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PERSPECTIVES ON SOCIETY
This proposal form is intended for departments proposing a course for inclusion in the Northern Michigan University General Education Program.  Courses in a component satisfy both the Critical Thinking and the component learning outcomes. Departments should complete this form and submit it electronically through the General Education SHARE site.
Course Name and Number: PL185 Medical and Bioethics
Home Department: Philosophy
Department Coordinator Name and Contact Information (phone, email): Sarah Jones,  sajones@nmu.edu
Expected frequency of Offering of the course (e.g. every semester, every fall): Every winter
Official Course Status: Has this course been approved by CUP and Senate?  	
YES, but changes have been submitted to CUP
Courses that have not yet been approved by CUP must be submitted to CUP prior to review by GEC. Note that GEC is able to review courses that are in the process of approval; however, inclusion in the General Education Program is dependent upon Senate and Academic Affairs approval of the course into the overall curriculum.
Overview of course (please attach a current syllabus as well): Please limit the overview to two pages (not including the syllabus) 
A. Overview of the course content
The goal of PL185 is to help students investigate ethical questions in the context of medicine. Ethics is the branch of philosophy that considers questions about good/bad, right/wrong, virtue/vice. Medicine is the science and practice of diagnosing, preventing, and treating disease. The concern is to be able to articulate the reasons why individuals or groups of people think what they do about ethical issues in medicine with the aim of discovering what is actually correct about them. 
By the end of the course, students should be able to (1) comprehend, question, and analyze philosophical texts about medical ethics, (2) identify significant ethical issues in medical ethics, discuss differing perspectives on these issues, and explain the justifications given for the different perspectives, and (3) formulate and defend a philosophical thesis about an ethical issue arising in medicine.
B. Explain why this course satisfies the Component specified and significantly addresses both learning outcomes 
Critical Thinking Component: To satisfy the Evidence outcome dimension, PL185 requires students to analyze the real-world examples, armchair intuitions, and theoretical assumptions relied on in the philosophical arguments concerning medical ethics contained in the assigned readings. To satisfy the Integrate outcome dimension, PL185 requires students to synthesize ideas contained in assigned readings and their own personal experience concerning medical ethics in order to develop philosophical positions of their own. To satisfy the Evaluate outcome dimension, PL185 requires students to appraise the logical merits of philosophical arguments concerning medical ethics presented in assigned readings.
Perspectives on Society Component: To satisfy the Analysis of Society outcome dimension, PL185 requires students to use the ideas and arguments discussed in the assigned readings or in class to analyze issues in medical ethics. To satisfy the Ethical Issues outcome dimension, PL185 requires students to use classical and contemporary philosophical views regarding ethics and morality to identify the reasons why people hold the views they do regarding issues in medical ethics. To satisfy the Development and Context of Society outcome dimension, PL185 requires students to use major ethical themes to understand the viewpoints of others who disagree with them about relevant ethical issues in medical ethics. 
C. Describe the target audience (level, student groups, etc.) 
PL185 is an introductory-level philosophy course. It is intended to both give philosophy majors/minors an overview of the major themes of medical ethics and also to introduce students with no prior background in philosophy to the topics and methods of philosophy. The class does not presuppose any background knowledge of philosophy or ethics. 
D. Give information on other roles this course may serve (e.g. University Requirement, required for a major(s), etc.) 
PL185 is a recommended elective for the philosophy major and minors. It is not a requirement or elective for any other major or minor.
E. Provide any other information that may be relevant to the review of the course by GEC
Changes to PL185 have been submitted to CUP.






PLAN FOR LEARNING OUTCOMES
CRITICAL THINKING
Attainment of the CRITICAL THINKING Learning Outcome is required for courses in this component.  There are several dimensions to this learning outcome. Please complete the following Plan for Assessment with information regarding course assignments (type, frequency, importance) that will be used by the department to assess the attainment of students in each of the dimensions of the learning outcome. Type refers to the types of assignments used for assessment such as written work, presentations, etc. Frequency refers to the number of assignments included such as a single paper or multiple papers. Importance refers to the relative emphasis or weight of the assignment to the entire course. For each dimension, please specify the expected success rate for students completing the course that meet the proficiency level and explain your reasoning. Please refer to the Critical Thinking Rubric for more information on student performance/proficiency in this area. Note that courses are expected to meaningfully address all dimensions of the learning outcome.
	DIMENSION
	DIMENSION GUIDANCE
	PLAN FOR ASSESSMENT

	Evidence
	Assesses quality of information that may be integrated into an argument
	Task Type: Reading response papers. Completing these papers involves analyzing evidence, integrating ideas, and evaluating arguments.
Frequency: Weekly (7 per ½ semester) 
Overall Grading Weight: 20% Expected Proficiency Rate: 75%. 
Rationale: Philosophy requires students to reflect in an unusually sustained and careful fashion about very abstract issues. Most students find it challenging. Experience suggests approximately a quarter fail to achieve “proficient” status here.


	Integrate
	Integrates insight and or reasoning with previous understanding to reach informed conclusions and/or understanding
	Task Type: Reading response papers. Completing these papers involves analyzing evidence, integrating ideas, and evaluating arguments.
Frequency: Weekly (7 per ½ semester) 
Overall Grading Weight: 20% 
Expected Proficiency Rate: 75%. 
Rationale: Philosophy requires students to reflect in an unusually sustained and careful fashion about very abstract issues. Most students find it challenging. Experience suggests approximately a quarter fail to achieve “proficient” status here.


	Evaluate
	Evaluates information, ideas, and activities according to established principles and guidelines
	Task Type: Reading response papers. Completing these papers involves analyzing evidence, integrating ideas, and evaluating arguments.
Frequency: Weekly (7 per ½ semester) 
Overall Grading Weight: 20% 
Expected Proficiency Rate: 75%. 
Rationale: Philosophy requires students to reflect in an unusually sustained and careful fashion about very abstract issues. Most students find it challenging. Experience suggests approximately a quarter fail to achieve “proficient” status here.






PLAN FOR LEARNING OUTCOMES
PERSPECTIVES ON SOCIETY
Attainment of the PERSPECTIVES ON SOCIETY Learning Outcome is required for courses in this component.  There are several dimensions to this learning outcome. Please complete the following Plan for Assessment with information regarding course assignments (type, frequency, importance) that will be used by the department to assess the attainment of students in each of the dimensions of the learning outcome. Type refers to the types of assignments used for assessment such as written work, presentations, etc. Frequency refers to the number of assignments included such as a single paper or multiple papers. Importance refers to the relative emphasis or weight of the assignment to the entire course. For each dimension, please specify the expected success rate for students completing the course that meet the proficiency level and explain your reasoning. Please refer to the Rubric for more information on student performance/proficiency in this learning outcome. Note that courses are expected to meaningfully address all dimensions of the learning outcome.
	DIMENSION
	WHAT IS BEING ASSESSED
	PLAN FOR ASSESSMENT

	Analysis of society 

	Analysis of social issues, structures and processes or events

	Task Type: Argumentative paper. Completing this paper involves analyzing social issues, ethical issues, and exploring themes in the development of human society.
Frequency: Once 
Overall Grading Weight: 20%
Expected Proficiency Rate: 75%.
Rationale: Philosophy requires students to reflect in an unusually sustained and careful fashion about very abstract issues. Most students find it challenging. Experience suggests approximately a quarter fail to achieve “proficient” status here.

	Ethical Issues
	Addressing ethical issues in society

	Task Type: Argumentative paper. Completing this paper involves analyzing social issues, ethical issues, and exploring themes in the development of human society.
Frequency: Once 
Overall Grading Weight: 20% 
Expected Proficiency Rate: 75%.
Rationale: Philosophy requires students to reflect in an unusually sustained and careful fashion about very abstract issues. Most students find it challenging. Experience suggests approximately a quarter fail to achieve “proficient” status here.

	Development and context of society
	Explore themes in the development of human society


	Task Type: Argumentative paper. Completing this paper involves analyzing social issues, ethical issues, and exploring themes in the development of human society.
Frequency: Once 
Overall Grading Weight: 20% 
Expected Proficiency Rate: 75%.
Rationale: Philosophy requires students to reflect in an unusually sustained and careful fashion about very abstract issues. Most students find it challenging. Experience suggests approximately a quarter fail to achieve “proficient” status here.
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This course applies toward the division II liberal studies requirement.



Professor:  		Zac Cogley			Phone:  	906-227-2014	

Classroom: 		LRC 109	 		Website: 		NMU EduCatOffice Hours:	Tues, Thurs 3-5pm		Email:	  	zcogley@nmu.edu

and by appointment		Email is usually the best way to 

				contact me; expect to hear back

within 24 hours. However, I break from email on Friday afternoon until Sunday evenings, so if you email on Fri or Sat please don’t expect to hear back until Sunday.

________________________________________________________________________



Course Texts:

Taking Sides: Clashing Views on Bioethical Issues. Carol Levine, Ed. 14th Expanded Edition (New York: McGraw Hill, 2013.)

Additional articles will be available on electronic reserve.



Course Aims

Our aim in this course is to consider several different hotly contested issues that emerge at the intersection of ethics and medicine, to read some answers to these questions suggested by prominent thinkers and then to consider the merits of those answers. So, for example, one such issue in the United States is whether physicians should be allowed to assist in patient suicides. There’s a lot of debate about this issue in newspapers, on TV and online. But it’s often unclear what the best and worst arguments are on either side. When we consider this issue in the class, we’ll read the arguments given by Marcia Angell and Kathleen M. Foley and discuss the merits of their arguments. We’ll then try to figure out what our own views on the issue should be, guided in part by careful consideration of their arguments. 

	In general, philosophy encourages us to reflect on how we should live and what we do (and can) know. It involves asking fundamental questions about the good life, what should be important for us, about how to think critically and not accept the conventional wisdom. These issues are important because they face all of us every day. Philosophy is also useful: philosophy students do amazingly well on the GRE and LSAT, philosophy majors average higher salaries than all other humanities majors, and philosophy majors have greater salary increases over their careers compared to most other fields of study.



Course Learning Outcomes

Upon completion of this course, students should be able to:

(1) Comprehend, question, and analyze philosophical texts about medical ethics.

(2) Identify significant ethical issues in medical ethics, discuss differing perspectives on these issues, and explain the justifications given for the different perspectives.

(3) Formulate and defend a philosophical thesis about an ethical issue arising in medicine.



Evaluation of these learning outcomes will be done via reading responses, class discussion, exams, and papers.

________________________________________________________________________

Course Requirements

Points will be allocated to assignments as follows:



Attendance				10%

On-Call				10%

Reading Responses			25%

Midterm Exam				15%

Final Exam				20%

Paper					20%



ATTENDANCE  (10% of Final Grade)

Attendance will be taken at the beginning of every class.  Students begin with 100 points for attendance and can miss up to four classes with no excuse necessary and no reduction in their attendance score.  Beginning with the fifth unexcused absence, students will lose 5 points for each class missed.  So, for example, a fifth absence reduces the attendance score to 95 out of 100, a sixth absence reduces the attendance score to 90 out of 100, and so on.  



ON-CALL (10% of Final Grade)

Every student will spend one week “on-call.”  During their week, the on-call students will be the go-to people for questions about the readings we cover during those two weeks. On-call students are responsible for having summarized the assigned readings and being prepared to discuss them. I’ll ask the on-call students questions about the assigned material; their answers will present the material for consideration. During your on-call week you are expected to have read the material carefully, attend class every day, and answer questions. Everyone who is on-call should outline the main points of the reading before class and to contact me about any confusions. (This exercise is also recommended for everyone in the course.) Failure to attend (with no legitimate excuse) for an on-call day or being unprepared to discuss the readings will result in a zero grade for that day. Please talk to me as soon as possible if you get nervous speaking in public or are worried about your performance for on-call.



Reading Responses (25% of Final Grade)

Reading responses help ensure that students have done the readings carefully and help me know what topics are best for class discussion. You are required to post one reading response for each week of the term (7 total). Responses to the upcoming week’s readings must be posted by 10am on the first day of the week (typically Monday). 

	Reading responses enhance your understanding of the texts we are covering, help develop your textual analysis skills and your communication skills, and allow me to see how well you grasp the main points of the texts so that I can prepare better for class. See the reading response assignment sheet in the relevant section of EduCat for more information.



EXAMS (35% of Final Grade)

Both exams will be take home; questions will be provided in advance which assess students understanding of the course material. 



PAPER (20% of Final Grade)

The paper will be approximately 4-6 pages. Students will write a longer assessment of one of the arguments we consider in class. 



For all written assignments, please feel encouraged to utilize NMU’s Writing Center.



If there are changes to the course timeline or syllabus, I will announce the changes in class, post them to EduCat and also send them via your NMU email account.  Therefore, checking your NMU email account regularly and regularly logging into EduCat is a requirement for this course.  



Please note that VeriCite anti-plagiarism software will be used for written assignments submitted for this course.



Portable Electronic Devices

Many students find it challenging to avoid using portable electronic devices (laptops, cell phones, headphones, etc.) for non-academic purposes during class. Such behavior decreases the benefit of class and is distracting to others. Students who do not text during class have better recall, take more detailed notes, and perform better. Relatedly, people recall material better when they take hand-written notes, rather than typed. Therefore, you may not use portable electronic devices in the classroom while class is in session. Students who use electronic devices in class will be asked to leave.



I am happy to make exceptions to this policy if you require an electronic device for a disability-related reason (see below).



Academic Dishonesty

I view academic misconduct of any sort as a very serious violation of University requirements. University rules provide for sanctions for academic misconduct.  I encourage you to familiarize yourselves with Section 2.3.1 of the NMU Student Handbook and Student Rights and Responsibilities, Section 1.2.3.  I also recommend studying the Writing Center’s page on Citations and Plagiarism.  



Disability Services

If you would like disability-related accommodations or services, please inform the Coordinator of Disability Services in the Disability Services Office at 2001 C. B. Hedgcock.  Accommodations and services will be provided to students in accordance with federal, state, and University guidelines. To contact Disability Services, e-mail disserv@nmu.edu, call 906-227-1700 or fax 906-227-1714. 



Veterans Services

If you are a veteran and need assistance with your benefits or are experiencing complications with your education due to military service connected issues, contact the Veteran Resource Representative in 2101 Hedgcock (227-1402 or mrutledg@nmu.edu).  The Veteran Resource Representative can advocate for you before the Veterans Administration and can also help you solve any veteran specific issues you may have.



_______________________________________________________________________













Course Timeline (topics, readings, assignments)



Week 1: Introduction

 “10 Rules of Good Studying,” (EduCat), “Guidelines on Reading Philosophy” (EduCat), Introduction (xix-xxix)



Week 2: 

 “Is Informed Consent Still Central to Medical Ethics?” (2-22)



Week 3:

 “Should Physicians Be Allowed to Assist in Patient Suicide?” (109-130)



Week 4:

 “Is Abortion Immoral?” (132-151)



Week 5: 

“Should Adolescents Be Allowed to Make Their Own Life-and-Death Decisions?” (192-187)



Week 6: 

 “Is it Fair to Require Individuals to Purchase Health Insurance?” (286-297)



Week 7:

 “Should Pharmacists Be Allowed to Deny Prescriptions on Grounds of Conscience?” (338-358)

Monday of week 7: midterm assigned. 

Thursday of week 8: midterm due (11:59pm). 





Week 8:

(reserve) Malek, Janet. 2007. “Understanding Risks and Benefits in Research on Reproductive Genetic Technologies.” Journal of Medicine and Philosophy 32 (4): 339–58. 



Week 9:

(reserve) Kopelman, Loretta M. 2007. “Using the Best Interests Standard to Decide Whether to Test Children for Untreatable, Late-Onset Genetic Diseases.” Journal of Medicine and Philosophy 32 (4): 375–94. 



Week 10:

(reserve) Kass, Leon. 2008. “Implications of Prenatal Diagnosis for the Human Right to Life.” In Intervention and Reflection: Basic Issues in Medical Ethics, edited by Ronald Munson, 8th ed., 326–33. Belmont, CA: Thomson Higher Education.



Week 11:

(reserve) Purdy, Laura M. 2008. “Genetics and Reproductive Risk: Can Having Children Be Immoral?” In Intervention and Reflection: Basic Issues in Medical Ethics, edited by Ronald Munson, 8th ed. Belmont, CA: Thomson Higher Education.



Week 12:

(reserve) Savulescu, Julian. 2001. “Procreative Beneficence: Why We Should Select the Best Children.” Bioethics 15 (5-6): 413–26. doi:10.1111/1467-8519.00251.



Week 13:

(reserve) Glannon, Walter. 2001. “Gene Therapy and Genetic Enhancement.” In Genes and Future People, 79–108. Boulder, CO: Westview Press. 



(reserve) Week 14:

Allhoff, Fritz. 2005. “Germ-Line Genetic Enhancement and Rawlsian Primary Goods.” Kennedy Institute of Ethics Journal 15 (1): 39–56. doi:10.1353/ken.2005.0007.

Monday: Final Exam Assigned | Final Exam Due (designated exam time) 










