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Bioethics, Medicine and the Criminal Law
Volume III

To date, little analysis exists of the criminal process’ roles as a regula-
tor of medical practice and as an arbiter of bioethics, nor of whether
criminal law is an appropriate forum for judging medical ethical dilem-
mas. The conscription of criminal law into moral controversy and the
(perceived) rise in criminal investigations of medical errors sets the
backdrop for this innovative, contemporary, historical and theoretical
analysis of the relationship between medicine, bioethics and the crim-
inal process. Case studies on abortion, end of life and the separation
of conjoined twins reveal how judges grapple with bioethics in criminal
cases and the impact of ‘theatre’ on the criminal law’s response to eth-
ically controversial medical cases. A central argument is that bioethics
and criminal law are not necessarily incompatible; rather, it is the the-
atre surrounding interactions between bioethics and criminal law that
often distorts both and creates tension.

MARGARET BRAZIER is Professor of Law at the University of
Manchester.

SUZANNE 0OST is Professor of Law at Lancaster University.
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This series of books was founded by Cambridge University Press with Alexander
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[The connection between bioethics and criminal law] resembles the
lighthouse in its working, which sends one ray and then no more for a
time; save that [the connection] is much more capricious in its mani-
festations and may flash six or seven beams in quick succession. . . and
then lapse into darkness. . .

— V. Woolf, Orlando (with modification) (1928)

You cannot have art that does not in some way distort. ... Therefore,
yvou do not see the whole, you only see a part through this distorted
view, this particularization.

~ D. Heathcote, Collected Writings on Education and Drama (1984)
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