
Thursday 11/13 
 
7:30-8:10  Poster Set-Up, Breakfast Buffet 
 
8:10-8:30  
Welcome and Opening Remarks  
(William Safire, Dana; Steve Hyman, Harvard; and Alan Leshner, AAAS) 
 
8:30-9:50  
Neuroethics of Pediatric Bipolar Disorder 
Moderator: Eric Parens (The Hastings Center) Speakers: Ben Vitiello 
(National Institute of Mental Health), Steven Hyman (Harvard University), 
and Josephine Johnston (The Hastings Center). 
 
9:50-10:10  Break 
 
10:30-11:50  
Debate on Cognitive Enhancement 
Moderator: Paul Wolpe (University of Pennsylvania) Debaters: Julian Sa-
vulescu (University of Oxford) and Carter Snead (University of Notre 
Dame). 
 
12:00-1:00  Lunch 
 
1:00-2:20  
The Science of Decision-Making and Free Will 
Moderator: Elizabeth Phelps (New York University) Speakers: Adina Ros-
kies (Dartmouth College), Stephen Morse (University of Pennsylvania), 
Mike Shadlen (University of Washington), and Paul Glimcher (New York 
University). 
 
2:20-4:15  Posters & Reception 
 
4:15-5:00  
The View from Capitol Hill: Neuroscience and Policy 
Speaker: Congressional Staff TBA 

 
5:30-6:30 
Reception hosted by the Dana Foundation  
At The Dana Center, 900 15th St, N.W. 
 

6:30 
Panel discussion  on the Neuroethics of Deep Brain 
Stimulation 
Moderator: Judy Illes (University of British Columbia).  Speakers: Philip 
Campbell (Nature), Joseph Fins (Weill Cornell Medical), Steven Hyman 
(Harvard University), Helen Mayberg (Emory University). 
 
 

Friday 11/14 
 
7:30 -8:40  Breakfast Buffet 
 
8:40-10:00  
Neuroethics of Forensic Neuroscience 
Moderator: Adam Kolber (Princeton University and University of San 
Diego)  Speakers: Daniel Langleben (University of Pennsylvania), Steve 
Laken (Cephos Corporation), Hank Greely (Stanford University). 
 
10:00-10:30  Break 
 
10:30-11:50  
National Intelligence and Neuroscience 
Moderator: Jonathan Moreno (University of Pennsylvania) Speakers: Alice 
Young (Texas Tech), Nathan Schwade (Los Alamos National Laboratory), 
Christopher “Kit” Green (Wayne State School of Medicine). 
 
12:00-2:00  Lunch, Business Meeting 
 
2:00-3:20  
The Business of Neuroscience 
Moderator: Martha Farah (University of Pennsylvania) Speakers: Zach 
Lynch (Neurotechnology Industry Organization), David Duncan, Mark 
Frankel (AAAS). 
 
3:20-3:45  Break 
 
3:45-4:45  Updates and FYIs 
Moderator: Ilina Singh (London School of Economics and Political Science) 
 
4:45-5:00  Closing Remarks 
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 The big news this issue is the upcoming meeting of the Neuroethics Society, to be held on the 13th and 14th of this 
month at AAAS headquarters in Washington DC.   We have an exciting program lined up featuring symposia, a debate, and a 
presentation on politics and neuroscience by a special guest from Capitol Hill.  There will also be a poster session, a business 
meeting, and luncheons for some unstructured discussion and networking time. 
 On Thursday evening there will be a reception and evening panel discussion hosted at the nearby Dana Center.  And 
just added -- Reiter’s Books will bring a “neuroethics bookshop” to the AAAS, with a selection of neuroethics-related books 
available for order. 
 Almost a hundred people have registered, exceeding our initial guestimates by a factor of two!  Members from North 
America, Europe, Asia and Australia will be there, including ten student members who are attending with the help of our 
Greenwall Foundation supported NS travel fellowships.  We are looking forward to welcoming all of you in less than two weeks!   
- Martha Farah, NS Governing Board 



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

 

Report from ASBH 2008 
Tom Buller, Dept of Philosophy, University of Alaska, NS member 
 
 
The American Society for Bioethics and Humanities (ASBH) had its annual meeting in Cleveland (October 23-36) and this 
year’s program included – so far as I can recall – more sessions related to neuroethics than at any previous meeting. 
 
In addition to a number of individual neuroethics papers, there were paper sessions or panels on “Neuroscience and 
Identity,” “Women’s Neuroethics? Why Gender Matters for Neuroethics,” and “Neuroimaging and the Future.”    I was 
unable to attend all of the presentations (not least because quite a few were scheduled at the same time); however from 
the evidence of those that I did go to the sessions were well attended and provoked a lot of discussion.  In particular I 
would mention the panel on “Women’s Neuroethics” as being first-rate and well organized. 
 
At the meeting of the Neuroethics Affinity Group topics discussed included information from Emily Bell on the Canadian 
Bioethics Society’s Neuroethics Interest Group, an update by Judy Illes on the Neuroethics Society, International 
Neuroethics Network and the upcoming 1st Annual Meeting on the Neuroethics Society, and an update by Francoise Baylis 
on the “Brain Matters” conference that will take place in Halifax, NS next year.   Many thanks to Paul Ford for being the 
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Opportunities in Education and Employment 
 
Members are encouraged to submit jobs and fellowships for listing in this regular feature.  There is no charge for advertisement publi-
cation.  For more information, please contact info@neuroethicssociety.org. 
 
The Department of Medical Ethics at the University of Pennsylvania School of Medicine seeks candidates for an 
Assistant Professor position in the tenure track. Responsibilities include research, graduate and undergraduate teaching, 
and participation in the Center for Bioethics' interdisciplinary programs and outreach activities. Applicants must have an 
M.D and/or Ph.D or equivalent degree and have demonstrated excellent qualifications in Education and Research. 
 
The area of specialization is open.  Applicants from all fields, including social sciences, humanities, law, and medicine, are 
encouraged to apply.  Candidates must have a well-defined research program.  MD, PhD, ScD, JD or other discipline-
appropriate terminal degree(s) required. Candidates must show substantial promise of achieving a national reputation in 
Medical Ethics/Bioethics.  Note: Three reference names are required with full contact information (including e-mail ad-
dresses).  Electronic submissions are encouraged.  The University of Pennsylvania is an equal opportunity, affirmative action 
employer. Women and minority candidates are strongly encouraged to apply.  Please submit curriculum vitae, a cover let-
ter, and references to: 
 
Dr. Pamela Sankar, Chair, Search Committee, University of Pennsylvania School of Medicine, Department of Medical Ethics 
3401 Market Street - Suite 320, Philadelphia, PA  19104-3319, bioesrch@mail.med.upenn.edu 

Pre-Meeting Interviews with Neuroethicists  
 
The Dana Foundation website is featuring a new interview each week in the run up to the Neuroethics Society first annual 
meeting, covering topics from the meeting with some of the participants.  Four interviews are already up.  They focus on 
forensic neuroscience, the business side of neurotech, incidental findings on research scans, and the field of neuroethics in 
general.  You can find them and others in the coming weeks at http://www.dana.org/neuroethics/. 



 
Eric Racine is the Director of the Neuroethics 
Research Unit of the IRCM and holds appoint-
ments at the University of Montreal (Medicine 
and Bioethics) and McGill University (Neurology 
and Biomedical Ethics). He did his postdoctoral 
training at the Stanford Center for Biomedical 
Ethics under the direction of Dr. Judy Illes. His 
research interests include the ethical application 
of neuroscience in research and patient care, 
empirical bioethics research, and pragmatism in 
bioethics. 
 
 
Can you tell the readers a bit about 
your current research? 
 
E.R. The work of the Neuroethics Research 
Unit that I lead investigates a range of neuro-
ethics issues. Some of our projects examine 
issues in patient care (e.g., end-of-life deci-
sions in neurological care; deep brain stimula-
tion), public understanding (e.g.,   public per-
spectives on cognitive enhancement), and 
ethical considerations in neuroscience re-
search (e.g., ethics in neuroimaging research). 
My research tries to connect individuals, pro-
fessionals and societies that are trying to sort 
through the challenges created by advances in 
neuroscience. Support for this research 
comes from governmental funding agencies 
including the Canadian Institutes of Health 
Research, the Social Sciences and Humanities 
Research Council, and the Fonds de la recher-
che en santé du Québec. Most of my research 
projects involve qualitative research methods 
and, accordingly, are based on multiple inter-
disciplinary collaborations and broader net-
works such as the States of Mind Network 
based at Dalhousie University. I believe that 
qualitative research has much to offer to 
neuroethics, especially to help identify ethical 
and social challenges from multiple perspec-
tives. By doing so, qualitative research can 
broaden our understanding of what is at stake 
now and in the future and feed into more 
theoretical work. 
 
Interesting.  Can you say a bit more 
about why you feel qualitative research 
is particularly important for neuroeth-
ics? 

 
I generally view ethics as a search for practical 
wisdom, i.e., actions and forms of thinking 
that are consistent with a commitment to 
moral excellence and genuine self-
achievement. These notions map more or less 
to what Aristotle called respectively arete and 
eudaimonia, which we usually translate as 
“virtue” and “happiness”. Within this line of 
thought, acts that are morally praiseworthy 
require the consideration of the multiple 
circumstances that make situations (or cases) 
in order to identify the proper course of 
action. I believe qualitative research holds the 
promise of enriching our views of ethical 
contexts in neuroscience. In particular qualita-
tive research can offer some insights into the 
meanings attributed by various stakeholders 
to an ethical issue or an ethical dilemma. This 
is of considerable importance since ethical 
issues can be viewed differently and of course 
be the object of different opinions. Taking the 
time to unpack the multiple meanings of ethi-
cal situations is therefore crucial to under-
stand what is at stake, from a factual stand-
point, and is essential to identify good and 
sustainable normative solutions to the chal-
lenges we face. This reflects my bent towards 
the pluralistic and bottom up view of ethics 
fostered by pragmatism but one can argue, I 
think, for a similar relevance of qualitative 
research from many other theoretical frame-
works. At this point in its development, neu-
roethics can benefit from qualitative research 
that will broaden views of what is at stake and 
what stakeholders have to say based on their 
own perspectives. Eventually, results of this 
research can help nourish theoretical reflec-
tion and help prepare proper courses of ac-
tion that are inclusive of different perspec-
tives. 
 
 I have to admit, as someone deeply 
partial both to the virtue tradition of 
ethics and to a contextualized, plural-
istic view of morality, I feel a natural 
affinity for your vision of neuroethics . . . 
Two questions come to mind. 
 
First, can you give a specific example of 
a qualitative neuroethics research pro-
ject you are working on? 
  
One of our qualitative studies concerns the 
non-medical use of methylphenidate (Ritalin) 
for “cognitive enhancement”. Our goal is to 
examine stakeholder perspectives about this 
non-medical use of a common neuropharma-
ceutical. We first closely examined the litera-
ture and found distinct discourses on this use 
of methylphenidate. In public health, the prac-
tice is labeled as “misuse” and even more 
strongly as “abuse”. In bioethics, we (including 
myself) often speak of “cognitive enhance-

ment” whereas the print media portray this as 
a risky form of “lifestyle choice”. The under-
pinnings of these paradigms are different and 
suggest important differences in how this 
controversial social issue is viewed by differ-
ent stakeholders. Second, we recruited col-
lege students, parents of college students, and 
healthcare professionals and conducted focus 
groups with them to identify their views on 
the non-medical use of methylphenidate. We 
now need to analyze the results of these 
focus groups as they could inform us on dif-
ferences between stakeholder groups as well 
as views on the diverging acceptability of this 
use of methylphenidate.  
 
 
Second, analogizing to bioethics for a 
moment, there is a rich and vigorous 
debate ongoing regarding the merits of 
adducing and applying universal princi-
ples based on the so-called ‘common 
morality’ to thinking about ethics in 
medicine and research.  Though your 
answers above certainly hint at your 
views on this debate, do you think this 
debate has any relevance for neuroeth-
ics? Why or why not? 
 
This debate certainly has relevance for neuro-
ethics since it deals with the sources of mo-
rality and the application of ethical principles, 
one of the key sources of ethics discourse. 
Interestingly, neuroethics also includes re-
search into the “neuroscience of ethics”. 
Studies on the neuroscience of decision-
making, the role of emotions, and the nature 
of ethical principles could nourish discussions 
on the relationship between ethical principles 
and so called “common morality”, i.e., our 
everyday intuitions about ethical choices and 
behaviors. I don’t feel like we are ready to 
draw strong conclusions based on this re-
search. And, when we will be in a better posi-
tion to do this, this area of neuroscience 
research will have to further interact with 
interdisciplinary scholarship on the founda-
tions of ethics, including empirical work in 
psychology, sociology, and anthropology. 
However, I still think contrary to the critics 
that the neuroscience of ethics can help us 
think in a fresh way about moral psychology, 
ethical principles and their relationship with 
emotions and everyday moral intuitions. My 
feeling is that we’ll discover more complexity 
in ethics, especially the contextual and emo-
tional nature of ethical decision-making. But 
that’s just my own opinion and such an out-
come would not dispose of more rationalistic 
and deontological views of ethics. 
 
 
Indeed, the tension, if any, between the 

(Continued on page 5) 
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NS Member Interview with Dr. Eric Racine 
Conducted by Daniel S. Goldberg, NS Student Member 

Eric Racine 
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Letter from the Program Committee:   
Annual Meeting Filling Up Fast 
 
Dear Fellow Neuroethics Society members, 
 
 The first annual meeting of the Neuroethics Society is almost here! We are very much looking forward to wel-
coming you to our meeting in Washington, D.C., at the headquarters of the American Association for the Advancement 
of Science (AAAS) on November 13 and 14 (just prior to the Society for Neuroscience meeting November 15-19). We 
have had a great response so far, and now have over 100 registered attendees. In fact, we are nearing capacity and 
therefore decided that we will close online registration by the end of November 5th. We may accept walk-in 
registrations if space permits, but we cannot make any guarantees, so register online before the cut-off date if you have 
not done so already. 
 To whet your appetite for all matters neuroethics, go to the Dana website (www.dana.org) to listen to a series 
of interviews with experts and conference presenters ahead of the meeting (see page 2). Hope to see you in November! 
 

Turhan Canli, Program Committee Chair 
Program Committee: Turhan Canlin (SUNY Stony Brook), Martha Farah (University of Pennsylvania), Mark Frankel (American 
Association for the Advancement of Science), Elizabeth Phelps (New York University), Eric Racine (Institut de recherches cliniques 
de Montréal), Ilina Singh (London School of Economics), Paul Wolpe (Emory University). 

Club Quarters Hotel 

839 17th Street, NW 

Donovan House Hotel 

1155 14th St, NW 

Annual Meeting (AAAS) 

1200 New York Ave, NW 



International Neuroethics Network (INN) Update 
Sofia Lombera, Manager  
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Inauguration of the National Core for Neuro-
ethics at the University of British Columbia. 
 
On September 11th, 2008 the National Core 
for Neuroethics celebrated its establishment 
with a public inauguration. Invited plenary 
speakers were Drs. Rémi Quirion, Barbara J. 
Sahakian, and Joseph J. Fins. They spoke on 
issues related to from neuroethics in the life 
of a scientific director, cognitive enhance-
ment, and the Canadian origins of neuroeth-
ics. Drs. Judy Illes, Éric Racine, Michael 
McDonald and Timothy Caulfield followed 
with an engaging panel presentation and open 
discussion on partnerships, priorities and 
opportunities for neuroethics across Canada 
and globally.  Video recordings of the inaugu-
ration are available online at 
www.neuroethics.ubc.ca.  
 
Neuroethics-related Events during the Society 
for Neuroscience Annual Meeting in Wash-
ington, DC.  

 
In addition to the exciting neuroethics pro-
gramming that is part of the upcoming First 
Annual Meeting of the Neuroethics Society, 
the Society for Neuroscience Annual Meeting 
(SfN; Washington DC, November 15-19) 
promises other engaging neuroethics-related 
events.   The INN will be holding a general 
meeting the morning of Sunday November 16 
(exact time and place TBD).  Other events of 
interest include a social issues roundtable on 
“Global Neuroscience – Neuroethics and the 
Burden of Nervous System Disorders” on 
November 16th organized by Gregory J. 
Quirk, the “History, Teaching, Public Aware-
ness and Societal Impacts” theme poster 
session on November 16th, and the David 
Kopf Lecture on Neuroethics on November 
17th by Patricia Churchland.  For more infor-
mation visit www.sfn.org or see the INN 
webpage for a more detailed list of neuroeth-
ics-related events at SfN at http://
neuroethics.ubc.ca/INN/index.html.  
 
The Lancet’s “No Health Without Mental 
Health” Initiative 
 
A year ago in September of 2007, The Lancet 
published a series of articles on mental health 
disorders and services around the world with 
a special focus on low and middle income 
countries (Prince et al., 2007; Saxena et al, 
2007; Patel et al., 2007; Jacob et al., 2007; 
Saraceno et al., 2007).  The final article of the 
series by the Lancet Global Mental Health 
Group was a “call for the global health com-
munity, governments, donors, multilateral 
agencies, and other mental health stake-
holders… to scale up the coverage of ser-
vices for mental disorders in all countries”.   
Recently, the Movement for Global Mental 

Health (http://gobalmentalhealth.org) and the 
Mental Health Gap Action Programme 
(http://www.who.int/mental_health/mhGAP/e
n/index.html) launched on October 9, 2008 
by the World Health Organization were cre-
ated in response to the group’s call to action.  
Both of these initiatives are active attempts to 
improve mental health services in all regions 
of the world.  In an effort to foster evidence-
based approaches in this area, The Lancet has 
issued a call for research papers to be pub-
lished in a special issue next year.  The dead-
line for submission is April 2, 2009.  This is an 
ideal opportunity to showcase global mental 
health and neuroethics research. For more 
information visit: 
http://www.thelancetglobalhealthnetwork.co
m/. 
 
 
If you have any questions or comments please 
visit the INN website at 
www.neuroethics.ubc.ca/INN or contact Sofia 
Lombera at slombera@neuroethics.ubc.ca.  

Sofia Lombera 

ethics of neuroscience and the neuroscience of ethics seems to 
me a rich source of inquiry.  In closing, I’ll just ask if you have 
any final observations on the field of neuroethics in general? 
 
I am observing that the field of neuroethics is evolving rapidly and ex-
tending on a steady basis to new horizons in science, society, and health-
care. A new generation of trainees and researchers are realizing the im-
pact of neuroscience and our collective need to tackle emerging chal-
lenges head on. It is rather unfortunate, however, but to be expected 
that some still mischaracterize the field as an endeavor focusing solely on 
novel neurotechnologies. Some critics also tend to equate neuroethics 
with “genethics” to imply that the field is misled by hyped science and 
over expectations. Others, for obscure reasons, suggest that neuroethics 
commits the fallacy of neuro-essentialism, i.e., that neuroethics is so cap-
tivated by the brain that it actually forgets persons by reducing them to 
their brains. Contrary to those critics, the interest of neuroethics lies in 
its potential to bridge challenges in the use of frontier neurotechnology 
with longstanding world-wide issues in public health and resource alloca-
tion in neurological and psychiatric healthcare. I myself have no doubts 
that, with commitment and hard work, we will elevate our approaches to 

tackle these issues. As Anneliese Pontius’ wrote in 1973: “By raising such 
questions, attention is focused on a new and neglected area of ethical 
concerns – neuro-ethics.” (Pontius 1973) We owe it to previous and 
future generations to stop neglecting the challenges faced by neurological 
and psychiatric patients and support those who want to help them. 
 
 
Daniel S. Goldberg received his B.A. with honors in philosophy from Wesleyan 
University, his J.D. magna cum laude from the University of Houston Law Cen-
ter, and is currently a Ph.D student in the medical humanities at University of 
Texas Medical Branch.  He is also a health policy & ethics fellow at Baylor 
College of Medicine’s Chronic Disease Prevention & 
Control Research Center, and a Research Professor 
at Baylor College of Medicine’s Initiative on Neuro-
science & Law. His work focuses on a variety of 
issues relating to ethics and public health policy, 
including conflicts of interest, neuroethics, disabilities, 
chronic disease, and the social determinants of 
health.  His forthcoming dissertation will use the 
lenses of the medical humanities to address the root 
causes of the widespread under-treatment of pain in 
the U.S. 

(Interview continued from page 3) 

Daniel S. Goldberg 
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“to promote the development and responsible 
application of neuroscience through better 

understanding of its capabilities and its 
consequences.” 
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Neuroethics Event Calendar 
Members are encouraged to submit event listings for consideration to info@neuroethicssociety.org 

November 5-7 “Biology Studies in East Asia” Kobe, Japan. The International Society for the History, Philosophy, and Social Studies 
of Biology will hold its first workshop in Asia in order to build a network of scholars researching biology in East Asia and foster 
interactions between those scholars and current ISHPSSB members. http://www.econ.osaka-cu.ac.jp/~aseto/ISH/ 
 
November 6-8 “Implanted Mind? The Neuroethics of Intracerebral Stem Cell Transplantation” University of Duesseldorf. Plenary lec-
tures from eminent scholars in the field will be given alongside panel seminars, author-meets-critics sessions, outreach activities, 
and social receptions. The interdisciplinary dimensions and perspectives of the connections between neuroethics and intracerebral 
stem cell transplantation will be highlighted. http://www.h-net.org/announce/show.cgi?ID=161489 
 
November 13-14 Annual Meeting of the Neuroethics Society, Washington, D.C. Our first  meeting will feature an exciting line-
up of invited and contributed papers, break-out groups, posters, a business meeting and ample opportunities for informal discus-
sion and interaction. All members are encouraged to attend. http://neuroethicssociety.org 
 
November 14 Discussion of the Ethics of Deep Brain Stimulation. Washington, D.C. Hosted by the Dana Foundation. The mod-
erator will be Judy Illes and panelists include Helen Mayberg, Philip Campbell , and Jonathan Moreno. 
 
November 14-19 Society for Neuroscience Annual Meeting, Washington, D.C. This event will feature a number of lectures and 
symposia relevant to neuroethics, including the annual David Kopf Neuroethics Lecture, to be given by Patricia Churchland this 
year and entitled "How Do Brains Navigate Their Social/Moral Worlds?" Special lectures on decision-making and the brain, imaging 
states of consciousness, and addiction will be given as well as a Social Issues Roundtable on Global Neuroethics and the Burden of 
Nervous System Disorders. http://www.sfn.org/index.cfm?pagename=annualMeeting 
 
November 21-22 “Values and Empathy across Social Barriers: A Neurocognitive Approach to Fairness” Barcelona, Spain. This 
event will feature discussion sessions, poster presentations, and a public lecture on the interdisciplinary field of social neuroscience. 
Through a neuroscientific lens, participants will examine the human qualities of empathy, sacred values, and cooperation, and focus 
on the ways in which what they learn can be used to understand human conflicts. 
http://www.nyas.org/events/eventDetail.asp?eventID=11338&date=11/21/2008%208:00:00%20AM 
 
November 30 – December 1 “Our Brains, Our Selves” Aarhus, Denmark. Mirroring the format and themes of the “Our Brains, 
Our Selves” workshop recently held at Harvard, this workshop intends to bring together scholars whose work addresses ethical, 
legal and social dimensions of neuroscience, and may help us to better understand why it is so vigorously asserted that we are on 
the cusp of immense changes in human and social forms. http://www.neurosocieties.eu/MIRROR/Call.htm 
 

February 1, 2009 Deadline for applications, Neuroscience Boot Camp, August 2-12, University of Pennsylvania. This is an inten-
sive introduction to neuroscience for nonscientist students and professionals from law, education, ethics, and other fields.  For 
more information see http://www.neuroethics.upenn.edu/boot%20camp.htm 


