
This response was submitted to the consultation held by the Nuffield Council on 
Bioethics on Emerging biotechnologies between April 2011 and June 2011. The 
views expressed are solely those of the respondent(s) and not those of the Council. 
 
 
Emerging Biotechnologies Consultation 
 
1. An emerging technology deals with a new scientific technique, whereas an emerging biotechnology 
is the same but within the realm of one of the biological sciences. 
 
2. The common factor is to deal with manipulation of processes that until now were only natural. 
 
3. Genetic engineering, Genetic Modification, and in vitro fertilisation. 
 
4. The XX and XXI centuries wars have been the opportunity to develop new techniques about 
different worthy psychological tests, prosthetics for artificial limbs,etc., but wars are always extremely 
unethical and it is utterly inmoral the existence of so many youngsters with prosthetics limbs. 
 
Developed countries can afford scientific research, G8 before, G20 now; Cuba is the case of an 
underdeveloped country with strong scientific research work, because it is important State goal. They 
make many medicines and treat patients from all over the world. 
 
5. Yes, genetically modified crops found more resistance in Europe than in USA because population 
is more educated and, hence, more aware possible risks. 
 
Here in Dominican Republic has been used a new biotechnology with Yankees Dominican pitcher 
Bartolo Colòn, who had an elbow lesion; there has been public acceptance, with some protests from 
the public health and genetic policies sectors. 
 
This is the story: 
http://www.nytimes.com/2011/05/12/sports/baseball/disputed-treatment-was-used-in-bartolo-colons-
comeback.html 
 
Some years ago a doctor was treating some AIDS patients with a method involving donkeys; I ignore 
what was the thing about, but public rejection was huge, and public health people closed the clinic 
where the doctor already had some patients. 
 
Here, too, exists/existed a clinic, near some beach, where cancer patients were treated with ozone 
gas, quite expensive, only thing public commented about. 
 
6. Yes, some research that is Europe and US based is now being conducted in India, China and 
South East Asia. 
 
7 How have political traditions (such as liberal democracy) and political conditions (e.g. war) 
influenced the emergence of biotechnologies? 
 
Already said something about wars. 
 
8. I think emerging biotechnologies are important and should be developed to prevent and cure 
diseases; besides, to be able to detect and remove from embryos negative genes like the ones 
probably determining alcoholism, drug addiction or anti-social behavior, three huge social poisons. 
 
9. In vitro fertilisation policies are absolutely ignored, provided they exist. 
Everybody does what wants, doctors and public are absolutely irresponsible, and I am afraid 
something similar could happen to the stem-cell technology. 
 
In this country,a great doctor/researcher expert on newborn problems has been denouncing for years 
the multiple births issue both in his private practice (middle class ppl) and in the State hospital for the 
poor where he works too, and nobody listens; doctors experts on fertility (quite rich) and public do 
what they want. 
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Can you imagine if it happens the same with the stem-cell technology? 
 
10. It seems to me that interested on biotechnology groups are always trying to get more freedom for 
their researches, according to what I read on newspapers. 
 
11. The precautionary principle or evidence of absence of harm, in general. 
Proactionary principle is irresponsible. 
 
Human intervention in nature is dangerous; Most important principle is never to play God; clons get 
old quickly, stop doing that. 
 
Xenotransplantation is monstrous practice, never to do that, cows with human milk is unethical, risks 
are unknown, nature takes a long time to produce an species. 
 
12. There must be many levels of policies responsibilities: 
State/Civil Society/and 
private interests committees in every country, and supra-national agencies, European, American, 
Latin-American, etc., and even an international court to judge crimes. 
 
13. The "Nuffield Council on Bioethics’ report: "The use of genetically modified crops in developing 
countries", recommended that risks should never be overlooked in an assessment for introducing a 
new biotechnology, and that an adequate interpretation of the precaucionary approach requires to 
compare the risks of the status quo with those posed by possible paths of action.  Hope everyone 
practices it. 
 
14. There should be different levels of regulation: a single framework with the more general kind of 
measures; then, a regulatory system for every possible step within an individual biotechnology. 
 
15.  I think it is very good and important that there is now an increasing interest on moving public 
engagement ‘upstream’. 
 
16. I think this consultation is a good example of a dialogue-focused model able to gather contribution 
of non-scientists to debates on science and technology policies. 
 
17.  Yes, there is something unique about emerging biotechnologies that precise strong regulatory 
systems both in public and private sectors, and that is that could pose enormous danger to human life 
and  to the population as a whole. 
 


