PHL 344, Ethical Issues in Health Care

	Instructor
	Dr. Sean Valles

	Email
	valles@msu.edu

	Office Hours
	25C West Holmes Hall: Monday and Wednesday, 1:30-2:30 

Or, by appointment

	Grading
	Homework – 30%

Class Participation - 25%

Final Paper - 25%

Midterm Exam –20%


Overall Grading System:  Because the majority of the time and effort you will spend on this class will take the form of weekly assignments and in-class work, your grade will be largely based on that effort, not simply on exams.  Final grades may be raised above calculated averages to reflect improvement.  

Grading Philosophy: This is a small course that emphasizes acquiring deep understanding, as opposed to memorizing large quantities of information.  Most of the coursework will take the form of writing assignments and participation in discussions.    Grading for this type of work is very different from the grading seen in, for example, a calculus lecture course.  The only way to succeed in the course is to challenge yourself and seriously engage with the material.  This engagement includes thinking critically about your own ideas, about the authors’ ideas in the readings, and about your classmates’ ideas.  Most questions we encounter in the class will not have a single clear answer. The material we are studying is important for the same reason that it is difficult: some problems are so complex and difficult to define that we must approach them knowing that our interpretations of the problem and our ideas about its solution depend very much on the assumptions we make, the values we hold, and the way we collect and interpret disjointed pieces of evidence.  So, I will grade your work based upon how well you present and defend your explanations, answers or interpretations of material.  I believe that this is an inherently subjective process, and it largely depends on my expert judgment.  I promise that I will always strive to find the strengths in your work and to read it sympathetically, even if I personally disagree completely with your interpretation.  I am happy to discuss grading philosophy generally or how I have graded any of your particular assignments, so don’t be afraid to ask if you have a question.

Grade Scale:

90 or above - 4.0 
85 to 90 - 3.5
80 to 85 - 3.0
75 to 80 - 2.5 
70 to 75 - 2.0
65 to 70 - 1.5
60 to 65 - 1.0
59 or below - 0.0

Class Participation: Classes will involve a great deal of discussion, either in small groups or in the class as a whole.  Students are expected to have read the assignments and be ready to discuss the material in depth.  Students who are not very comfortable speaking during large group discussions are encouraged to participate more in small group sessions, though this cannot entirely make up for failure to participate in large group discussions.  Some in-class assignments may be graded, but the vast majority of your participation grade will be based upon my observations throughout the semester.
Attendance: Attendance or lack thereof will count toward the participation grade. Students forced to miss classes for unavoidable and unforeseeable reasons such as illness or family emergencies must contact the instructor immediately in order to work out any necessary arrangements.  All missed in-class graded assignments will receive a “0” unless other arrangements have been made with the instructor.  Opportunities for makeup work will be at the instructor’s discretion unless proper documentation, such as a doctor’s note, is provided.

Homework: On most Wednesdays, a short (about 500 words, but that is flexible) response paper will be due.  Assignment details will vary but most will be combination analyses/critiques of the reasoning and conclusions exhibited in the readings for that week. Late assignments turned in during the next class period will be eligible for partial credit, but later ones will not.

Every Wednesday, unless otherwise noted, a short (about 500 words, but that is flexible) writing assignment will be due.  These papers are an opportunity to demonstrate your ability to think critically about the assigned readings. Your paper should briefly, and with very minimal background/introduction, present an analytical argument about one or more of that week’s reading assignments.  These papers are an opportunity for you to prove that you have read and thought critically about the assigned texts.  These papers are exercises in analysis, critical thinking and explanation.  This is different from simply stating your opinion about something.

Tips for writing a good response

1. Unless otherwise instructed, you can write about any one or more of the readings for the week during which the paper is due.

2. The easiest way to choose a topic is to write about something that ‘jumped out at you’ while reading the text.  It could be something that seems interesting, strange, unfounded, biased, brilliant, difficult, etc.

3. Don’t summarize, except as much as is necessary to make your point.

4. Remember, the 500-word guideline is just that—a guideline.  Always make your papers the length they need to be in order to make your point, and then stop.  But, if you go especially far either over or under the 300 words then you probably need to rethink the topic of your paper.

5. For these papers, you do not need a bibliography, unless you specifically use outside sources.  If you want to discuss or quote particular passages from the assigned text, then use page numbers in parentheses, e.g. “(p. 12)”, to show the passages you are discussing.

6. Always bear in mind that the purpose of these papers is to prove that you have 1) carefully read the assigned material and 2) carefully thought about the assigned material.  You will ultimately be graded on your ability to demonstrate that you have done these two things.

7. Contact me (with plenty of time before the paper is due) if you need help with it.  I also encourage you to ask each other for help, or to study together.  Just make sure your writing represents your own work.

8. Except in very extraordinary circumstances, rewrites will not be permitted. But, you can always talk to me about your papers, including the reasoning behind the grade.

9. These will be graded on a simple 4-point scale, i.e. you will get a grade of 0-4.

Midterm Exam: The midterm will be a cumulative test of the general concepts discussed in the first half of the semester. Questions will be largely short response and short essay. 

Final Research Papers: Students will write a research paper (approximately 15-20 pages) at the end of the semester.  Details about the paper will be provided during the semester.  Students will also present their paper research to the class during the final week of the course.

Final Paper Research Presentations: During the final week of classes all students will briefly (about 5 minutes) present their research findings from their final paper research.  This assignment will count towards your participation grade.  Details for this assignment will be provided after spring break.

Turning In Assignments: Unless otherwise noted, all assignments must be typed (and stapled if necessary) and turned at the beginning of class—only hard copies will be graded.  If, for some reason it is not possible to physically turn in an assignment on time then email the assignment to the instructor ASAP to prove that the work was completed on time and simply hand in a paper copy at the beginning of the next class meeting—this will not count against the assignment’s grade (as long as this is only done very rarely). 

Academic Honesty: Unless otherwise instructed, all assignments must be completed individually; they must be your own work.  Forming study groups and seeking of help from peers is strongly encouraged, but you must do your own work.  

Students with Disabilities: Any student with a disability should contact the MSU Resource Center for Persons with Disabilities, as well as the instructor, to ensure that accommodations can be made.  Specialists for this purpose can be reached at 353-9642 (voice) or 355-1293 (TTY), or online at http://www.rcpd.msu.edu/
Tentative Class Schedule

Note: You may find it helpful to complete both the Monday and Wednesday assignments by the class on Monday, but it is only necessary to prepare the item(s) listed for that particular date.

1. 8/31 Introduction to Course, no HW [[[do AMA material in-class]]]
2. 9/5 NO CLASS, LABOR DAY

3. 9/7 Medical Ethics Policy Today

http://www.ama-assn.org/ama/pub/physician-resources/medical-ethics/code-medical-ethics.page
(Choose any ten topics from the drop-down lists in the “Opinions” sections, e.g. the “Abortion” heading that appears when you click on “Opinions on Social Policy Issues”)

4. 9/12 Historical Introduction to Medical Ethics [[[combine history weeks]]]
a. The Nuremburg Code

http://search.proquest.com.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/docview/223948920

5. 9/14 Historical Introduction to Medical Ethics

a. The Belmont Report

http://ohsr.od.nih.gov/guidelines/belmont.html
b. The Belmont Report Revisited

http://www.jstor.org/stable/3527640
6. 9/19 Principlism [[[combine with history week(s)]]]
a. Gillon – Medical Ethics: Four Principles Plus Attention to Scope

http://www.bmj.com/content/309/6948/184.full

b. Evans - A Sociological Account of the Growth of Principlism

http://www.jstor.org.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/sici?sici=0093-0334%282000%2930%3A5%3C31%3A%3E2.0.CO%3B2-J&origin=innovative

7. 9/21 Autonomy [[[put small discussion of narrative and casuistry here]]]]
a. Carrese - Refusal of Care
http://jama.ama-assn.org.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/content/296/6/691.full
b. Gillon – Autonomy

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1733792/pdf/v029p00307.pdf
8. 9/26 Beneficence [[[[combine with non-maleficence, or not X2]]]
a. Video: Dax’s Case (No HW reading)

9. 9/28 Non-Maleficence

a. Boyle - Medical Ethics and Double Effect

http://www.springerlink.com.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/content/k367201137725404/
b. Truog - Organ Transplantation Ethics

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/doi/10.1111/j.1749-6632.2000.tb05175.x/abstract;jsessionid=68633D8DEAE610EE920FF325D828C722.d03t04
10. 10/3 Justice

a. Cuyler and Wagstaff - Equity and Equality in Health and Health Care

http://www.sciencedirect.com.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/science/article/pii/016762969390004X

11. 10/5 Truth-Telling

a. Wash U. Ethics in Medicine- Truth-telling and Withholding Information
http://depts.washington.edu/bioethx/topics/truth.html
b. Truth Telling in Cases of Dementia

http://acn.oxfordjournals.org.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/content/23/3/251
12. 10/10 Midterm Review 

13. 10/12 MIDTERM EXAM

a. No assignments due.

14. 10/17 Intercultural Issues

a. Barnes – Fadiman and Beyond

http://www5.pharmacy.umn.edu/pclab/Phar6171/labs9-12/Fadiman%20%20Beyond-The%20dangers%20of%20extrapolation.pdf

15. 10/19 Narrative Ethics [[[Maybe]]]
a. Narrative Ethics and Principlism

http://www.springerlink.com.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/content/n4w4t3051646002g/
b. Higgs - The Contribution of Narrative Ethics to Issues of Capacity in Psychiatry
http://mh.bmj.com/content/29/2/65.full
16. 10/24 Genethics

a. Ethical Issues in Manipulating the Human Germ Line
http://jmp.oxfordjournals.org.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/cgi/content/abstract/16/6/621
b. Caplan and Elliott- Is It Ethical to Use Enhancement Technologies to Make Us Better than Well?
http://www.plosmedicine.org/article/info:doi/10.1371/journal.pmed.0010052

17. 10/26 Genethics
a. Genetic Screening: Triumphs, Problems, and Controversies 
http://ezproxy.msu.edu:2047/login?url=http://www.jstor.org/stable/3342559
b. Value neutrality in Genetic Counseling: An Unattained Ideal
http://p2047-ezproxy.msu.edu.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/login?url=http://proquest.umi.com.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/pqdweb?did=386426441&sid=1&Fmt=10&clientId=3552&RQT=309&VName=PQD
18. 10/31 HIV/AIDS

a. Dixon-Mueller - The Sexual Ethics of HIV Testing and the Rights and Responsibilities of Partners
http://www.jstor.org.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/sici?sici=0039-3665%282007%2938%3A4%3C284%3A%3E2.0.CO%3B2-J&origin=innovative
b. Partner Notification

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3119031/
19. 11/2  HIV/AIDS 

a. Video: And the Band Played On 

20. 11/7 Reproductive Health: Abortion

a. Gross- Abortion and Neonaticide: Ethics, Policy and Practice in Four Nations

http://web.ebscohost.com.proxy1.cl.msu.edu/ehost/detail?vid=2&hid=123&sid=dccef8ec-daaf-4dd8-87cd-c199ddc51dbf%40sessionmgr113&bdata=JnNpdGU9ZWhvc3QtbGl2ZSZzY29wZT1zaXRl#db=rzh&AN=2002133742

21. 11/9 Reproductive Health: Stem Cells    [[[Shrink this section, combine with genethics]]]
a. Holm - Going to the Root of the Stem Cell Controversy

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/doi/10.1111/1467-8519.00307/abstract
b. Green – Benefitting from Evil

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/doi/10.1111/1467-8519.00310/abstract
22. 11/14 Reproductive Health: Fertility

a. Strange - The Ethics of Nonmedical Sex Selection
http://www.springerlink.com.proxy1.cl.msu.edu/content/1829j8432n1v3488/

23. 11/16 Casuistry

a. Jonsen - Casuistry: An Alternative or Complement to Principles? 
http://muse.jhu.edu.proxy1.cl.msu.edu/journals/kennedy_institute_of_ethics_journal/v005/5.3.jonsen.html
b. Casuistry in Practice
http://jmp.oxfordjournals.org.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/content/25/3/323.full.pdf+html

24. 11/21 Feminism and Medical Ethics

a. Donchin - Feminist Bioethics

http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/feminist-bioethics/

25. 11/23 (Day before Thanksgiving break)

a. TBA

26. 11/28 The Future of Medical Ethics

a. Jaarsma and Welin - Autism as a Natural Human Variation: Reflections on the Claims of the Neurodiversity Movement
http://www.springerlink.com.proxy1.cl.msu.edu/content/d7w0381j0670x07u/

27. 11/30 The Future of Medical Ethics

a. Heilig and Lee - A Letter to Future Physicians: One Dozen Important Things You Might Not Learn Enough about During Medical Training - But Should

http://journals.cambridge.org.proxy2.cl.msu.edu/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=7872180

28. 12/5 Student Presentations

29. 12/7 Student Presentations 
FINAL PAPER IS DUE, DELIVERD IN PAPER FORM IN OUR NORMAL CLASSROOM, DURING THE FINAL EXAM PERIOD: 
Thursday December 15, 10:00am-12:00pm
