start treating
talent as an unintentional agent, which is
external, and unlike other “externalities” (to
borrow a term from economics), such as air
pollution and fluoride in the tap-water, talent is
first and foremost an idea, a social construct, a
meme.

In conclusion, it has been argued that
talent may be considered an unintentional
agent. Taken this way discussion about talent
regresses to a discussion about enhancement.
When considering how to safeguard a
“talented” child's autonomy, one should
probably consider its future wishes as well as
the development of the capacity to actualize
these wishes; however care should be taken to
attend to what a child would want not to do as
well. When children get older, they are
expected to appreciate their parents meant
well; moreover we should equally expect
children, as grown-ups, to equally expect their
parents to have not projected their egoistic
wants and plans on them (their children) —
even on the pretext of some talent they might
have identified. Developing the capacities of a
child (or even an embryo) both promotes and
hinders its freedom as it simultaneously opens
up certain possibilities and conceals others (cf.
relevant discussion in Kamm 2013 pp.257-
258). It is a double-edged knife However, the
author hopes that by having a paradigm shift in
the expertise field, if generality (erudition,
broad learning) prevails over the current
specialization-mania, capacities (such as
imagination) that unlock, rather than limit
future possibilities, will be more favourably
treated. This short article will close with an
unexpected question: Could the opposites of
talent (e.g. mental retardation) be perceived as
unintentional agents as well?
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