Author’s response—review of Bioethics: All That Matters

The New Bioethics, 20(1), 99-100 (2014)
Peter MacKay gives a comprehensive and balanced review of my book Bioethics: All That Matters (MacKay 2013), but there is one aspect that he seriously misrepresents, no doubt unintentionally. He makes me sound like a Dawkinsite, which I am emphatically not, when he writes:

One feels from the author’s writing that if the opinion she gives is not agreed with, then it is wrong…This is perhaps most evident when the author is talking about religious opinions. The author seems to believe that they are of no value or use in bioethics debate, something I find hard to understand.

I would find that hard to understand too, but it’s not my position. What I actually say is that bioethics debate has been greatly harmed by a false polarisation between religion and science. That seems to me quite a tolerant position as far as the use of religious opinion in bioethics debate is concerned, or at least a neutral one. I think the supposed war between religion and science is a red herring that draws our attention away from more crucial issues in bioethics, including but not limited to commercialisation of bioscience.

A more minor point: MacKay was disappointed not to see anything in my book on euthanasia. I was given the brief of developing as many issues as possible in 40,000 words, but a short introduction can’t cover everything. In fact I was specifically asked not to cover euthanasia, because my colleague Richard Huxtable has now done that job in his excellent book for the same series, also published by Hodder.

Yours sincerely

Professor Donna Dickenson

London, UK
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