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Neurosocieties Symposium 
The Brain, Culture & Ethics 
 

25 August, Monash Club, Monash University 

 

A series of keynote presentations and roundtables to stimulate discussion on the 

cultural and ethical dimensions of neuroscience research, & to provide networking 

opportunities to facilitate future research projects and collaborations. 

 

Programme: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Chaired by Professor Lenore Manderson (University of the Witwatersrand, Brown 
University) 
 
Part of the Health and Biofutures Focus Programme (Monash Arts), and with financial 
support from the Faculty of Arts at Monash University.  
 
 
 
 

 
Front cover image by Rachael Allen: www.rachaelallen.com  

9:30 Welcome & Introductions – Dr John Gardner 

10:00 Presentation – Dr Rozanna Lilley 

11:00 Coffee break 

11:30 Presentation – Dr Cynthia Forlini 

12:30 Lunch 

1:30 Presentation – Prof Greg Downey 

2:30 Coffee Break 

3:00 Brainstorm session – Dr Narelle Warren 

4:00 Closing Remarks – Dr Adrian Carter 
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Introduction  
 
This introductory event was the first of what we hope will be many ‘neuroscience and 
culture’ events organised by The Neurosocieties Group at Monash. 
 
The neurosciences, and a more generally a fascination with the brain, have become 
highly influential forces in contemporary western cultures. This is partly driven by a 
desire to treat a range of neurological conditions, along with a prevalent belief that 
neuroscience and biomedicine can provide such treatments. The rising influence of 
the neurosciences and a prevalent fascination of the brain is also characterised by a 
sense that by understanding the brain, we can get at the core of what it is that makes 
us human – so gender, personality, behaviour, free will and so on are increasingly 
being thought about in relation to brain structures and brain function. In some cases 
this approach is characterised by a crude biological reductionism.  
 
At the same time, however, what we also see within some areas within the 
neurosciences is a very interesting move away from this crude biological reductionism. 
We see that the brain is being perceived not as hard-wired and determining, but as 
being to some extent dynamic and deeply responsive to context. This is the 
emergence of the social brain, or the encultured brain. This emergence challenges the 
usual disciplinary distinctions that have characterised modern academia: some 
sociologists and anthropologists are turning to the neurosciences to advance their 
own understandings of the social world and social patterns.   
 
The Neurosocieties Group is interested in this new epistemological space, and we 
hope to pursue the sort of interdisciplinary endeavour that this space points towards. 
The aim of the event was to explore these various dimensions associated with the rise 
of the neurosciences, from an interdisciplinary perspective. It is in this vein that the 
three keynote speakers were chosen, and a programme was created that included 
plenty of time for group discussion including a ‘brainstorming’ session.  This served as 
a platform for discussing future activities of the core Neurosocieties Group and its 
extended (and growing) network. 
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Speaker biographies & abstracts 
 
ROZANNA LILLEY:  Rozanna is a social anthropologist and an author. Her work has 

focused on autism, inclusive schooling and the politics of stigma. 
In 2015, she completed a second PhD on experiences of primary 
school choice and change for mothers of students diagnosed with 
autism. She has published widely on maternal responses to autism 
diagnosis and early intervention, as well as autism and education. 
Rozanna’s approach is interdisciplinary, spanning anthropology, 
sociology, feminist theory and disability studies. 

 
What’s in a flap? The curious history of autism and hand stereotypies 
Since the inception of autism as a diagnostic entity in 1943, hand-flapping has featured 
in the clinical and therapeutic literature as one form of motor stereotypy often seen 
in people on the spectrum. Various interpretive frameworks have been used to explain 
hand stereotypies, including psychoanalytic, behavioural, neurological and sensory 
approaches to understanding why individuals twirl, flap and stim. In this paper, I ask 
what is at stake in these different understandings of hand-flapping and their 
consequences for therapeutic modalities? In particular, autistic self-advocates have 
pitted themselves against behaviourist efforts to reduce or eliminate ‘stimming’. The 
frequently stark division between a politics of autistic neurodiversity and ongoing 
efforts to regulate and control autistic bodies is played out, I argue, in the moving 
image of the flapping hand, which has become a synecdoche for the discomforts, 
tensions and possibilities generated by competing claims about autism.  
 
 
CYNTHIA FORLINI: Research Fellow (ARC DECRA), Sydney Health Ethics, University of 

Sydney. Her work explores the neuroethical issues that arise as we 
redefine the boundaries between treatment, maintenance, and 
enhancement of cognitive performance. She has examined these 
issues conceptually and empirically as they relate to the use of 
neurotechnology in different contexts such as competitive 
academic environments, research, healthy cognitive ageing, and 
dementia prevention. 

 
Ageing in a ‘neuro-society’: A neuroethics perspective on the social expectations and 
individual responsibilities 
The social and economic advantages of optimizing brain function are a topic of policy 
debate. Recently, attention is focused on the prevention of cognitive decline in the 
ageing population.  Whether and how older individuals are taking care of their brains 
and cognitive health is unclear. In this talk, I examine the recommendations for 
healthy cognitive ageing and respond with (1) qualitative data from the Australian 
Longitudinal Study on Women’s Health and (2) reflections on how current 
recommendations might be improved.  
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GREG DOWNEY: Professor of Anthropology, Macquarie University. His research has 
focused on skill acquisition, sensory perception, phenomenology, 
neuroanthropology, and brain-culture interaction in sport and 
dance, with field research in Brazil, the United States, Fiji, and 
Australia. He is the author of Learning Capoeira: Lessons in 
Cunning from an Afro-Brazilian Art (Oxford, 2005), and The 
Encultured Brain: Introduction to Neuroanthropology (MIT, 2012).  
 

 
Human echolocation and neurological potential in the body 
Through the organisation World Access for the Blind, many vision impaired (VI) 
individuals are currently learning to use ‘flash sonar,’ a form of active echolocation 
that uses tongue clicks to perceive obstacles and space from reflected sound, like bats 
or dolphins. This presentation, focused on training sessions with VI individuals in 
Australia, examines the methods used by World Access’s instructors to teach 
echolocation and the social and practical obstacles to acquiring the skill. If the 
acquisition of flash sonar is an example of a ‘cultural’ trait, then this process clearly 
has measurable neurological consequences, as laboratory research has shown. The 
development of human echolocation demonstrates that conducting 
neuroanthropology requires a new working definition of ‘culture.’ The evidence of 
biological-cultural interrelation in skills like human echolocation means those of us 
working most closely on embodiment need sophisticated analytical vocabulary to 
capture how different groups cultivate the neurological and physiological potential of 
the human body. With skills like flash sonar, we can see (or hear) clearly how humans 
are a self-made species, their distinctive biological endowments sculpted into peculiar 
configurations by cultural regimes of training. 
 
 

Roundtable discussions - key themes 
 
The need for sustained engagement from the social sciences: It was noted that there 
has been an emergence of neuroscience writing, particularly popular writing, which 
proclaims to identify cultural differences in brain structure and function. Much of this 
work is at best crude, and at worst, politically suspect, largely due to the way in which 
it deploys the notion of ‘culture’.  The social sciences, particularly anthropology, can 
provide a necessary critical appraisal by problematizing the naïve way in which culture 
is delineated and evoked in this literature.  It was noted, however, that contemporary 
anthropology has become so suspicious of the notion of ‘culture’ that the discipline 
has, to some extent, abandoned it.  Perhaps it is necessary for anthropologists to 
reclaim the term, so that they can offer a more compelling challenge to problematic 
neuroscience literature. 
 
Meaningful engagement requires jettisoning unhelpful relativistic language: The 
nature of engagement between the (neuro)sciences and social sciences was discussed 
in detail.  Delegates noted with some frustration that, in their experience, 
‘engagement’ tended to involve social scientists familiarising themselves with 
neuroscience and clinical literature, and seldom did it involve neuroscientists or 
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clinicians becoming familiar with social science literature. Delegates also noted that it 
was common for them to have two sets of presentations and frames of understanding 
etc: one targeted for neurosciences/clinicians and other stakeholders that is purged 
of potentially complex social science lingo, and one targeted for other academics, 
which tended to be more critical and comprehensive. It was suggested that such an 
approach was insincere, but delegates also argued that this an approach was 
absolutely necessary to engage with non-social scientists.   
 
It was also noted that engagement necessitates that social scientists refrain from using 
language that could be understood as asserting a relativistic, social constructivist 
approach.  Such approaches are poorly understood and tend to be instantly dismissed, 
and social scientists risk alienating themselves from scientists and clinicians.  A more 
constructive way of engaging, it was argued, is to highlight sociologically interesting 
neurological potentials within neuroscience – an example of this being Downey’s 
studies of echo-location.   
 
Challenging the deployment of limited resources: Neuroscience attracts vast some of 
research money, and considerable chunks of this are spent on neuroimaging studies. 
This funding is driven by considerably high expectations about the clinical potential of 
neuroscience, but the actual benefits of such research are not always clear. This raises 
important questions relating to distributive justice, particularly when health and social 
care services for managing chronic illnesses are underfunded.  It is important, then, 
that publics and particularly patient representatives are provided with meaningful 
spaces to inform the design of research projects, and the allocation of research 
funding.  Some countries (such as the UK and EU) are much better at providing such 
spaces than others.   
 
Neuroscience and the productive, efficient body of capitalism: Building on Lilley’s 
presentation on hand-stereotypies, delegates noted that neuroscience and neuro-
interventions align with the exigencies of capitalism: they aim to create efficient and 
proficient productive bodies.  Erroneous (i.e. unproductive) movements and ways of 
thinking are seen as abnormalities to be managed.  Other political machinations were 
noted: the considerable anxiety about ageing and dementia and the huge burden of 
cost within public policy, for example. There is also an interesting alignment between 
the emerging discourse on brain plasticity and neurological potential, and the 
valorisation of entrepreneurial individualism that necessitates flexibility and 
creativity. 
 
Delegates also noted, however, that while such political machinations are clearly 
relevant to understanding the current potency of neuroscience, it is also necessary to 
understand the rationales of neuroscientist themselves and patients/publics.  Close 
empirically-informed accounts of such rationales, perspectives and the affective 
dimensions of promissory neuroscience will provide a comprehensive picture of the 
‘force’ that animates neuroscience. This is an important task – it enables us to glimpse 
why so much investment in neuroscience activities in particular areas that have failed 
to generate any meaningful advances. 
 
 



6 
 

The diversity of clinical neuro communities, cultures and practices: As clearly 
illustrated by Lilley, there are various schools of thought and disciplines invested in 
neuroscience and the treatment of neurological/psychological anomalies. Each tend 
to have their own ‘material culture. Examples include psychotherapists, occupational 
therapists, neurologists, etc. The power of particular schools of thought have changed 
historically.  Interestingly, in some contexts, the neurobiological accounts provided by 
neurology offer a sense of liberation: a classic example of this being the self-affirming 
arrogation of neurodiversity by some communities, which stands in contrast to the 
techniques of control deployed by OT’s in an effort to reduce motor stereotypies.  

 
Neurological charisma: this is the capacity to entice, prompt and foster neurological 
potentials into socially meaningful activities.  This was most explicit in Downey’s talk, 
particularly in his account of Daniel Kish who has created an emerging community and 
expertise around echo-location. Neurological charisma (and hence the realisation of 
neurological potentials) is configured by cultural regimes.  Social norms and material 
conditions shape, inhibit and divert neurological charisma. 
 
 

Proposed future activities  
 
Establish a Neurosocieties Network: The Neurosocieties Group at Monash will act as 
conveners for a larger, geographically dispersed Neurosocieties Network.  The 
Network will provide a means of circulating material (publications, upcoming events 
& call for papers etc) and consolidating interest/expertise in the social and ethical 
dimensions of the neurosciences. This wider network will also be consulted for topics 
& themes for future events.  
 
Longer term engagements: In the longer term, the network will seek to engage with 
a variety of non-academic groups. These include various clinical disciplines (neurology, 
occupational therapists, clinical psychologists), and patient advocacy representatives.  
Establishing links with such groups is necessary to inform potential research activities 
and it will aid dissemination of results.  
 
Future events, multiple formats: It was agreed that similar events such as this one 
(which include three or four keynotes and plenty of group discussion time) would be 
valued.  These future events might have a more specific focus.  It was also agreed, 
however, that events with multiple formats should be seriously considered. These 
would include one or two longer talks, followed by many short talks (i.e. Pecha Kucha 
or Ignite presentations). These mean that more people can directly engage in the 
event, and it can provide delegates with a much broader understanding of the various 
kinds of relevant research taking place.   
 
Need to engage with students:  Older academics may be ‘stuck in their ways’ – it is 
important, then, to engage with students, particularly those who will go on to conduct 
post-graduate research.  Several ways of engaging students with neurosocieties-
related themes were discussed. First, at Monash there are many psychology honours 
students who require supervision, and could potentially be supervised by academics 



7 
 

within the School of Social Sciences. Second, providing a few neuro-related lectures 
within undergraduate SoSS programmes. Third, holding an event in which 
neurosocieties themes and potential projects are very quickly pitched to students.  
 
Establish links with similar groups elsewhere:  The Neurosocieties Group should seek 
similar academic groups elsewhere, and if appropriate, establish links with them.  Such 
links could lead to an application for a Monash VC ‘networks of excellence’ grant.  
 
Publishing:  While there is not yet sufficient justification for a special issue, it is 
appropriate time to publish a guest editorial or something similar on ‘Neurosocieties’. 
There is an opportunity to produce such a publication for one of the anthropology 
journals. It was also noted that members of the public would be interested in many of 
the issues we have been exploring. In light of this, it was suggested that we begin to 
publish accessible ‘popular’ pieces in The Conversation. Group members will start to 
plan the first such piece in their next meeting.  
 
Grant pitching and readership scheme: Given the highly interdisciplinary nature of 
our research, the Neurosocieties group will facilitate a grant pitching session and 
readership scheme in the lead up to the major ARC and NHMRC rounds. A pitching 
session will be held between October and November to allow researchers to present 
their grant and fellowship ideas to the local group (3 slides, 10 minutes per pitch). 
Researchers will be able to submit their full grant or fellowship applications to the 
network for feedback. We anticipate that each application would be read by 2 
members, with the assumption that anyone submitting an application to the 
readership scheme being willing to read another person’s application. 
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Background - The Neurosocieties Group at Monash  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The Neurosocieties Group is an 
interdisciplinary collective of social 
scientists and neuroscientists with an 
interest in the cultural, ethical and 
regulatory dimensions of all things 
‘neuro’.  Specifically, group members 
engage in critical inquiry of novel 
neurotechnologies, the social 
implications of the rising prestige of 
the neurosciences, the lived 
experience of persons with 
neurological illnesses, and 
philosophical debates on the nature of 
brain, mind and perception. Members 
are actively exploring the possibilities 
for meaningful collaborations between 
the social sciences and the 
neurosciences with a view to both 
theoretical and applied outcomes. 
 
The Neurosocieties group comprises of 
academics from sociology, 
anthropology, criminology, film and 
media studies, linguistics, neuroethics, 
and the neurosciences. So far members 
have been involved in research on 
social and cognitive neuroscience, 
neurodegeneration, brain training and 
rehabilitation, addiction neuroethics, 
ethnographic research within deep 
brain stimulation services, complex 
systems modelling, and with people 
with chronic neurological conditions 
and their carers. Currently, the group 
meets once a month to discuss 
members’ ongoing research with the 
aim of  

 
 
gaining feedback on current projects, 
identifying research synergies, and 
working towards the development of 
future projects. 
 
Why a Neurosocieties Group? 
 
In the last two decades the 
neurosciences have become a highly 
prestigious and influential force in 
contemporary societies.  The 
neurosciences are championed as a 
potential source of new insights into 
‘that which makes us human’, and 
neuroscientific explanations of 
behaviour and personhood often 
appear to hold considerable 
authoritative weight. There are also 
widely-held expectations that the 
neurosciences will generate insights 
into brain-functioning and pathology 
that will eventually lead to much-
needed clinical therapies for a range of 
debilitating neurological disorders such 
as Parkinson’s, Alzheimers, and 
Multiple Scleroses.  In this vein, vast 
financial resources have been invested 
in the brain sciences. Examples of this 
include European Union’s Human Brain 
Project, which is receiving over one 
billion in Euros in Funding, and the US’s 
multibillion dollar BRAIN Initiative. 
These developments have also been 
accompanied by an apparent 
fascination with brain images and 
brain-based explanations in popular 
culture: MRI and PET images of the 
brain have become common place in 
popular media forms. 
 
The rising influence of the 
neurosciences and the significant 
symbolic and financial resources 
invested within them raise a number of 
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pressing issues for social scientists, 
ethicists and policy makers. These 
include: 
 

 How much influence do brain-
based explanations of personhood, 
health and behaviour have in 
contemporary communities, and 
how do they align and conflict with 
other ways of making sense of 
personhood? 

 

 What new social forms are 
emerging in response to the rising 
prestige of neurosciences? 

 

 How do we responsibly manage the 
tension between the great hope 
and promise surrounding the 
neurosciences, and the need to 
carefully manage the expectations 
of patients, families and carers? 

 

 What role can patients, families 
and carers have in guiding research 
and innovation practices in the 
neurosciences?  

 

 More generally, how do we ensure 
that innovation within the 
neurosciences aligns with the 
values of society, and is directed 
towards genuine societal need? 

 
The purpose of the Neurosocieties 
Group is to provide a multidisciplinary 
forum for interrogating these issues 
and themes, and to stay attentive to 
other tensions that may arise as the 
neurosciences continue to unfold.  
 
Additionally, the Group is also 
interested in exploring the 
epistemological dimensions of the 
neurosciences, and the ethical 
implications of emerging theorisations 
about the brain, perception and 
enculturation. Recent developments 

within the neurosciences – particularly 
the emerging interest in culture and its 
influence in shaping brain structures – 
have created new opportunities for 
productive engagement between 
neuroscience, social science and ethics.  
Accordingly, members of the group 
(which includes neuroanthropologists) 
have an interest in exploring: 
 

 How might we conceptualise the 
relationship between brain, body 
and environment? 

 

 How might recent insights in the 
neurosciences challenge our 
understandings of agency and 
moral responsibility? 

 

 What affordances are offered by 
different philosophical views and 
perspectives on the brain, 
personhood and culture? 

 
Aims of the Neurosocieties Group 
 
The aim of the Neurosocieties Group is 
to provide an interdisciplinary forum 
for exploring the social, cultural and 
ethical dimensions of the brain, the 
neurosciences and neurological 
illnesses. It represents a platform for 
bringing together researchers from 
various faculties within Monash 
University with an interest in ‘the 
neuro’.  In doing this, the Group aims: 
 

 To foster interdisciplinary 
collaborations, including between 
neuroscientists & social scientists; 

 

 To create ideas for, and 
opportunities for, new empirical 
and theoretical research projects, 
and to secure appropriate funding 
to conduct these projects; 
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 To provide opportunities for 
publication in both academic and 
popular formats; and; 

 
 

 Ultimately, to generate novel 
insights into the relationships 
between the brain, the body, 
personhood and culture 

 
 

 
Group Members 
 

John Gardner, Sociology, School of Social Sciences, Faculty of Arts, Monash 

Paul Mason, Anthropology, School of Social Sciences, Faculty of Arts, Monash 

Narelle Warren, Anthropology,School of Social Sciences, Faculty of Arts, Monash 

Juan Dominguez, Molenberghs Social Neuroscience Lab, Monash 

Adrian Carter, Neuroethics, Faculty of Medicine, Nursing & Health, Monash 

Ella Dilkes-Frayne, Neuroethics, Faculty of Medicine, Nursing & Health, Monash 

Claire Spivakovsky, Criminology, School of Social Sciences, Faculty of Arts, Monash 

Julia Vassilieva, Film & Screen Studies, Faculty of Arts, Monash 

Alice Gabby, Linguistics, Faculty of Arts, Monash 

 
 

Email (John Gardner): john.gardner@monash.edu 

Website:  www.artsonline.monash.edu.au/the-neurosocieties-group/ 

@neurosocieties 
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Background - Health & Biofutures Focus Programme,  
Faculty of Arts  
 
The Health and Biofutures Focus Program  engages 
with the scientific, technological and socio-political 
transformations of human health and the production 
of human life. It builds on contemporary currents in 
academic and applied research to address major 
public policy questions and challenges in Australia 
and internationally. 

This multifaceted program explores: 

 The growing digitalisation of health care; 

 Emerging reproductive and sexual health technologies; 

 Preparedness policy and communications on global health threats; 

 The impacts of globalisation and deregulation on practices of health and 
healthcare; and 

 How discourses and narratives of promise, hope and expectation shape bioscience, 
biotechnology and biomedicine. 

 
People 

Andrea Whittaker is an ARC Future 
Fellow and has achieved international 
standing in the field of medical 
anthropology.  Her current research 
projects include the study of global 
medical trade and mobility; 
reproductive travel and 
biotechnologies in the Asia Pacific, 
including issues of gender, religion, 
bioethics and global regulation of the 
trade; and social isolation among HIV 
positive people in Queensland.  

Mark Davis completed his PhD in the 
United Kingdom and has published 
widely on transformative 
pharmaceutical and media technology 
and on the policy and public responses 
to media and communications on 
health. Mark has held ESRC and ARC 
grants and currently leads an 
international team of researchers 
investigating the social aspects of 
antimicrobial resistance  

Alan Petersen is Professor of Sociology 
and elected Fellow of the Academy of 
Social Sciences, UK. He was previously 
Professor of Sociology at Plymouth 
University (2001–2007). His research 
spans the sociology of health and 
medicine, science and technology 
studies, and gender studies. His recent 
projects have explored the socio-
politics of hope in the contexts of 
health, medicine and healthcare; the 
politics of bioethics; the governance of 
biobanks; the public representations of 
nanotechnologies, and the dynamics of 
anti-ageing treatment markets and of 
stem cell tourism. 

Catherine Mills is an ARC Future 
Fellow in the Centre for Human 
Bioethics. Her research addresses 
issues at the intersection of 
reproductive ethics, feminist 
philosophy and Continental philosophy. 
She currently leads ARC-funded 
projects on responsibility in human 
reproduction, and on emerging 

http://profiles.arts.monash.edu.au/andrea-whittaker/
http://profiles.arts.monash.edu.au/mark-davis/
http://profiles.arts.monash.edu.au/alan-petersen/
http://profiles.arts.monash.edu.au/catherine-mills/
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technologies for the inheritable genetic 
modification of the human genome. 

John Gardner’s research focuses on 
the social and political dimensions of 
medical innovation. He is especially 
interested in the ethical challenges – 
particularly those relating to 
distributive justice – presented by 
transformative biomedical 
projects.  He joined the School of Social 
Sciences at Monash University in 2017 
as part of the Health and Biofutures 
Focus Program. 

Samuel Taylor-Alexander is an 
anthropologist of science and medicine 
who examines how new medical 
technologies are shaped vis-a-vis 
national cultures. He has worked at the 
ANU as a tutor, lectured at the 
University of Auckland, and was Senior 
Research Fellow in Medical 
Anthropology at the University of 
Edinburgh. Samuel has held visiting 
positions at Harvard University 
(Program on Science, Technology and 
Society) and the University of 
Copenhagen (Anthropology). He is the 
author of On Face Transplantation: Life 
and Ethics in Experimental 
Biomedicine (Palgrave 2014). Samuel is 
currently exploring the roll-out of 
whole genome sequencing for 
diagnostic purposes in the UK and 
Australia. 
 
Research projects 

AMR-scapes – Antimicrobial 
Resistance: Science, Communication 
and Public Engagements 
Mark Davis (Lead CI) and Andrea 
Whittaker, with Mia Lindgren, Monika 
Djerf-Pierre (Gothenberg and 
Monash), Paul Flowers (Glasgow 
Caledonian University), Davina Lohm, 
Ben Lyall.  

Antimicrobial resistance (AMR) to 
drugs for common infections threatens 
the health of populations across the 
globe. A recent WHO 
communique stated that AMR was 
likely to lead to the deaths of millions 
in years to come. Contributing to the 
global and multi-sector response to 
this threat are efforts to communicate 
with individuals and communities so 
that they understand the AMR crisis 
and enact the expert advice provided 
to them. AMR-scapes is funded by an 
Australian Research Council Discovery 
Project grant to research public 
engagements with advice regarding 
the rational and reduced use of 
antibiotics. 
 
Expectations in Healthcare Testing: A 
Sociological Study 
Alan Petersen (CI) (in collaboration 
with Arizona State University) with 
Diana Bowman (ASU), Kiran Pienaar. 
Australians have high expectations of 
tests in healthcare. But are they higher 
than warranted? And are they 
impacting on healthcare expenditure? 
While many people undoubtedly 
benefit from early diagnosis through 
testing, research shows that some tests 
may lead to unnecessary and costly, if 
not harmful, treatment. Critically, the 
role of tests is often not 
straightforward; while they might lead 
directly to treatment, they might also 
prompt a cascade of further – and 
potentially unwarranted –tests. 
Notwithstanding these issues, 
Australia’s overall use of diagnostic 
imaging and tests has increased 
significantly in recent years, which is 
contributing to rapidly rising 
healthcare costs. Despite this growth, 
we know little about the sociocultural 
factors that underpin this use. In 
particular, we have limited 
understanding of the factors shaping 

http://profiles.arts.monash.edu.au/john-gardner/
http://monash.edu/research/explore/en/persons/sam-tayloralexander(20f90676-3e03-469c-8894-bdbe0e812db7)/publications.html
http://artsonline.monash.edu.au/antimicrobial-resistance/
http://artsonline.monash.edu.au/antimicrobial-resistance/
http://artsonline.monash.edu.au/antimicrobial-resistance/
http://artsonline.monash.edu.au/antimicrobial-resistance/
http://artsonline.monash.edu.au/expectations-in-healthcare-testing/
http://artsonline.monash.edu.au/expectations-in-healthcare-testing/
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the optimistic expectations for 
particular tests and for testing in 
general in healthcare. 
 
 
Responding to these gaps in 
knowledge, this project aims to 
understand the sociocultural 
processes underpinning optimism for 
the use of testing technologies in 
healthcare. The Australian national 
cancer screening programs and routine 
clinical practice will be used as case 
studies to determine the mechanisms 
by which optimistic expectations of 
healthcare testing emerge and 
function among different stakeholder 
communities. Insights from this study 
will ultimately help to inform the 
development of policies and strategies 
that ensure a cost-effective use of 
healthcare resources. 
 
Legal and ethical issues in the 
inheritable genetic modification of 
humans 

Catherine Mills (Lead CI) with Karinne 
Ludlow, Robert Sparrow, Narelle 
Warren. 
 
The aim of this interdisciplinary project 
is to investigate the legal and ethical 
implications of technologies that allow 
inheritable modifications of the human 
genome. The use of these technologies 
in human embryos is fast becoming an 
international reality, and this project 
aims to be the first to rigorously 
examine the implications of this in the 
Australian context. The intended 
outcomes of the Project are to clarify 
the current legal status of inheritable 
genetic modification technologies in 
Australia, provide a comprehensive 
analysis of the ethics of these new 
technologies, and, building on this, 
propose a set of recommendations for 
regulatory reform to guide Australia's 
response to international scientific and 
legal developments. 
 
 

 
Webpage: artsonline.monash.edu.au/health-and-biofutures/ 

@HBMonash 
 

http://monash.edu/research/explore/en/projects/legal-and-ethical-issues-in-the-inheritable-genetic-modification-of-humans(3ccfa338-be24-4dee-b243-6f9c55595f72).html
http://monash.edu/research/explore/en/projects/legal-and-ethical-issues-in-the-inheritable-genetic-modification-of-humans(3ccfa338-be24-4dee-b243-6f9c55595f72).html
http://monash.edu/research/explore/en/projects/legal-and-ethical-issues-in-the-inheritable-genetic-modification-of-humans(3ccfa338-be24-4dee-b243-6f9c55595f72).html
http://monash.edu/research/explore/en/projects/legal-and-ethical-issues-in-the-inheritable-genetic-modification-of-humans(3ccfa338-be24-4dee-b243-6f9c55595f72).html

