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1. Introduction 
In	 early	 2017,	 eleven	 out	 of	 the	 thirty-two	 retired	

circus	 animals	 that	 were	 kept	 in	 a	 facility	 near	

Bucharest,	 Romania	were	 killed	 in	 a	 fire	 (Popescu	

2017).	 The	 public	 debate	moved	 quickly	 from	 the	

regrettable	 accidental	 death	 of	 the	 poor	 beasts	 to	

the	 general	 subject	 of	 circus	 animals.	 A	 petition	

entitled	“We	put	an	end	to	 the	exploitation	of	wild	

animals	in	circuses”	(Magor	2017)	asking	for	a	ban	

on	 the	 use	 of	 wild	 animals	 in	 circuses	 collected	

62,096	signatures	by	February	7th.	On	 January	29,	

the	 General	 Council	 of	 the	 Bucharest	 Municipality	

released	 a	 draft	 decision	 to	 ban	 animal	

performances	 in	the	State	Circus.	Also,	 the	animals	

belonging	to	the	State	Circus	are	to	be	relocated	by	

an	NGO	(Klodnischi	2017).	

The	 use	 of	 animals	 for	 organized	

entertainment	 goes	 back	 to	 Antiquity.	 Ancient	

Greek	and	Roman	territories,	Egypt,	 India,	Assyria,	

Babylon,	 or	 China	 have	 all	 known	 the	 practice	 of	

keeping	wild	animals	for	display	and	games.	In	the	

Roman	 Empire,	 thousands	 of	 local	 and	 exotic	

animals	 were	 captured	 and	 shipped	 in	 poor	

conditions	 to	 the	 Capital	 and	 other	 large	 cities.	 At	

destination,	 the	 animals	 participated	 in	 venations	
(demonstrative	 hunts	 taking	 place	 in	 the	 arena),	

parades	 and	 other	 types	 of	 entertainment.	 In	 late	

antiquity,	 Roman	 arena	 games	 had	 to	 transform,	

due	 to	 diminution	 of	 resources.	 Animals	 in	

venations	 were	 no	 longer	 hunted	 on	 the	 spot	 but	
preserved	 for	 return	 shows.	 Also,	 circus-type	

performance	 of	 tricks	 by	 the	 animals	 became	

encouraged	(Mackinnon	2006).	 In	modern	Europe,	

arena	 shows	 were	 re-discovered	 by	 Philip	 Astley	

who	 started	 a	 riding	 school	 in	 1768,	 with	 his	

famous	 performances	 at	 Astley's	 Royal	

Amphitheatre	 in	London	 including	acrobatic	riding	

(Frost	1881).	

 
2. The underlying reasons 
Why	 do	 people	 enjoy	 animal	 encounters	 and	

performances?	 More	 than	 a	 few	 hypotheses	 were	

formulated	 on	 why	 we	 cast	 a	 special	 status	 upon	

certain	 creatures,	 represented	 mainly	 but	 not	

exclusively	 by	 pets	 (Serpell	 1996).	 Beyond	 the	

endless	 speculations	on	 the	origin	of	 this	behavior	

one	 element	 stands:	 in	 many	 cultures,	 some	

animals	 are	 regarded	 as	 special	 and	 even	

personalized	 and	 ‘befriended’.	 People	 give	 them	

names,	include	them	in	their	social	world,	exchange	

lots	 of	 affection	with	 them	 and	 often	 comment	 on	

their	human-like	attitudes.	In	contemporary	Europe	

pets	can	get	clothes	and	accessories	and	be	buried	

in	 cemeteries,	 as	 humans	 do.	 One	 might	 also	 find	

this	 fact	 interesting	 that	 from	 Aesop’s	 fables	 to	

contemporary	 books	 (animation	 movies	 or	 video	

games)	 the	public	 is	attracted	by	and	even	accepts	

moral	 criticism	 from	 characters	 represented	 by	

anthropomorphic	 animals	 (Dunn	 2011).	 Why	 do	
people	exhibit	such	attitudes	remains	unclear,	with	

‘humanization’	 being	 identifiable	 as	 an	 aspect	

rather	than	the	cause	of	those	peculiar	interactions	

between	 humans,	 and	 animals.	 Yet,	 it	 is	 easy	 to	

observe	 that	 circus	 animals	 are	 also	 valued	 for	

traits	that	are	alien	to	their	normal	behavior	in	the	

wild	 and	 rather	 human-like.	 Circus	 is	 a	 display	 of	

the	unnatural,	but	this	unnatural	is	attractive	as	it	is	

rooted	 in	 ‘humanization’	 of	 the	 animals.	 Circus	

animals	 are	 clever	 unusual	 beasts	 that	 are	 able	 to	

learn	 and	 perform.	 They	 are	 trained	 to	 react	 in	

ways	that	seem	‘human’	in	terms	of	determination,	

coordination	 and	 performance,	 which	 attracts,	

amazes	and	amuses	the	audience.		

Many	 continue	 to	 seek	 spectacular	 animal	

encounters	 in	 spite	 of	 the	 efforts	 of	 various	

organizations	 to	 educate	 the	 public	 on	 animal	

welfare	 that	 might	 have	 led	 to	 some	 success	 in	

terms	 of	 concern	 over	 the	 animals	 in	 circuses	 and	

disapproval	 of	 animal	 performances	 (Wells	 &	

Hepper	 1997;	 The	 Scottish	 Government	 2015;	

Zanola	2007).	During	the	 last	years,	a	stand	has	as	

well	 been	 taken	 by	 various	Western	 travel	 brands	

and	 tour	 operators	 against	 exploitation	 of	 wild	

animals	 (such	 as	 elephants,	 tigers,	 and	 snakes)	 in	

the	 form	 of	 travel	 attractions	 such	 as	 riding	 or	

various	types	of	performance.	Still,	 the	demand	for	

animal	 attractions	 is	 increasing	 and	 new	 markets	

are	 developing	 in	 the	 world	 (Baran	 2016).	 Also,	

animals	continue	to	be	present	in	some	circuses.	

Are	 those	 speaking	 against	 animal	 circus	

performances	 merely	 ‘obsessed’	 by	 animal	 rights?	

The	 July	 2013	 newsletter	 of	 the	 World	 Circus	
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Federation	 (Fédération	Mondiale	 du	 Cirque	 2013)	

seems	 to	 promote	 this	 perspective,	 whilst	

celebrating	the	legal	victory	of	one	renowned	circus	

company	 against	 animal	 rights	 organizations	 and	

calling	 circus	 fans	 to	 organize	 some	 sort	 of	 a	

counter-movement	 in	 support	 of	 maintaining	

animal	 performance	 in	 circuses.	 The	 Federation	

quotes	 a	 pro-circus	 student	 activist:	 “...	 taking	 the	
circus	away	would	be	unfair	to	the	public,	the	circus	
performers,	and	above	all,	 the	animals	 that	 circuses	
strive	 to	 take	 great	 care	 of	 and	 preserve	 for	
generations	to	come”.		

As	 it	 can	 be	 easily	 observed,	 the	 quoted	

argument	is	centered	on	a	term	pertaining	to	ethics	

that	 can	 inherently	 bear	 a	 highly	 variable	 content,	

depending	 on	 whom	 do	 you	 ask	 about	 its	

significance:	unfair.	In	this	context,	one	might	want	
to	try	and	understand	what	is	actually	unfair	and	to	
whom	when	it	comes	about	animals	in	circuses.		
 
3. The unfairness  
Violence	 tends	 to	 be	 generally	 viewed	 as	unfair.	 It	
has	 been	 argued	 that	 violence	 and	 cruelty	 once	

used	 in	 taming	 and	 training	 of	 circus	 animals	 has	

gradually	 been	 replaced	with	 less	 brutal	methods.	

Yet,	 the	 training	 tools	 and	methods	 that	 should	be	

employed	 for	 corrective	 non-violent	 purposes	 are	

still	 used	 by	 some	 in	 a	 harmful	 way,	 so	 that	 the	

animals	 get	 wounded	 both	 physically	 and	

psychologically	 (Humane	 Review	 2012;	 Kharb	

2013;	 Zoocheck	 2016).	 The	 case	 of	 trainers	 Roger	

and	Mary	Cawley	(a.	k.	a.	Mary	Chipperfield),	 fined	

for	 cruelty	 to	 animals	 became	widely	 known	 (BBC	

1999).	 The	 undercover	 footage	 Elephants	 in	
Circuses:	 Training	 and	 Tragedy	 (PETA	 2007)	
revealed	 to	 the	 world	 certain	 tamers’	 shockingly	

brutal	 perspective.	 As	 for	 the	 law	 suit	 so	 proudly	

mentioned	 in	 the	 World	 Circus	 Federation’s	

newsletter,	 a	 legal	 analysis	 published	 by	 Beverage	

(2010)	 reveals	 a	 series	 of	 details	 about	 how	

animals	were	abused	and	convincingly	argues	 that	

the	 ‘victory’	 of	 the	 entertainment	 company	 was	

rather	 technical,	 due	 to	 ‘ambiguities	 and	

counterproductive	 provisions’	 in	 certain	 laws	 and	

their	 regulatory	 schemes.	Also,	 circuses	 have	been	

recurrently	 cited	 by	 the	United	 States	Department	

of	 Agriculture	 for	 neglect	 and	 abuse	 of	 animals	

(Bradshaw	2007).		

Furthermore,	 not	 only	 physical	 violence	 but	

also	harming	a	living	being	by	forcing	it	beyond	its	

natural	 limits	 tends	 to	 be	 generally	 considered	

unfair;	 failing	 to	 provide	 proper	 shelter,	 food	 and	
water	 to	an	 individual,	 be	 it	human	or	non-human	

constitutes	 a	 basic	 example.	 Again,	 how	 far	 can	

therefore	 humans	 push	 animals	 so	 that	we	 decide	

that	 it	 is	 unfair?	 Even	 circus	 animals	 that	 are	 not	
subject	 to	 brutal	 treatments	 remain	 creatures	

deprived	 of	 a	 free	 natural	 life,	 convinced	 to	 learn	

tricks	by	methods	that	may	be	less	unpleasant	than	

the	old-fashioned	ones	but	are	still	unpleasant,	and	

obliged	 to	 observe	 a	 strict	 schedule	 for	 our	 liking	

only.		

Ecological	 and	 behavioral	 research	 has	

established	 that	 there	 is	 a	 deep	 unavoidable	

contradiction	 between	 wild	 animals’	 nature	 and	

circus	life,	as	none	of	the	wild	species	employed	in	

circus	performance	meets	 the	 ‘ideal’	 of	having	 low	

cognitive	 function,	 low	ecological	and	social	needs,	

such	 that	 it	 would	 be	 proper	 for	 living	 in	 an	

artificial	environment	that	bears	the	characteristics	

of	 a	 circus	 (Iossa	 et	 al.	 2009).	 As	 their	 feeding,	
social	 and	 reproductive	 behavior	 are	 altered	 and	

limited	 by	 the	 specific	 living	 conditions,	 the	

conclusion	 that	 circus	 animals	 live	 an	 ‘inevitably	

impoverished	 life’	 comes	 natural	 (Harris	 et	 al.	
2006).	Hand-rearing,	 training	 and	performance,	 as	

well	as	frequent	travelling	affect	them	(Bekoff	et	al.	
2015).	They	are	exposed	to	risk	factors	and	develop	

various	 health	 problems	 and	 abnormal	 behaviors	

related	 to	 ‘circus	 life’,	 with	 all	 that	 such	 existence	

implies	 (Rose	 et	 al.	 2006;	 Animal	 Defenders	
International	 2009;	 Hopster	 &	 de	 Jong	 2014;	
Machačová	et	al.	2015;	Dorning	et	al.	2016).		

The	 amount	 of	 unfairness	 has	 been	 certainly	
considered	 sufficient	 by	 some	 professional	

veterinary	organizations	so	that	to	express	negative	

opinions	on	 the	welfare	of	 animals	 in	 circuses	and	

eventually	recommend	that	the	use	of	wild	animals	

for	performance	be	banned	(e.	g.	British	Veterinary	

Association	 2012;	 Federation	 of	 Veterinarians	 of	

Europe	2015;	Veterinary	Ireland	2016).	

Worldwide,	 a	 number	 of	 regions,	 counties,	

municipalities,	 and	 states	 have	 banned	 totally	 or	

partially	 the	 use	 of	 animals	 in	 circuses.	 Such	 bans	

are	 in	 effect	 in	 Argentina,	 Austria,	 Australia,	

Belgium,	 Bolivia,	 Brazil,	 Bosnia	 and	 Herzegovina,	

Bulgaria,	 Canada,	 Chile,	 Colombia,	 Costa	 Rica,	

Croatia,	Cyprus,	Czech	Republic,	Denmark,	Ecuador,	

El	 Salvador,	 Estonia,	 Finland,	 France,	 Greece,	

Hungary,	 India,	 Iran,	 Ireland,	 Israel,	 Latvia,	 Malta,	

Mexico,	 the	 Netherlands,	 Norway,	 Panama,	

Paraguay,	 Peru,	 Poland,	 Portugal,	 Republic	 of	

Ireland,	Singapore,	Slovenia,	Spain,	Taiwan,	UK	and	

USA	 (Robinson	 et	 al.	 2015;	 Dorning	 et	 al.	 2016;	
Animal	Defenders	 International	Circus	bans).	 Steps	
are	 now	 taken	 for	 enacting	 more	 bans	 in	 the	 UK	

(Ares	&	Cromarty	2016).		

Public	 authorities	 may	 ban	 the	 use	 of	 wild	

species	in	performances,	simultaneously	advancing	

solutions	 for	 rehabilitation	 of	 the	 rescued	 circus	

animals.	 A	 very	 good	 example	 is	 represented	 by	

India,	which	in	1998	banned	the	use	of	lions,	tigers,	

leopards,	 bears	 and	 monkeys	 and	 by	 2004	 the	

Central	 Zoo	 Authority	 reported	 rehabilitation	 of	

314	 lions	 and	 tigers	 from	 circuses.	 Confiscated	
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animals	 are	 sheltered	 in	 lifetime-care	 facilities	

established	 in	 the	 off-display	 area	 of	 the	 zoos	

(Gupta	&	Chakraborty	2005).	

Over	 time,	 circus	 has	 had	 to	 adapt	 and	 cope	

with	various	challenges	and	changes	 in	 the	society	

and	 it	 managed	 to	 survive	 and	 continue	 to	 be	

numbered	 among	 the	 forms	 of	 entertainment	

valued	 by	 many	 generations	 (Loring	 2007).	 The	

contemporary	 world	 might	 also	 accommodate	 to	

viewing	the	animals	in	circuses	not	as	some	sort	of	

inherited	cultural	commodity	but	as	valuable	living	

beings	 belonging	 to	 the	 realm	 of	 nature	 that	 we	

now	 so	 much	 struggle	 to	 learn	 to	 respect	 and	

protect,	as	G.	A.	Bradshaw	(2007)	so	powerfully	put	

it	 “animals	 are	 not	 defined	 by	 their	 circumstances	

but	 affected	 by	 them”.	 Circus	 can	 very	 well	 exist	

and	 entertain	 the	 public	 without	 animal	

performances.	 In	 cirque	 nouveau,	which	 combines	
traditional	 circus	 arts	 with	 elaborate	 scenography	

into	a	thematic	show	of	human	artistry,	sound	and	

light,	 the	 art	 of	 entertainment	 has	 shown	 new	

performances	 that	 keep	 attracting	 the	 public	 for	

more	than	thirty	years	now.		

We	have	 the	power	 to	destroy	 and	 the	power	

to	build,	the	power	to	enslave	and	the	power	to	set	

free,	the	power	to	force	other	living	beings	to	serve	

us	 and	 the	 power	 to	 force	 our	 egoistic	 wishes	 to	

make	 room	 for	 kindness	 and	 compassion.	 What	

shall	 we	 choose,	 for	 this	 world,	 which	 is	 not	 only	

ours	but	also	future	generations’?	

	

4. References 
Animal	Defenders	International,	Circus	bans,	available	at	
http://www.stopcircussuffering.com/circus-bans/;	

Ares	 E.,	 Cromarty	 H.,	Wild	 Animals	 in	 Circuses.	 Briefing	
paper	 Number	 CBP05992,	 29	 April	 2016,	 House	 of	

Commons,	 UK,	 available	 at	

http://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/document

s/SN05992/SN05992.pdf;	

Baran	 M.,	 Sensitivity	 to	 animal	 exploitation	 is	 up.	 So	 is	
demand	for	wildlife	encounters,	Travel	weekly,	October	
31,	2016;	

BBC,	 UK	 Circus	 trainers	 fined	 for	 cruelty,	 BBC	 News,	
Friday,	 April	 9,	 1999,	 available	 at	

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/uk_news/315146.stm;	

Bekoff	 M.,	 Bruene	 M.,	 Buyukmihci	 N.	 C.,	 Byrne	 R.,	 de	

Vicente	I.,	Durham	D.,	Ferdowsian	H.,	Gandini	G,	Harris	

S.,	 Hernandez	 J.	 M.,	 Inkamba-Nkulu	 C.,	 Kalcher-

Sommersguter	 E.,	 Mangas	 Sanchez	 M.,	 Merskin	 D.,	

Niekisch	M.,	Poole	J.	H.,	Preuschoft	S.,	Redmond	I.,	Reiss	

D.,	Schwarzenberger	F.,	Sommer	F.,	Souchal	A.,	Spruijt	

B.,	van	Leeuwen	E.,	Visalberghi	E.,	Vonk	R.,	Wrangham	

R.	 	 (2015)	Statement	on	Ethological	Needs	and	Welfare	
of	Wild	Animals,	Eurogroup	for	Animals;	

Beverage	 E.	 (2010),	 Abuse	 Under	 the	 Big	 Top:	 Seeking	
Legal	 Protection	 for	 Circus	 Elephants	 after	 ASPCA	 v.	
Ringling	Brothers,	Vanderbilt	Journal	of	Entertainment	
and	Technology	Law,	Vol.	13,	No.	1,	pp	155-184.	

Bradshaw	 G.	 A	 (2007)	Elephants	 in	Circuses:	Analysis	 of	
Practice,	 Policy,	 and	 Future,	 Animals	 and	 Society	
Institute,	MI,	USA.	

Dorning	 J.,	 Stephen	 Harris	 S.,	 Pickett	 H.	 (2016),	 The	
welfare	 of	 wild	 animals	 in	 travelling	 circuses,	 a	
specialists’	report	prepared	for	the	Welsh	Government,	
available	 at	

http://www.ispca.ie/uploads/The_welfare_of_wild_ani

mals_in_travelling_circuses.pdf.	

Dunn.	E.	A.	 (2011)	Talking	Animals:	A	Literature	Review	
of	 Anthropomorphism	 in	 Children's	 Books,	 A	 Master’s	
Paper,	University	of	North	Carolina,	Chapel	Hill,	North	

Carolina.	

Fédération	 Mondiale	 du	 Cirque	 (2013)	 Newsletter.	
Animal	 special,	 No.	 3.	 July	 2013,	 available	 at	
http://www.circusfederation.org/uploads/newsletter

s/july_2013.pdf	

Frost	T.	(1881)	Circus	Life	and	Circus	Celebrities,	London,	
Chatto	 and	 Windus,	 available	 at	

http://www.circushistory.org/Frost/Frost5.htm;		

Gupta	B.	K.,	Chakraborty	B.	(2005)	The	Role	of	Zoos	in	the	
Rehabilitation	 of	 Animals	 in	 the	 Circus,	 Journal	 Of	
Applied	Animal	Welfare	Science,	8(4),	285–294;	

Harris	S.,	Iossa,	G.,	Soulsbury,	C.	D.	(2006),	A	review	of	the	
welfare	of	wild	animals	in	circuses,	Royal	Society	for	the	
Prevention	of	Cruelty	to	Animals;	

Hopster	 H.,	 de	 Jong	 I.C.	 (2014)	Welfare	 of	 sea	 lions	 in	
travelling	circuses,	Wageningen	UR	Livestock	Research,	
Lelystad,	The	Netherlands,	Research	Report	770;	

Iossa	 G.,	 Soulsbury	 C.	 D.,	 Harris	 S.	 (2009)	 Are	 wild	
animals	 suited	 to	 a	 travelling	 circus	 life?	 Animal	
Welfare,	Vol.	18,	No.	2,	pp.	129-140;	

Klodnischi	 S.,	Draft	decision	to	ban	animal	performances	
at	 Bucharest	 'Globus'	 Circus	 &	 Variety	 Company,	
AGERPRES,	Jan	29,	2017;	

Loring	P.	A.	(2007)	The	Most	Resilient	Show	on	Earth:	The	
Circus	 as	 a	 Model	 for	 Viewing	 Identity,	 Change,	 and	
Chaos,	Ecology	and	Society,	Vol.	12,	No.	1:	9;	

Machačová	 T.,	 Bártová	 E.,	 Sedlák	 K.,	 Silvestre	 P.,	

Laricchiuta	 P.,	 Veneziano	 V.	 (2015)	 High	
Seroprevalence	of	Toxoplasma	gondii	 in	Zoo	and	Circus	
Animals	in	Italy,	Proc	Int	Conf	Dis	Zoo	Wild	Anim	2015,	
p.	1-3;	

Mackinnon	 M.	 (2006)	 Supplying	 Exotic	 Animals	 for	 the	
Roman	 Amphitheatre	 Games:	 New	 Reconstructions	
Combining	 Archaeological,	 Ancient	 Textual,	 Historical	
and	Ethnographic	Data,	Mouseion,	Series	III,	Vol.	6,	No.	
2,	pp.	137-161;	

Magor	 C.	 (2017)	 Punem	 capat	 exploatarii	 animalelor	
salbatice	 in	 circuri,	 public	 petition	 available	 at	
https://campaniamea.de-clic.ro/petitions/punem-

capat-exploatarii-animalelor-salbatice-in-circuri;	

PETA	 (2007)	 Elephants	 in	 Circuses:	 Training	 and	
Tragedy,	 video	 resource	 available	 at	

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZTUol7VrHTg;	

Popescu	I.,	11	animals	dead	as	circus	building	catches	fire	
in	Bucharest,	Bucharest	Insider,	Jan	12,	2017;	

Rose	 N.,	 Farinato	 R.,	 Sherwin	 (eds.)	 (2006)	 The	 Case	
Against	 Marine	 Mammals	 in	 Captivity,	 The	 Humane	
Society	of	 the	United	States	and	the	World	Society	 for	

the	Protection	of	Animals;	

Serpell	 J.	 (1996)	 In	 the	 Company	 of	 Animals:	 A	 Study	 of	
Human-Animal	 Relationships,	 Cambridge	 University	
Press;	



  Eubios Journal of Asian and International Bioethics 27 (May 2017) 
 
102 

The	 Scottish	 Government	 (2015)	 Should	 the	 use	 of	wild	
animals	 in	 travelling	 circuses	 be	 banned	 in	 Scotland?	
Consultation	 Analysis,	 available	 at	

http://www.gov.scot/Resource/0048/00480385.pdf;	

Veterinary	 Ireland,	Veterinary	Organisation’s	Opinion	on	
the	 Needs	 of	 Wild	 Animals	 in	 Travelling	 Circuses,	 July	
29,	 2016,	 available	 at	

http://www.veterinaryireland.ie/images/Veterinary_I

reland_Press_Release_on_Wild_Animals_in_Travelling_

Circuses_29th_July_2016.pdf	

Wells	 D.	 L.,	 Hepper	 P.	 G.	 (1997)	 Pet	 Ownership	 and	
Adults'	 Views	 on	 the	 Use	 of	 Animals,	 Society	 and	
Animals,	Vol.	5,	No.	1,	pp.	45-63;		

Zanola	 R.	 (2007)	Major	 influences	 on	 circus	 attendance,	
Department	of	Public	Policy	and	Public	Choice	–	POLIS,	

Working	paper	n.	99,	October	2007,	in	"POLIS	Working	

Papers",	 Universita’	 del	 Piemonte	 Orientale	 “Amedeo	
Avogadro”	Alessandria,	Italy;	

Zoocheck	 (eds.)	 (2016)	 Take	 action	 for	 elephants.	 A	
resource	guide,	Zoocheck,	Toronto,	Canada;	

***	 (2012)	 The	 Circus	 -	 A	 Nightmare	 For	 Animals,	
Humane	Review,	Spring/Summer	2012.	

       
	
For forthcoming conferences see: 
www.eubios.info or www.ausn.info  
Email for information: darryl@eubios.info 

 
Bioethics, Law, and Society: Joint AUSN, 
Center for Ethics of Science and 
Technology, and Eubios Ethics Institute 
Conference 24-26 June 2017 at the 
International Peace Park@kaeng Krachan, 
and Chulalongkorn University, Bangkok, 
Thailand. Organizers: Center for Ethics of Science 
and Technology, Chulalongkorn University, Thailand, 
American University of Sovereign Nations (AUSN), 
USA, the International Peace and Development Ethics 
Centre, and Eubios Ethics Institute.  

Social Work, Human Security, Ethics and 
Human Ability, 1 July 2017, UKM, Kuala 
Lumpur, Malaysia. Organizers: UKM; American 
University of Sovereign Nations (AUSN), USA, Asia-
Pacific Forum on Ethics. 

Intensive courses on research ethics and 
bioethics in the Philippines: 

Catanduanes State University, Virac, 6 
July 2017 

Bicol University, Legapzi, 7-8 July 2017 

University of San Jose-Recoletos, Cebu, 
10-12 July  

Visions of Social and Ethical Change in 
ASEAN, and Beyond, 17 July 2017 (9:00-
17:00) Chulalongkorn University, 

Bangkok, Thailand. Organizers: Center for Ethics 
of Science and Technology, Chulalongkorn University, 
Thailand, American University of Sovereign Nations 
(AUSN), USA, Youth's UNESCO Club, and Eubios 
Ethics Institute.  

Joint AUSN-Bangladesh Society of 
Bioethics Intensive Bioethics Training 
Course,  15-16 July 2017 in Dhaka, 
Bangladesh.   

International Bioethics Roundtable: 
Bioethics Across and Between Continents 
and Peoples  for the Betterment of All 
AUSN, Arizona, USA, 2-5 September  2017  
 

Eighteenth Asian Bioethics Conference: 
The Future of Bioethics and Healthcare 
(ABC18), 25-28 October 2017 in 
Seoul, Republic of Korea, followed by a Joint 
AUSN-Gangneung-Wonju National 
University Intensive Bioethics 
Workshop(ABA Satellite meeting) 29-30 
October 2017 in Gangneung, Korea.  
 
The Eleventh Kumamoto University 
International Bioethics 
Roundtable: Philosophy and practice of 
bioethics across and between cultures, 
18-19 November 2017, Kumamoto 
University, Japan.  
Contact: Kimiko Tashima, 
ktashima@kumamoto-u.ac.jp 
       
 
EJAIB	Editor:	Darryl	Macer		
Associate	 Editor:	 Nader	 Ghotbi	 (Ritsumeikan	 Asia	
Pacific	University	(APU),	Japan)	

Editorial	Board:	Akira	Akabayashi	(Japan),	Sahin	Aksoy	
(Turkey),	 Martha	 Marcela	 Rodriguez-Alanis	 (Mexico),	

Angeles	 Tan	 Alora	 (Philippines),	 Atsushi	 Asai	 (Japan),	

Alireza	 Bagheri	 (Iran),	 Gerhold	 Becker	 (Germany),	

Rhyddhi	 Chakraborty	 (India/UK),	 Shamima	 Lasker	

(Bangladesh),	 Minakshi	 Bhardwaj	 (UK),	 Christian	 Byk	

(IALES;	France),	Ken	Daniels	(New	Zealand),	Ole	Doering	

(Germany),	 Amarbayasgalan	 Dorjderem	 (Mongolia),	

Hasan	 Erbay	 (Turkey),	 Soraj	 Hongladarom	 (Thailand),	

Dena	 Hsin	 (Taiwan),	 Rihito	 Kimura	 (Japan),	 Abby	

Lippman	 (Canada),	 Umar	 Jenie	 (Indonesia),	 Nobuko	

Yasuhara	 Macer	 (Japan),	 Masahiro	 Morioka	 (Japan),	

Anwar	 Nasim	 (Pakistan),	 Jing-Bao	 Nie	 (China,	 New	

Zealand),	 Pinit	 Ratanakul	 (Thailand),	 Qiu	 Ren	 Zong	

(China),	 Hyakudai	 Sakamoto	 (Japan),	 Sang-yong	 Song	

(Republic	of	Korea),	Takao	Takahashi	(Japan),	Noritoshi	

Tanida	(Japan),	Ananya	Tritipthumrongchok	(Thailand),	

Yanguang	Wang	 (China),	Daniel	Wikler	 (USA),	 Jeong	Ro	

Yoon	(Republic	of	Korea). 
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Eubios	Ethics	Institute	Publications		
(Books	sent	by	SAL	post,	Journal	by	Airmail	-	Price	included)	

Eubios	Journal	of	Asian	and	International	Bioethics	(Annual	subscription)		 	 							 	 	 	 NZ$90	
	

Shaping	Genes:	Ethics,	Law	and	Science	of	Using	Genetic	Technology	in	Medicine	and	Agriculture			 	 	 	 	 NZ$50	
	by	Darryl	Macer,	Oct.	1990,	421pp.		 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	
	

Equitable	Patent	Protection	in	the	Developing	World		 	 	 	 	 	 	 NZ$40	

	by	William	Lesser,	May	1991,	150pp.		 	 	 	 	 						 	 	 	 	 	
	

Attitudes	to	Genetic	Engineering:	Japanese	and	International	Comparisons	(Bilingual)	 	 	 	 	 NZ$40	

	by	Darryl	Macer,	May	1992	330pp.		 	 	 	 	
	

Human	Genome	Research	&	Society		 Eds:	Norio	Fujiki	&	Darryl	R.J.	Macer	July	1992		 	 	 	 	 NZ$40	

ISBN	0-908897-03-0	(English),	230pp.	ISBN	0-908897-04-9	(Japanese),	240pp.		 	 	 	 	 	 	
	

Intractable	Neurological	Disorders,	Human	Genome	Research	and	Society	Eds:	N.	Fujiki	&	D.	Macer	 NZ$40	

Feb.	1994	ISBN	0-908897-06-5	(English),	320pp.	ISBN	0-908897-07-3	(Japanese),	340pp.	 	 	 	
	

Bioethics	for	the	People	by	the	People	by	Darryl	Macer,	...	May	1994	ISBN	0-908897-05-7,	460pp.		 	 NZ$50	
	

Bioethics	in	High	Schools	in	Australia,	Japan	and	New	Zealand,	by	D.	Macer,	Y.	Asada,		 	 	 	 NZ$50	

M.	Tsuzuki,	S.	Akiyama,	&	N.Y.	Macer	March	1996,	ISBN	0-908897-08-1,	200pp.(A4)		 	 	
	

Protection	of	the	Human	Genome	and	Scientific	Responsibility	(English	and	Japanese	Bilingual)		 	 NZ$40	
Editors:	Michio	Okamoto,	Norio	Fujiki	&	D.R.J.	Macer,	April	1996,	ISBN	0-908897-09-X,	210pp.		 	 	
	

Bioethics	in	India	Eds:	Jayapaul	Azariah,	Hilda	Azariah	&	Darryl	R.J.	Macer	 	 	 	 	 NZ$60	

June	1998	ISBN	0-908897-10-3,	(includes	115	papers)	403	pp.		(Printed	in	India)	 	 	
	

Bioethics	is	Love	of	Life:	An	alternative	textbook	by	Darryl	Macer,	July	1998	ISBN	0-908897-13-8,		 	 NZ$40	

152pp.	(Note	2nd	edition	published	on	iTunes	Store	as	an	iBook	in	2015)	 	 	
	

Bioethics	in	Asia	Eds:	Norio	Fujiki	&	Darryl	R.J.	Macer,	(includes	118	papers	from	Nov.1997	 	 	 	 	 NZ$50	

conferences,	ABC’97	Kobe	and	Fukui	Satellite)	June	1998	ISBN	0-908897-12-X,	478	pp.		
October	1999	ISBN	0-908897-14-6	(Japanese),	320pp.	 	 	
	

Ethical	Challenges	as	we	approach	the	end	of	the	Human	Genome	Project		 	 	 	 NZ$40	
	Editor:	Darryl	Macer,	April	2000	ISBN	0-908897-15-4,	124pp.		 	 	 	 	
	

Bioethics	Education	in	Japanese	High	Schools	(in	Japanese	only)		 	 	 	 NZ$40	
	Editor:	Darryl	MacerApril	2000	ISBN	0-908897-16-2,	112pp.		 	 	 	 	 	
	

Bioethics	and	the	Impact	of	Human	Genome	Research	in	the	21st	Century		 	 	 	 NZ$50	
Eds:	Norio	Fujiki,	Masakatsu	Sudo,	&	D.R.J.	Macer	March	2001	(English	and	Japanese	bilingual,	350pp).		 	 	 	
	

Bioethics	in	Asia	in	the	21st	Century	 Eds:	Song	Sang-yong,	Koo	Young-Mo	&	Darryl	R.J.	Macer		 	 NZ$50	

August	2003	ISBN	0-908897-19-7,	450pp.	 	 	 	 	 	
	

Challenges	for	Bioethics	from	Asia	Ed:	Darryl	R.J.	Macer	 	 	 	 NZ$70	

November	2004	ISBN	0-908897-22-7	656	pp.		 	 				
	

A	Cross	Cultural	Introduction	to	Bioethics,	Editor:	Darryl	Macer	2006,	300pp.	(A4)	 	 	 	 NZ$50	

(Note	2nd	edition	published	on	iTunes	Store	as	an	iBook	in	2015)	

Bioethics	in	Iran,	Editor:	Alireza	Bagheri,		2014.	ISBN	978-0-908897-25-4	262	pp.		 	 NZ$50	

Bioscience	Ethics	Education	Curriculum	for	Pre-Schoolers	to	Elementary	Age	Children,		 	 NZ$50	

Irina	Pollard	and	Amara	Zintgraff,.	2017	ISBN	978-0-908897-28-5,	60pp.	(A4)	 	 	

Getting	Along:	The	Wild,	Wacky	World	of	Human	Relationship,	Laura	R.	Ramnarace	2017		 	 NZ$50	

ISBN	978-0-908897-29-2,	73pp.	(A4)	 	
Most	Books	can	be	downloaded	for	free	online	at	www.eubios.info	
Please	charge	my	VISA	/	MASTERCARD	card	for	NZ$	 	

Account	#	 	 Expiry	Date	 		 	

Signature		 			Name:		 Date	(D/M/Y)	 	 		 	

Mailing	address:		 	
		 	 		 	

Email:	 	

Research	Interests	(for	Network)	 	 		 	

	Email	this	order	page/details	to	asianbioethics@yahoo.co.nz	
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ASIAN	BIOETHICS	ASSOCIATION		
MEMBERSHIP		2017		

and	2017	subscription	to	Eubios	Journal	of	Asian	
and	International	Bioethics	(EJAIB)	

	
	
____	I	wish	to	pay	my	annual	membership	fees	of	Asian	Bioethics	Association	(ABA),	and	receive	the	2015/2016	

issues	of	Eubios	Journal	of	Asian	and	International	Bioethics	(EJAIB)	(The	Official	Journal).	

____	Regular	Price:		 US$70	Euro	50	NZ$80	¥7000	(=Credit	card	price	NZ$80)	

____	I	wish	to	make	a	reduced	contribution	of		 	 	

____	 I	 wish	 to	 register	 as	 a	 member	 of	 Asian	 Bioethics	 Association,	 but	 am	 not	 in	 the	 position	 to	 pay	 a	 fee.	 I	

understand	 that	 I	 should	 be	 satisfied	with	 Internet	 access	 to	Eubios	 Journal	of	Asian	and	International	Bioethics	

(EJAIB)	<http://eubios.info/EJAIB.htm>.		

____	I	wish	to	make	a	donation	to	Eubios	Ethics	Institute	of	____		

____	I	wish	to	receive	the	2017	issues	of	EJAIB	but	not	ABA	membership,	the	price	is:	

____	Regular	Price:		 US$70	Euro	50	NZ$70	¥6000	(Credit	card	price	NZ$80)	

____	Exchange	subscription	with	journal,	newsletter,	etc.	(Name____________________	)	

____	I	agree	/	____	do	not	agree	to	my	name	being	listed	on	the	ABA	www	site		

List	Research	Interests	to	be	included:		

	

Post	or	send	an	E-mail	with	your	address*	(or	include	current	address	label)	

	
To:	E-mail:	asianbioethics@yahoo.co.nz	

Please	charge	my	VISA	/	MASTERCARD	card	(circle)	for	NZ$________	

Account	#		 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Expiry	Date		 	 	

Signature		 	 	 	 	 	 Name:	 	 	 	 	 	 	

*Mailing	address:		 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 		

	 	 		

E-mail:	 	 	

	

Web	site:	<http://eubios.info/ABA.htm>	

 
      
  


