Bioethics Education for citizens
Education is the most perfect and widespread form of behaviour manipulation. And yet it is the necessary way for  individuals of the human species to become part of humanity. 
Even though educating citizens in bioethical questions is fraught with dangers, it remains of fundamental importance so that everyone can participate in  debates without having them confiscated by  professional bioethicists,- this was one of Professor Jean Bernard’s (first president of the French National Consultative Ethics Committee) constant concerns,- or by official committees composed of « people who know », their sole claim to legitimacy being the fact that they are  advisory and their role is to stimulate public debates as extensive as possible.
The first difficulty in bioethics education is related to the subject  involved. Bioethical thinking is above all a matter of questioning contradictory values, each of which is as respectable as the next. Bioethical thinking evolves as a consequence of  new scientific knowledge and a certain level of social acceptability. It is the opposite of a modern version of a moral doctrine ; all dogmatism should be prohibited in what should really be called sensitizing to bioethics, rather than educating.

However it remains that personal thought cannot do without a minimum of scientific knowledge.  If a public debate is organized on bioethical questions, competent personalities,-experts,- will be needed.
The idea of expertise in present-day society deserves a debate in itself. But in the matter of educating citizens in bioethics, the main question is when the experts should make their contribution. If  the citizens are not given some scientific knowledge, the organization of a debate on topics as difficult as, for example, genetics or neuroscience, it is obvious that they will feel utterly helpless when confronted with the complexity of things and  unable to imagine the questions to be asked.

On the other hand, if,as may seem logical, the experts’ participation is presented as the necessary first step to provide  knowledge, there is a great risk that the expert’s word will be decisive and  have a great influence on the citizens’ positions, particularly if,- and this has  happened on several occasions ,- the « expert » is more concerned with transmitting a message than giving objective information on the facts of a given subject.
The other source of information for citizens is the medias that play an essential role in popularizing scientific knowledge. However the constraints under which they operate make it difficult for them to adapt to the kind of  thinking required by bioethics. They tend all too often to transmit data that has been excessively  simplified and produce answers in the form of binary solutions.
Given all these difficulties, should the endeavour be abandoned ? Certainly not. But on the other hand it will be necessary to think about the best way and the best time to do this sensitizing. One of the  most appropriate places is obviously the school. A pluridisciplinary approach to bioethical questions during secondary school, starting from experiences already conducted, should be encouraged and developed much more than it is today ; if this were done, it would certainly be an excellent way to develop in tomorrow’s citizens the capacity to think critically about the place of science in future society.
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