
I remember when the idea of a neuroeth-
ics journal was first discussed, and the 
question on peoples’ minds was: Can the 
field sustain a new journal?  This was a 
few years ago, and the neuroethics litera-
ture was quite small – even counting the 
papers of old linguistic fogies like me who 
did not use the term “neuroethics.”  In 
favor of the plan, having a journal devoted 
to a topic signals to the world that the 
topic exists and that it is likely to remain 
for a while on the academic landscape, in 
a way that conference proceedings, spe-
cial issues and even books do not.  But 
then there were the worries: What if 
there is not enough good writing to fill 
each issue?  What if all the good writing 
goes into this new specialist journal and 
as a result escapes the notice of the 
broader neuroscience and bioethical 
worlds? 
 
In the end, some brave editors took a 
sort of “if you build it, they will come” 
approach, and launched journals focused 
on neuroethics.  The American Journal of 
Bioethics – Neuroscience is a three issue/
year series within the well-known and 
widely cited AJOB journal, and has been 
designated the official journal of the Neu-
roethics Society (entitling members to 
discounted subscriptions).  A new journal, 
called simply Neuroethics, will make its 

debut this month, and the first issue is 
already available online.  Two other jour-
nals have somewhat broader scopes but 
add to the array of places to read, and 
publish, articles on neuroethics:  BioSocie-
ties, in its second year of publication, fo-
cuses on social, ethical, legal, economic, 
public and policy aspects of the life sci-
ences, including neuroscience.  The edi-
tors write that “Developments in the 
brain sciences are a key focus for BioSocie-
ties, and will remain so for the forseeable 
future.”  The Journal of Cognitive Neurosci-
ence is a basic science journal which in-
cludes work in social neuroscience and 
recently added neuroethics as an empha-
sis area. 
 
So have we overextended ourselves as a 
field?  I don’t think so.  The new journals 
are full of thought-provoking articles, and 
good work continues to be featured in 
more generalist journals as well, including 
recent and forthcoming special issues of 
the Journal of Medical Ethics, Cambridge 
Quarterly of Healthcare Ethics, the American 
Journal of Law and Medicine and Bioethics.  
Furthermore, the different neuroethics 
journals have complementary contents 
and formats.  AJOB-Neuroscience, under 
the editorship of Judy Illes, follows the 
Target Article plus Peer Commentary 
format.  Neil Levy’s new journal Neuroeth-

ics publishes full-length articles, both em-
pirical and philosophical, as well as short 
communications and discussions of previ-
ously published papers.  BioSocieties, co-
edited by Anne Harrington, Nikolas Rose 
and Ilina Singh, has been home to a num-
ber of excellent neuroethics papers, in-
cluding works on neuroscience, social 
science and feminist perspectives.  Finally, 
JOCN, for which I serve as neuroethics 
editor,  is soliciting nonclinically oriented 
neuroethics submissions, and will soon 
publish its first papers focusing on brain 
privacy and on the special allure of neuro-
science explanations of behavior. 
 
Those who were skeptical about starting 
even a single new journal (and I confess I 
was in that group) should be pleasantly 
surprised by the current situation.  The 
neuroethics literature is thriving, and the 
proliferation of new journals seems to be 
as much cause as effect.  The increased 
opportunities to publish, especially for 
newcomers to neuroethics, and the di-
versity of journal formats and editorial 
perspectives are helping to build and 
strengthen our new field. 
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Membership Update 
Andrew J. Rosenthal, NS Administrator 

This month, the Society reached a signifi-
cant milestone — 300 members.  In fact, 
this overloaded our computer system, 
which we upgraded as a result. 
 
The Society offers a special membership 
category and reduced rate for students .  
This group is growing fast; about 20% of 
the current members are students.  And 
roughly one quarter of the entire mem-

bership  comes from outside of the 
United States.   
 
In the coming months, you'll receive an 
email with an overview of your member-
ship status.  If you’ve recently joined or 
renewed, the letter will confirm your 
membership expiration date.  If your 
membership anniversary date is near, it 
will provide renewal instructions.  To 

those of you who have proactively con-
tacted us about renewing you member-
ship: thanks!   
 
As we continue to upgrade our website, 
more of these processes wil become 
automated.  Until then, thank you for 
your patience and, as always, please con-
tact us at info@neuroethicssociety.org.      



From the Editors:  Have you attended an interesting neuroethics meeting recently?  Please send us a short report to publish in the news-
letter.  Submissions may be edited for length.  Send reports to info@neuroethicssociety.org.  
 
 

Meeting Round-up 
 
No round-ups this newsletter.  Please submit! 
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Opportunities for Education and Employment 
NS members can advertise openings for students, fellows, staff and other positions involving research and education in Neuroethics.  For more 
information, email info@neuroehicssociety.org or view the advertising policy on the NS website.  
 
Postdoctoral Fellowship in Neuroethics at Penn  Ideal candidate will have in-depth knowledge of relevant philosophy 
(ethics, phil of mind) and an interest in learning about neuroscience, experimental design and statistics, or the reverse pattern of 
expertise and interests.  Join on-going empirical research project on cognitive enhancement and devise new project on another 
issue in neuroethics.  Please send CV and brief statement of interests to Martha Farah c/o Geena at gsankoor@sas.upenn.edu 
 
Postdoctoral Research Fellow/Research Associate in Neuroethics, 2-year position, within a four-year CIHR-funded grant 
Therapeutic Hopes and Ethical Concerns: Clinical Research in the Neurosciences. The PDF/RA will report to Principal Investigator 
Françoise Baylis at Novel Tech Ethics, Dalhousie University.  This research project critically examines a number of ethical issues 
for prospective or actual clinical trials involving gene transfer and stem cell transplantation for neurological conditions. The 
PDF/RA will work on one or more of the following sub-projects:  1. Ethical dimensions of preclinical assessment in novel therapeu-
tics, neurological interventions, and surgical innovation;  2. Ethical research design for neurological clinical studies involving gene 
transfer and stem cell transplantation; and  3. The potential impact of gene transfer and stem cell interventions in the brain on is-
sues of personal identity.   Start date is September 2, 2008. Salary will be commensurate with education and experience. Review of 
applications will begin on April 15, 2008, and will continue until the position is filled. Applications should be submitted electroni-
cally to Sandra.Moore@dal.ca and must include a CV, (scanned) transcripts, a writing sample, a statement of research interests 
within one or more of the sub-projects outlined above, and the names and contact information of three referees.  
 
Dalhousie University is an Employment Equity/Affirmative Action employer. The university encourages applications from 
qualified Aboriginal people, persons with a disability, racially visible persons, and women.  
 
 
Visiting Scholar in Neuroscience for the 2009-2010 Lund-Gill chair at Dominican University in River Forest, IL.    
The Lund-Gill chair was created to bring to campus each year an individual of the highest moral and intellectual reputation who 
can address themes and issues at the heart of the liberal arts and sciences.  The position makes an ideal sabbatical semester; it in-
volves leading a small weekly honors seminar, giving a public lecture, and enjoying the invigorating intellectual atmosphere on our 
scenic campus, just miles from downtown Chicago.  Scholars from all disciplines within the neurosciences are encouraged to apply, 
especially those interested in the intersections between neuroscience, social policy, and morality.  Please send a letter of intent and 
curriculum vita to Dean Jeffrey Carlson at jcarlson@dom.edu.  Dominican University is an equal opportunity employer. 

 
 
 
 
 
Bioethics announces a special issue on Neuroethics to be published in July 2009. Guest editors are Françoise Baylis and 
Jocelyn Downie. The aim of this special issue is to explore some of the more challenging conceptual and ethical ques-
tions having to do with the self, personal identity, free will, neuroenhancement and conceptions of harm and benefit.  
The deadline for submissions is October 1, 2008. 
 



JD: Professor Goodenough, are scientists, ethi-
cists, and other scholars addressing the most 
important issues in neuroethics? Are there core 
issues being ignored or misrepresented? Do you 
see any emerging issues currently “under the 
radar” that might have a substantial impact on 
society and deserve more attention within the 
field? 
 
OG: My hardly original take on neuroeth-
ics/neuroscience and law is that we are 
examining: (1) the ethics/law of neurosci-
ence related research and scholarship; (2) 
neuroscience perspectives on thought and 
behavior of interest to 
ethical/legal determinations; (3) neurosci-
ence perspectives on how we make ethi-
cal/legal determinations. 
 
In this context, I think a lot of good work 
is being done on all of the areas.  If there 
is anything under attended, it is the fact 
that many scientists, like much of the 
general public, are fascinated by criminal 
problems, and perhaps under-attend to 
legal and ethical challenges that arise in 
such areas as cooperation, property, 
transactions, contract, trust, and family 
relations.  Criminal law, responsibility, 
etc. are good areas to study through such 
problems as killing people with trolleys or 
smothering babies in cellars, but so are 
the workings of "normal" brains dealing 
with the everyday ethically linked dilem-
mas of life. 
 
JD: Brent Garland, in his introductory chapter 
to Dana Press’ Neuroscience and the Law, states 
that “developments in neuroscience may well 
have substantial impact on how the law views 
people and behavior, but the legal system should 
be able to assimilate and use even revolutionary 
science without upending its own fundamental 
structure.” Do you share this conservative view 
of the potential impact of neuroscience on the 
legal system, or do you think there will be more 
profound changes to fundamental legal concepts 
and structures?  If so, what might these changes 
entail? 
 
OG: The answer here is, of course, yes 
and no.  In my view, law is a kind of naive 

brain science.  Over the years there has 
been an imperfect selection pressure  
towards doctrines and approaches that 
work reasonably well with human psy-
chology.  Just as neuroscience frequently 
(but not always) gives answers at least 
reasonably congruent with folk psychol-
ogy, so too is it likely to provide answers 
reasonably congruent with a lot of what 
has been incorporated into law.   
 
There are areas of the law - such as con-
tract - that look pretty well worked out 
and which correspond to ways we think 
about commitment and promise keeping. 
Here our new insights may well just get 
assimilated with little radical effect.  On 
the other hand, there are areas of law 
that clearly don't work very well with 
human psychology in their present form - 
I have argued for the example of intellec-
tual property - and where neuroscience 
may help us to understand the conflict 
and may lead us to new - perhaps even 
revolutionary - solutions.   The fun part of 
this area of research is going to be placing 
our bets on these possibilities and seeing 
where it all plays out. 
 
JD: Leon Kass and other bioconservatives extol 
the “wisdom of repugnance” in challenging new 
bio/neuro technologies, research, and especially 
human “enhancements.”  Considering your 
attention to cognitive jurisprudence and the 
emotional aspects of legal and moral reasoning, 
what is your stance on this conflation of 
'visceral' aesthetics and ethics? 
 
OG: Visceral aesthetics and ethics are 
facts, and rest on quite robust processes.  
They cannot simply be dismissed. They 
are also, appropriately, not the last word 
on what we allow and don't.  Human so-
cieties with established laws and proce-
dures resting in non-visceral institutions 
outperform those that decide everything 
from the gut.  On the other hand, if when 
laws get too far away from the gut, they 
become less and less effective.  Finally, 
what is icky to one generation is often the 
common practice of the next.  So, the bio
-conservatives have a point, but it is not a 
decisive point. 
 
JD: ...and coming at it from a different angle, 
how does your and Decker's hypothesis-- that 
concepts such as property gain validity because 
they are linked to ‘primitive’ brain structures 
and processes [from  "Why Do Good People 
Steal Intellectual Property?"] --compare with 
Kass’ neo-natural law theory of ethics? 
 
OG: Our hypothesis about intellectual 
property (IP) rests on some of the neo-

natural kind of reasoning, but turned in-
side out.   Instead of "we will punish/abide 
by" rules based on repugnance, this says it 
is hard to make us obey/punish laws that 
lack repugnance.  As the paper suggests, if 
we want IP type rules, we may need to go 
on a repugnance hunt to find emotional 
strata in which to anchor them. 
 
JD: What are you working on now? Where is 
your research taking you? 
 
OG: I am working on a number of things, 
including:  Following up on the idea of 
values as internal institutions, I am look-
ing to use cognitive approaches to help 
understand the ability of emotions and 
other internal psychic states to act as a 
kind of anchor to enable internal commit-
ment strategies (see, e.g. http://
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?
abstract_id=933012); An overview of law 
and neuroscience research for a review 
article on the subject; Planning experi-
ments on the IP hypothesis described 
above; Helping with the outreach aspects 
of the MacArthur-funded Project on Neu-
roscience and Law. 
 
Oliver R. Goodenough is a Professor at the 
Vermont Law School and a Faculty Fellow at the 
Berkman Center for Internet and Society at Harvard 
Law School.  He is also currently a Research Fellow 
of the Gruter Institute for Law and Behavioral Re-
search and an Adjunct Professor at Dartmouth’s 
Thayer School of Engineering.  Prof. Goodenough 
has written on a wide variety of subjects relating 
law, business, and cognitive and behavioral science. 
With Semir Zeki, he edited the 2004 special issue 
of the Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Soci-
ety devoted to Law and the Brain, reprinted in book-
form under that title. 
 
Jake Dunagan is a Futurist with the Hawaii Re-
search Center for Futures Studies and Ph.D. candi-
date in the University of Hawaii at Manoa's Depart-
ment of Political Science. His dissertation concerns 
the politics of cognitive scaffolding and new forms of 
power emerging in the ecology of mind.  He holds a 
BA from Auburn University and an MA from Temple 
University in Anthropology and Media.     
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NS Member Interview with Oliver Goodenough 
Conducted by Jake Dunagan, NS Student Member 

Oliver Goodenough 

Jake Dunagan 



Neuroethics Event Calendar 

Members are encouraged to submit event listings for consideration to info@neuroethicssociety.org 
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March 8-16 The Heinrich Pesch Haus, Center for Applied Ethics, Ludwigshafen, Germany. An International and Interdisciplinary European 
Conference on Brain - Neuroscience - Ethics. The seminar program is based on lectures, talks, excursions and workshops. Starting from an 
analysis of basic ethical concepts we will prove the relevance of these concepts in confrontation with current research and development in 
the field of Neuroscience, in particular: Brain Imaging, Pharmalogical Enhancement of Cognition, Brain/Machine Interface, Neuro-
degenerative diseases, Brain development. For more information contact Birgit Meid-Kappner at: meidkappner@googlemail.com 
 
March 11 Stanford BAW Event, Stanford, CA. This event will take place from 5-6:30PM on Thursday March 11th, cosponsored by the Stan-
ford Center for Law and the Biosciences, the Program in Neuroethics of the Stanford Center for Biomedical Ethics, and the Neuroscience 
Institute at Stanford.  The topic will be "Mind Reading Through Neuroimaging: Scientific and Social Issues". For more information, contact 
Dr. Hank Greely at hgreely@stanford.edu. 
 
March 11 Annual Dana Foundation Brain Awareness Week Neuroethics Lecture, University of British Columbia, National Core for Neuro-
ethics.  "Imaging Pain - Scientific Possibilities, Social Consequences"  Hank Greely, JD, Stanford Law School  11 a.m - 12 p.m., Brain Research 
Centre Conference Room 1st Floor, Koerner Pavilion, UBC Hospital and "Neuroscience and the Law: A Long-Range Forecast" Hank Greely, 
JD, Stanford Law School 1 p.m. - 2 p.m, George F. Curtis Law Building, Room 156, 1822 East Mall. 
 
March 13 "Neuroscience Research Funding 101 at NINDS"  University of British Columbia, National Core for Neuroethics.  Emmeline 
Edwards, PhD, NINDS, 11 a.m - 12 p.m., Brain Research Centre Conference Room, 1st Floor, Koerner Pavilion, UBC Hospital. 
 
April 2 "Ethical Dilemmas with Advancements in Sleep Research", University of Pennsylvania Brain Awareness Week Event, hosted by the 
Penn Bioethics Society.   David Dinges, of the Penn School of Medicine will lecture on the recent breakthroughs of sleep research and their 
biological and ethical conflicts within our industry driven society. The event will follow with a Q&A and a brief reception. The Penn Bioethics 
Society will also be distributing copies of the its Spring Neuroethics issue of the Penn Bioethics Journal, done in collaboration with the Neu-
roethics Society.  Hall of Flags, Houston Hall, University of Pennsylvania, 7:00 - 8:30 PM.  Bo Peng, bpeng@sas.upenn.edu. 
 
May 27-30 Definition of Death Network, Havana, Cuba. The issue of human death has been fully discussed in these international meetings 
of our Network with important and new approaches in this area. Nowadays, the discussion of famous cases in persistent vegetative and 
minimally conscious states has introduced new ethical dilemmas in these topics. For more information: http://www.changesurfer.com/BD or 
contact Dr. Calixto Machado at braind@infomed.sld.cu. 
 
June 4-6 The 7th EndoNeuroPsycho Meeting, Doortwerth, The Netherlands. A special session devoted to neuroethics, especially psy-
chopharmacology and enhancement, is to be held in the Golden Tulip Hotel from 4-6 June 2008, as in previous editions. All scientists have 
the opportunity to contribute to the scientific programme by organizing a session at this national neuroscience forum. For more information 
see www.enpmeeting.org and www.enpmeeting.nl 
 
June 20 Canadian Neuroethics Interest Group Breakfast at the Canadian Bioethics Society Annual Meeting , The Fairmont, St. Johns, NFL, 
Garrison/Signal room, 7-8:30am.  Learn more about Canadian neuroethics research, network, collaboration and training opportunities, publi-
cations and other activities.  Contact Eric Racine, neuroethics@ircm.qc.ca  and (514)987-5723. 
 
June 20-21 Macarthur Law and Neuroscience Project, Dartmouth College, Hanover, NH. Conference on law and evidence at Dartmouth 
on June 20-21, 2008. Most of the speakers are already invited, but several slots in the program are still free. Papers on neuroscientific evi-
dence at this conference will be included. Contact Walter Sinnott-Armstrong for more information at (603) 646-3807. 
 
June 26-28 Society for Philosophy and Psychology Annual Meeting, Philadelphia, PA. The SPP is sponsoring its annual meeting at the Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania.  Meetings consist of invited lectures and symposia, contributed papers, and a Presidential address. The neuroethics sym-
posium will include Anjan Chatterjee on "Cosmetic Neurology," Ken Foster on "Brain-Computer Interfaces," Ken Norman on "Brain Read-
ing" Martha Farah on "Persons and Things," and Erik Parens on "Ethics and Neuroethics." 
 
July 14,  International Neuroethics Network/ Neuroethics Society Social, FENS 2008, Geneva, Switzerland.  Please join Pierre Magistretti 
(University of Lausanne, Switzerland), Giorgio Innocenti (Karolinska Institute, Sweden) and Judy Illes (University of British Columbia, Canada) 
to meet old and new members of the rapidly growing Network and Society, talk with representatives of the European Dana Alliance for the 
Brain and the Dana Foundation and learn more about the Society’s upcoming events and activities.  Contact jilles@interchange.ubc.ca 
 
July 18, The EuroScience Open Forum (ESOF), Barcelona, Spain is an open platform for debate and communications for the science commu-
nity of the world promoted by EuroScience.  The ESOF2008 Programme Committee invites proposals based on ten themes, the first of 
which is The Human Mind and Behavior.   
 
July 20-23 British Association for Psychopharmacology Summer meeting, Harrogate, UK.  Features a number of symposia and short courses 
on psychopharmacology, brain imaging, and neuroethics.  http://www.bap.org.uk/summer_meeting_2008/summary_programme.html 
 



INN update 
Sofia Lombera, Research and Global Partnerships Manager, National Core for Neuroethics, UBC  
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The International Neuroethics Net-
work (INN) has been working on 
many of the projects discussed last 
November during SfN.  Updates on 
these action items, including new Soci-
ety for Neuroscience subthemes on 
public awareness and ethics and policy 
in neuroscience, an international neu-
roethics survey, the new INN website, 
and a new INN country representative 
are featured in this issue of the INN 
column. 
 
New Society for Neuroscience (SfN) 
Subthemes: Ethics and Policy in Neuro-
science 
The Program Committee for SfN has 
added “Public Awareness of Neurosci-
ence” and “Ethical and Policy Issues in 
Neuroscience” to their subthemes 
based on proposal made by Drs. Den-
nis Choi and Judy Illes on behalf of the 
INN.  These two topics will be part of 
Theme H which, until now, covered 
only the history and teaching of neuro-
science. The Network and Society see 
this as significant step in encouraging  
discussion of neuroethics at SfN and 
engaging neuroscientists in neuroeth-
ics.  An exciting milestone for neuro-
ethics. 
Neuroethics Survey 
INN representative Dr. Piergiorgio 
Strata and his colleagues, Fiorenzo 
Conti and Gilberto Corbellini, have 
developed a 10-question survey to 

understand how Italian neuroscientists 
engage in neuroethics. Their results 
show that 91% of respondents are 
interested in neuroethics and 96% 
would like to be further involved in 
neuroethics initiatives (Conti and Cor-
bellini, Nature, 2008, vol. 451 pp. 627; 
with comments by Dr. Peter Reiner in 
the Neuroethics and Law Blog, 2008). 
Drs. Strata, Conti and Corbellini have 
generously offered to share the survey 
with other INN country representa-
tives with the purpose of collecting 
responses from other neuroscience 
communities around the world.  The 
data collected will be the first to track 
international neuroethics activity 
within the neuroscience community 
and will provide valuable information 
for the INN as well as the field of neu-
roethics at large. More news on this as 
the project rolls out. 
 
Website 
The INN’s webpage 
(www.neuroethics.ubc.ca/INN) is un-
der construction and will be online by 
the end of March.  The site will contain 
key information on the INN including 
up to date reports on country initia-
tives. In addition to this content, the 
National Core for Neuroethics at 
UBC has compiled a library of neuro-
ethics publications on its webpage 
(www.neuroethics.ubc.ca).  The page is 
updated weekly and is based on results 

from the PubMed search engine using 
keyword ‘neuroethic*’, supplemented 
by additional sources.  All articles also 
have a link to their PubMed entry so 
that users have access to the article’s 
abstract and full text, if available. If you 
would like to suggest additional con-
tent for this page, please contact us at 
info@neuroethics.ubc.ca. 
 
New INN country representative 
The INN is please to announce the 
addition of Ana Rosa Amorim from 
Brazil to the list of country representa-
tives.  Currently, we have representa-
tives from Canada, Italy, Japan, Swit-
zerland, UK, US and Venezuela. 
 
If you are interested in becoming a 
member of the INN or have any ques-
tions or comments please contact 
Sofia Lombera at slom-
bera@neuroethics.ubc.ca. 

Sofia Lombera 

SAVE THE DATE 
 
 

The first meeting of the Neuroethics Society will take place on November 13-
14, 2008, in Washington, DC at the headquarters of the American Association 
for the Advancement of Science.  The meeting will feature an exciting line-up of 
invited and contributed papers, break-out groups, posters, a business meeting 
and ample opportunities for informal discussion and interaction.  Please mark 
your calendars and plan to attend!  More details, including hotel information, to 
follow. 



Remember to update your contact information 
online at www.neuroethicssociety.org.   

 

Click on “members” and sign in with your username and password.  Then select “my 
profile” from the directory link at the top of the screen. 

NS Newsletter 
Martha J. Farah, Editor 

Andrew J. Rosenthal, Assistant Editor 
3720 Walnut Street, Room B51 

Philadelphia, PA 19104-6241 

Phone: 1-800-670-5548 
Fax: 1-800-670-5548 

Website: www.neuroethicssociety.org 

“to promote the development and 
responsible application of neuroscience 

through better understanding of its 
capabilities and its consequences.” 
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