CONNECTICUT

VoLuME 36, NUMBER 4, SUMMER 2004

LAW REVIEW

VoLuME 37, NUMBER 1, FALL 2004

What Is an Embryo?

CONNECTICUT

LAW REVIEW

THE DAY, BEERY & HOWARD VISITING SCHOLAR
AN Oprx DEcUssion wiTH JUSTHE RUTH BabER GRSBIRG

COMMENTARY
WHAT 15 ak B oo™

CommENTARY BNTRODUCTION: DRAVE MEW WORDSE
WHAT 15 ax Exmeyo? - Aan A
WHAT Is AR EMmryo?: A COMBENT . . ..

vt vsepter

Rath Bader Ginzburg

Jamathon fuar Sieoir

Kivssting

Harold T. Fhapira

Johg A. Roberron

On CLASEIFYTSG THE DEVILOMKG ORGANEM Lowis M. Gumis

A FosTHODERSST TAKE 08 THE UMK EMnEyo RESARcH DERATE . .. Lavs Noah

THE POLTICS OF EMPRYOMC DS00UssE .. .. .. ..o......... Kewd P. Qo
AL POTERTIAL 45 A CRITIRIDN Fon. URDERSTANDDNG

AND DEFPanG EvBayos . Erith E. Lt

and Carmen Sapiems

“WIAT [5 AN EMREVO?": & LBGAL PRESFICTIVE . .. . . Suwgn L. Crociin

ARTICLE
DEVELOFMENTS ¥ THE SeooNn CReuTT: 20022003 & Babbin,
Erika L drcaraste, 'I- crar A, Salde,

ot Cravey Cryrriny-Riokour

NOTES

TAKRG ACCOUNT OF PARTIAL EXEMPTORS ¥ VAOCINATION Law,
POLICY AND: PRACTICE

A REFUBLIC OF BMERGENCIES: MARTIAL LAW BN AMERICAN NRIPRUDENCE
SECUND PARENT ADDFTIIN CASES

AFFRONCHING SAME:
CAN

SEN MARIAGE: HOW
H.ELI‘ COURTS ACHIEVE THE “HEST INTERESTE OF THE SAME-SEX

THE H.MEUA'!E ALTERNATIVE PORUM ANALYSIS 1N FORUM Moo CONVENIERS:
CASE FOR REFIRM

Volume Y Summer 2

Mumber 4

A Call To Action For Scientists

The burden now falls to scienitists to inform law makers

and the public about new technologies and the new
termonology needed to describe them accurately.

“What Is An Embryo?” is the first comprehensive look

at the influence of accurate science terminology,

published by the Connecticut Law Review along with
rejoinders by Dr. Harold Shapiro, Prof John A. Robert-

son, Prof Lars Noah, and Father Kevin P. Quinn. The

law review specifically addresses the controversy of all

of the entities that are currently called embryos with
regards to embryonic stem cell research legislation
around the wold.

For more information visit: http://www.bedfordresearch.org
Available for order from William S. Hein & Co., Inc.
www.wshein.com | (800) 828-7571 or download free at
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I. INTRODUCTION AND
DEFINITION OF THE PROBLEM
Most scientific and medical discoveries are
accompanied by new terms to describe the new
processes. Although this imposes the burden on
society of continually learning a new lexicon, new
terminology clarifies that the societal impact of
emerging technologies needs to be newly
interpreted.

- Excerpt, page 1, Ann A. Kiessling, PhD

"Ann Kiessling's thoughtful and extremely useful
review covers a good deal of history, language, and
public policy intimately related to the controversial
technologies that surround the use of embryos either

in biomedical research or ART."
- Excerpt, page 1049, “What is an Embryo? A Comment” by
Harold T. Shapiro, Emeritus, Princeton Unvierstiy

"No one would deny that the subtleties of human
embryology are neglected in public debate. This
alone should compel scientists to choose terms that
make scientific sense and to provide clear definni-
tions. Dr. Kiessling has accepted well that
challenge. But I also think that Kiessling is up to
something else in her essay. She is attempting to
reposition science, to gain for it a more influential

voice in the heated politics of embryonic discourse."
- Excerpt, page 1163, "The Politics of Embryonic Discourse"
by Kevin P. Quinn, S. J. Professor of Law, Georgetown
University Law Center
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"As stated in the Commentary,
the goal was not to try to
re-define existing moral and
ethical views of tasks
undertaken by eggs, especially
‘when life begins’ but to try to
make room in those views for
the emerging biomedical

1o d. Kicarting technologies that are currently
dependent upon the innate
capabilities of human eggs."

- Excerpt, page 2, “Rejoinder,”
Ann A. Kiessling, PhD
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