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Bioethical Knowledge in the Strategy  
of Safe Planetary Development: 

Education and Scientific Research 
Experience in the Republic of Moldova

TIRDEA TEODOR NICOLAE,* OJOVANU VITALIE †  
AND FEDERIUC VICTORIA ‡

Education should be designed to help people understand the nature of man and 
his relation to the world.

Van Rensselaer Potter

Introduct ion

V.R. Potter left a great theoretical legacy for mankind—bioethics, the science 
of survival. Forty-five years later, the scientific world and philosophical com-
munity have done little for the practical realisation of this important doctrine 
by the founder of bioethics and, most of all, little to reveal the essence of  
the moral component of the strategy of safe development of the planet, the  
implementation of which is possible through the mechanisms of global bioethics. 
Interpretation of the latter, especially in the context of a survival strategy is a 
daunting task. In our article, on the basis of systemic-structural and discursive 
methods of research, we examine the implementation of theoretical and methodo-
logical principles of teaching the foundations (and propaganda) of the ethics  
of life and scientific research in the field of biological ethics, thus ensuring a 
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balance of the philosophical (bioethical) and scientific. Using concrete examples 
from the National Center of Bioethics of Moldova, Department of Philosophy 
and Bioethics of the MPhSU “N. Testemitanu” from Moldova, we prove that 
ignoring this essential postulate of teaching bioethics automatically eliminates 
the possibility of creating a unified concept of bioethics education and scientific 
research in the ethics of life that can overcome the practice of bioethical  
pluralism existing today in various parts of the world. This then hampers the 
initiation and establishment of a global bioethics and consequently the creation 
of an overall strategy of survival of humanity.

Education in any sphere of human activity is a complex process of grave 
responsibility, one that requires special attention and innovative approaches from 
all parties involved, especially those who organise it. Bioethical education is no 
exception; indeed the problems are only compounded. Yet, as we have already 
noted (pp. 218–47),3 in Moldova, effective ways of establishing bioethics as an 
academic and scientific discipline have been found, resulting in considerable 
progress in a relatively short time.

Bioethics permeated our country and the former Soviet Union in the late 
1980s. The response of the scientific community in the early 1990s led a small 
group of scientists at the Department of Philosophy (since 1999, Department 
of Philosophy and Bioethics) of the State University of Medicine and Pharmacy 
“N. Testemitanu”, headed by one of the authors, to lay the groundwork for  
the introduction of bioethics in various fields, especially in the scientific and 
educational domains.

Over the past 30–40 years, schools of bioethics have emerged in various 
parts of the world, each with its own traditions, trends and specialties. As a 
consequence, the philosophical, methodological and conceptual aspects of bioethics 
differ in many respects (pp. 8–18).4 These differences are true of curricular and 
didactic aspects. As such, in bioethics education, we emphasise two fundamental 
points: (a) never, under any circumstances, question the need to educate, as it 
is a priority that the younger population have this specific kind of philosophical 
knowledge; (b) in the process of the diachronic and horizontal translation of 
bioethical knowledge in society, never deviate from the principle that forms  
the backbone of education in bioethics—ensure an adequate balance between 
philosophical and specific scientific knowledge, without which success cannot 
be achieved.

To implement these methodological (and methodical) postulates, the depart-
ment selects who teaches this educational discipline to students, masters, residents 
and doctoral students (since May 2015, the department has hosted a doctoral 
school instead of a traditional post-graduate school, with its attendant structure 
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and statute) and who engages in research on biological ethics. In the selection 
of teaching staff, we are committed to avoiding change or speculative overesti-
mation, for example, we use a clear staffing ratio of 1:3 respectively for medical 
to philosophical education (pp. 1–63).5 This ratio seems optimal to us. Starting 
from 2015, the training of highly qualified specialists in this field of science 
is organised through the doctoral school; before that it was done through post-
graduate and doctoral studies specialising ethics and bioethics.

Note that among the current and future bioethicists and holders of scientific 
degrees, there are philosophers, doctors and theologians, i.e. representatives of 
branches of scientific knowledge, who can provide an integrative and inter-
disciplinary teaching of biological ethics in all its aspects and interpretations. Our 
department’s arrangement provides a specific bioethical space—mobile in form 
and content, flexible with respect to its components, receptive to everything 
new, and most importantly, relevant to the profile of university departments. 
We always keep in mind the fact that bioethical knowledge, as a complex 
interdisciplinary philosophical subject, is closely related to biology, ecology,  
modern innovative technology, medicine, law, ethics, political activities and even 
ideology, and has as its main function, facilitating the pursuit of the survival 
of mankind and a common strategy of safe, sustainable and sound development 
of society.

The process of teaching bioethics strives to be linked to the ideological, 
political and religious in various parts of the world, as well as to the traditions 
and customs of the people, so as to develop and accumulate knowledge of the 
ethics of life, environmental ethics, nooethics (nooethics relates to this), techno 
ethics etc., and to demonstrate a conscious understanding of the attitudes of 
government, public and professional organisations, including various religions, 
to these phenomena. Without such information, it is very difficult, if not  
impossible, to establish a process of effective teaching of bioethics in order  
to initiate the formation of a global bioethics and bioethical acceptance,  
which are the main toolkits of the moral component of survival strategies  
(pp. 307–8).6

A systematic study of bioethics by the younger generation of students neces-
sitates, first of all, compulsory qualitative didactic literature—textbooks, manuals, 
compendiums and methodical materials on biological ethics. This equips students 
to navigate the complex ethical, environmental, demographic, technical and  
information problems raised by modern civilization and the pressure of the 
anthropological-environmental crisis of the planet that requires constant moni-
toring by bioethical knowledge. Together with the National Center for Bioethics, 
department staff have, over the past 15–16 years after its conversion to the 
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Department of Philosophy and Bioethics, published various educational and 
didactic materials including the following: Teodor N. Ţîrdea. Filosofie şi Bioetică: 
istorie, personalităţi, paradigme – Chişinău: UASM, 2000, 256 p.; Теодор Н. 
Цырдя, Петру В. Берлинский. Философия (С курсом биоэтики). Учебник. 
– Кишинев: СЕР «Medicina», 2002. – 552 c.; Dicţionar de Filosofie şi  
Bioetică. (Ţîrdea T.N., Berlinschi P.V., Eşanu A.I., Nistreanu D.U., Ojovanu V.I.) 
– Chişinău: Medicina, 2004. – 442 p.; Teodor N. Ţîrdea. Bioetică: origini, 
dileme, tendinţe. Suport de curs. – Chişinău: СЕР «Medicina», 2005. – 234 
p.; Teodor N. Ţîrdea. Elemente de bioetică. – Chişinău: Univers Pedagogic, 
2005. – 176 p.; Teodor N. Ţîrdea, Rodica C. Gramma. Bioetica medicală în 
sănătate publică. – Chişinău: Casa editorială-poligrafică Bons Offices, 2007. – 
248 p. Additionally, international scientific conferences on relevant topics have 
been organised annually since 1995, as well as various workshops attended by 
teachers of colleges and universities in the country.

On the subject of teaching bioethics in the context of a safe development 
strategy, a very logical question arises: how in practice, in the teaching and 
research process, are we to distinguish between philosophical (bioethical) and 
specific (scientific, and in our case, medical) knowledge, and what weight should 
be given to each? Here again the statements of V.R. Potter come to our aid, 
especially those that elevate the status of biological ethics from a mere inter-
disciplinary science to the science of survival (1, p. 12): “Man’s survival—says 
North American scientist—may depend on ethics based on biological knowledge; 
hence Bioethics” (c9).1

Take, for example, the present demographic problem. There are very clear 
contradictions between bioethical paradigms and postulates of concrete scientific 
knowledge. Whose side to take? What is more moral: systematically, noosphero-
bioethically reduce the world population to a certain optimal level and provide 
all the remaining inhabitants of the planet with conditions for a dignified life, 
or allow chaos to turn synergistically into order by means of cruel, inhuman 
tests for people (through war, famine, epidemics, terrorism, etc.) to arrive at 
the same results?

Society is a non-equilibria, non-linear, self-organising system. It secures its 
self-functioning, its existence and survival with “strange”, even violent methods. 
It does not have to choose because there are no half measures: it is either there 
or not. Therefore when we talk about the strategy of safe planetary develop-
ment, we must face its components—informative, intelligent, ecological, economic 
as well as the bioethical (pp. 99–100).8 Only through the interaction of these 
elements and the sustainable development of humanity as a whole, i.e. complete 
and adequate noospherization of society, can true socio-natural, co-evolutionary 
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and therefore acceptable development be achieved. All these issues are constantly 
on the minds of teachers in the dispensing of bioethics education in our  
country.

This approach to the essence of bioethical knowledge, its close connection 
with the problems of a survival strategy, governs our considerations in the 
process of teaching mainstream theoretical bioethics. Another question that is 
constantly raised with students and which provokes a lot of discussion among 
them is the relationship of philosophical-methodological and moral principles 
(imperatives) in bioethics. This is perhaps one of the most important and at 
the same time most complex issues in the ethics of life, requiring fragile  
interpretations, especially in regard to the premises and grounds of bioethical 
knowledge (pp. 12–8).9

We highlight theoretical and methodological principles such as the principle 
of biosfera centrism, co-evolutionary socialisation/adaptation, which defines  
bioethics as a post-nonclassical, complex, interdisciplinary field of knowledge, 
performing the function of integrating various scientific disciplines. On this 
basis, the process of formation of moral rules, norms and imperatives is  
accomplished. The latter, together with the methodological principles, becomes 
the state ideology in many spheres of human activity, especially in the healthcare 
system. During its development, its main priorities and, above all, theoretical 
and methodological orientations, as well as moral, ethical and legal values, should 
not be forgotten.

This moral and humanitarian biomedicine aims to treat the workers’ bio 
world for the full and harmonious development of man. This allows us to 
formulate a special approach to the content of education and awareness in the 
field of bioethics, which is fundamentally different with its claims of protecting 
human life: “Protec tion was not against unforeseen adverse circumstances, and 
by deliberate scientific and technological impact on him” (p. 455).10

This is because the ideals and principles of science (and its practice), including 
biomedicine, extending over a broad moral sphere, is compared with activities 
that claim to be a radical change in the very nature of man. Bioethics in this 
context focuses on two points—environmental and health. These are some of 
the issues that we constantly focus on in the process of teaching in the field 
of biological ethics. We also monitor methods of scientific activity and innova-
tive technologies that do not contribute to the development of an adequate 
strategy for the survival of mankind or to a qualitative improvement of life for 
human beings.

Another important task in bioethics education, with regards to the strategy 
of survival and the division and balancing of philosophical and specific scientific 
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knowledge, is to monitor the evolution of the methodology of ethics, in  
particular, its developments in the last quarter of the twentieth century. This 
validates the necessity of a biocentric methodology, i.e. the methodology of 
ethics of a high-technology era for the planet, which was preceded by conceptual 
methodology—an explanation of concepts of ethics, followed by a normative 
methodology, which in the last quarter of the last century helped explain the 
origin and overcome the consequences of unresolved global problems and the 
need for the extension of traditional ethics and wildlife (pp. 392–5).11 We  
emphasise these issues to students, as we focus on the phenomenon of survival 
in the context of bioethics.

We highlight another important point in the history of the evolution of 
bioethical knowledge when we talk about education in ethics of life—the  
trajectory-conceptual approach to the analysis of problems in bioethics. We find 
that out of five directions in the development of bioethics, only two have 
acquired the status of a theoretical model—the early and late bioethics of  
V.R. Potter—while the other versions such as the “bioethics” of N. Hellegers, 
a North American biomedical ethics and European bio law remained at the 
level of specific (professional) ethics (pp. 8–18).4 We highlight to students, 
residents and doctoral students in particular, how ethics of life “models”, without 
clear scientific criteria, in no way help to face bioethical pluralism in the world, 
which in turn seriously impedes the initiation and establishment of a global 
bioethics (pp. 74–75).12

These examples from the history of the formation and development of the 
methodology of ethics are critical for new generations, as they help to shape 
environmental, bioethical and noospherical consciousness. Once again we use 
philosophical knowledge to demonstrate that the basis of biological ethics and 
social practice, in general, is not an anthropological but a biosfera centric prin-
ciple. This confirms the need to expand the interpretation of bioethics in the 
process of teaching; under no circumstances should moral philosophy be restricted 
to medical or other professional ethics, as is unfortunately often the case.

In our curriculum, we make a clear distinction between theoretical bioethics 
and specific cases of its manifestation (pp. 231–236).3 The main issues explored 
in the thematic plans are: a biomedical view of the world and its philosophical 
and bioethical interpretation; bioethics—a new vision of the biomedical world 
and special socio-cultural phenomena, aspects and models; biocentric methodol-
ogy; historical and conceptual directions of the development of bioethics  
(pp. 7–18);4 social (pp. 5–11),17 political (pp. 13–17)18 and ethnic bioethics  
(pp. 6–9),16 global bioethics and bioethical tolerance; methodological and moral 
principles of bioethics; dignity, humanism, etc. in the context of bioethics; the 



As ian  B ioe t h i c s  Rev i ew  Decembe r  2015 Vo lume  7 ,  I s s ue  5

474

problem of life and death in the bioethical perspective; “dangerous” knowledge; 
bioethics and the boundaries of technical-scientific and technological progress; etc.

At the present stage of human development in this era of information, 
biomedical and nanotechnology, it is necessary to involve students and young 
people in general, in addressing the problems of ensuring the personal safety 
of the individual, freedom and responsibility for the future of civilization, the 
development and protection of democracy, freedom of speech (media), etc. The 
training course in bioethics thus includes the study of topics such as the limits 
of life and health; bioethics in the context of anthropology, democracy and 
morality; law and bioethics; truth and morality, as well as the fundamental 
problem in theoretical bioethics i.e. the ethical-philosophical and social study 
of such phenomena as the human genome, cloning, stem cells, stigma, genet-
ically modified food, social and political bioethics, foundations for a global  
bioethics, etc. We are confident that this knowledge is useful to students of all 
specialties. All youth should know the basic principles of the protection of the 
animal and vegetal world and, of course, of Homo sapiens.

Much more problematic, however, is the process of teaching and public 
awareness in the field of practical and applied bioethics. It requires adequate 
adaptation and intelligent profiling of bioethical ideas for different faculties. It 
seems to us that, in this respect, the teaching of such biological ethics is more 
easily accepted by faculties with staff grounded in the philosophical basis of 
these scientific disciplines. This is, of course, not always the case and practical 
and applied bioethics are taught variously at agronomic, biological, medical, 
economic, engineering and humanities departments.

The efforts of the department, the Association of Bioethics and the National 
Center on Bioethics in the dissemination and popularisation of bioethics among 
the population of the Republic, especially among young people, cannot be 
stressed enough. Our principal channels of dissemination are the media (news-
papers, radio, television), as well as meetings with health professionals, students 
and other categories of the population. The most popular topics that are always 
appreciated by our listeners include: Bioethics—the science of survival, Drama 
and tragedy in the history of bioethical knowledge, Global bioethics, Bioethisation 
of society and accommodation of bioethics, Bioethical tolerance, Homosexuality in 
the context of bioethics, social and national law, Social contribution of bioethics 
in developing coping strategies, Cloning in the context of social bioethics, Stigma 
and social bioethics, The human genome and bioethics, From anthropocentrism to 
biosfera centrism, From meta-ethics, through normative ethics to bioethics, Old age 
in the context of social bioethics, Suicide and bioethics, Austerity and bioethical 
knowledge, Sadism and masochism in the light of social bioethics, Homelessness in 
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the context of social bioethics etc. All this, no doubt, contributes to the promo-
tion of bioethics knowledge among the population in both urban and rural 
areas, and the development of greater awareness and care towards all living 
beings and to the biosphere as a whole. Interviews and other articles also 
regularly appear in the press, for example, in newspapers such as the Комсомольская 
правда, Аргументы и факты, Независимая Молдова, Făclia (Светоч),  
Moldova suverană (Независимая Молдова), Literatura şi arta (Литература и 
искусство) etc.

In our country, as in other post-Soviet states, there is quite a strong tradi-
tion of public participation in shaping the moral principles of social life. As 
already noted, the first public, officially registered (in 2001) organisation that 
has taken on the duty of spreading the ideas of bioethics in the republic is 
the Association of Bioethics, uniting in its ranks philosophers, doctors, lawyers, 
theologians, biologists, students and other representatives of civil society. All 
Bioethical Committees (BC) founded in hospitals, medical research and educa-
tion institutions, etc. are the product of the Association and the National  
Center on Bioethics, which was created on the initiative and with the help of 
UNESCO, in a joint collaboration with the Department for the promotion  
of the development and dissemination of knowledge in the field of bioethics 
in the Republic of Moldova (2004). Currently, there are functioning Bioethics 
Committees (BC) in practically all medical and scientific biomedical institutions, 
which develop their work regulations and standard operating procedures on the 
basis of the model provided.

We note especially the role of Bioethics Committees in the education and 
dissemination process, from the National Committee on Ethics of the Ministry 
of Health to lower levels of the system. We organise the training of committee 
members during workshops, who in turn promote bioethical knowledge in their 
professional environment. We emphasise here the work of the Ethics Committee 
of the MPhSU “N. Testemiţanu”, which constantly examines bioethical expertise 
within all dissertations and research conducted at departments and university 
research laboratories.

Effective promotion of bioethics education is important for the Republic of 
Moldova, especially in the context of our integration into the European and 
world community. Leveraging other countries’ experiences in this process is a 
prerequisite for the formation of moral mechanisms to implement strategies for 
the safe development of our region and for further democratisation of society. 
The work of the Association of Bioethics of the Republic of Moldova, the 
National Center for Bioethics and the Department of Philosophy and Bioethics 
of the MPhSU “N. Testemiţanu” in organising education and public awareness 
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in the field of bioethical knowledge can be seen as a kind of innovative  
contribution of our scientific community to the achievement of harmonious 
relationships and interactions of human society and the biosphere, i.e. the  
implementation of one of the most important methodological principles of  
bioethics—the co-evolutionary principle.

Finally, the extensive experience and practice of state and public organisations 
in the education and promotion of bioethical knowledge will boost the devel-
opment of new ethical and legal approaches, principles and values that can  
be applied to achieve a reasonable use of modern scientific and technological 
progress, while guaranteeing the survival of mankind through an acceptable, 
sustainable and safe development.

Research in Biological Ethics—The Central Direction in the 
Activity of the Bioethical Community of the Republic of Moldova

Man’s survival may depend on ethics based on biological knowledge; hence  
Bioethics.

Van Rensselaer Potter

Training and research are equally important in any field of modern science. 
Without the constant interaction between the two, a genuine and effective 
education system, and its continuous improvement so as to create global survival 
strategies in the era of avant-garde high-end technologies, cannot be achieved. 
The bioethical community of the Republic of Moldova abides by this principle 
and provides training in bioethics as a single educational and research process.

Students are introduced to scientific work in bioethics through courses in the 
first and second years. This is a tried-and-tested route that produces positive 
results. Dozens of essays are presented at bioethics meetings every year, the best 
of which are published in the Scientific Yearbook of the University in the form 
of a one-page summary. Many students in their final year (sixth course) choose 
a bioethics-related topic for their thesis. In the last three years alone, more 
than 25 of these works have been successfully defended, and their authors  
went on to pursue Master and doctoral degrees at our department. Ours is a 
model of education that has produced highly qualified specialists in bioethics 
since 2002, when the Department of Philosophy and Bioethics of MPhSU  
“N. Testemiţanu” started its post-graduate school (full-time and distance learning), 
doctorate (distance learning) and master’s (full-time and distance learning), in 
the field of bioethics knowledge where not only graduates of medical school, 
but also those from other faculties such as philosophy, theology and law undergo 
training. Graduates of our programmes are accorded either the degree of Doctor 
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or habilitate Doctor of Philosophy (specialty ethics and bioethics) and a Master 
of Bioethics. Since 2008 Bioethics has been introduced in the national standard 
of education.

In recent years, two candidates have defended doctoral (PhD) theses in  
bioethics and two others have defended habilitation theses (doctoral). Currently 
there are four students enrolled in PhD studies—three will defend their doctoral 
dissertations and another, his habilitation thesis. Noteworthy is our highly  
qualified alumni working in other universities here and abroad (University of 
Laval, Canada). A former doctoral student of the department, Anna Marin, 
wrote and defended her thesis under the supervision of two specialists, Doctor 
of Science Raymond Massé (University of Laval, Canada) and a professor in 
our department. She now works at the Department of Anthropology and  
Bioethics of the University of Laval. Students may also pursue their master’s in 
French language in Romania (two graduates).

As for research in bioethics in the Republic of Moldova, the collaborative 
work between the Department of Philosophy and Bioethics MPhSU “N. Testemiţanu” 
and the National Center on Bioethics in organising international scientific con-
ferences on the theme of bioethics, philosophy and medicine in the strategy of 
the survival of humanity must not go unmentioned. Between 1995 and 2014, 
20 international scientific forums have been organised and 20 scientific journals 
have been published, including more than 2,400 reports by authors from 20 
countries. The total volume of material published for these con ferences is 535 
printed sheets19 (p. 9). This constitutes a very significant source for survival 
strategies, not just in its bioethical aspect but also in other aspects such as 
informatisation and intellectualisation, ecologisation, globalisation and noospher-
isation etc. According to one of the regular contributors Professor A.A. Sycheva 
of Mordovia State University “N.P. Ogareva” (Russian Federation), it is “difficult 
to find another publication that has paid so much attention to the problems 
of survival and bioethics … The history of bioethics in the former Soviet Union 
can be written from materials in the collections” (p. 13).13 These publications 
gather articles by renowned bioethics experts, not only from Belarus, Ukraine, 
Russia, Armenia, Georgia, Kazakhstan, Moldova, but also from Croatia, Poland, 
Romania, Canada, Italy, Cameroon, Japan and other countries, where bioethical 
issues are professionally developed in close connection with biomedicine, phi-
losophy, ecology, economy, engineering and technology and other fields of  
knowledge. All this, no doubt, contributes to the development of scientific 
research in the field of the ethics of life not only in MPhSU “N. Testemitanu”, 
but also in other educational institutions and research organisations of our 
country.
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The department also contributes to in-depth scientific research in bioethics 
in the context of security strategies and socio-natural development through its 
participation in various research projects. Its staff is currently involved in the 
institutional project The promotion and practical application of medical bioethics 
in the Republic of Moldova (2015–18) and in two international projects, The 
problems of strengthening public health in the context of the implementation of 
social bioethics and innovative biomedical technology (2015–16) in collaboration 
with the international environmental “A.D. Sakharov” University (Minsk, Belarus) 
and Building bioethics capacities in education on doctoral training: A collaborative 
network effort among Moldova, Romania and Switzerland (2015–16). The latter 
oversees the educational work of the department staff. We believe that these 
projects will contribute to the radical improvement of the bioethics course.  
They generate analyses of problems that become the subject of dissertations  
and theses. This includes in 2015 alone the theses of two graduate students  
of the Faculty of Medicine and the doctoral thesis of one of the authors of 
this article.

Prior to this, the department participated in the implementation of the 
international research project, Bioethical foundations of Biomedical and genetic 
research, in collaboration with the International Environmental University  
“A.D. Sakharov” (Minsk, Belarus, 2010–2011). This project established major and 
priority methodological and moral principles for the organisation and conduct 
of research in the field of biomedicine and genetics. On the basis of this project, 
two theses by sixth-year students of the Faculty of Medicine were written.  
A similar project was carried out with the Saratov State Medical University 
(Saratov, Russia) in 2009. The project People in times of sickness: humanitarian 
research methods in medicine has enabled members of the department, its  
graduate, doctoral and master students to understand many problems in the 
field of disease. More than twenty articles and two theses for the degree of 
candidate of sciences (with the specialty ethics, bioethics) have been published 
in anthologies, journals and proceedings of international conferences as a result 
of these projects.

In these and other similar efforts, we have established the nature of medical 
axiology in the context of the human sciences (pp. 4–10),14 the evolution of 
the level of ethical methodology of conceptual meta-ethics through normative 
then biocentric methodology (pp. 55–63),15 and the relationship between meth-
odological and moral principles of bioethics (p. 52),9 etc.

Further conceptual development of biological ethics, its types and trajectories 
of development, is reflected in the articles and speeches of bioethicists from 
the Republic of Moldova in various international symposia and congresses both 
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at home and abroad, for example, Romania (Galati), Ukraine (Kiev, Lviv), the 
Russian Federation (Moscow, Volgograd), Belarus (Minsk) and others. Several 
other subjects such as social bioethics, its nature, subject and sphere (pp. 5–11);17 
survival strategy and a global bioethics in the context of social bioethics  
(pp. 67–74);7 bioethical tolerance and survival strategy (pp. 9–11);17 a system-
discursive approach to the interpretation of the global bioethics (pp. 6–8);2  
the need to justify political bioethics (pp. 13–17)18 etc. await exploration by 
bioethicists and representatives of other disciplines.

This, in short, are some of the results of our activities over the last 20 years 
in the organisation of education and awareness of bioethical knowledge among 
students and the population, as well as in the conduct of specific research in 
biological ethics in the context of the strategy of survival of modern civilisation. 
The work we have accomplished serves as an important basis for the expansion 
and strengthening of the established system, especially in research and the  
efficiency of the teaching of biological ethics, not only in our university but 
also in other universities in the Republic of Moldova.
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