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SW 705  Ethical Dilemmas in Health  
for Social Work and Other Health Professions 

     Course number:  31846 (3 credits) 
 

Fall 2017     Wednesdays:  3pm - 6pm  SSWB 2752  
Edith (Edie) Kieffer, MPH, PhD, School of Social Work 

 
Office hours by appointment: SSW Room 3770Email: ekieffer@umich.edu 

 
COURSE DESCRIPTION:  From a beginning in efforts to protect human rights in 
biomedical research, the field of health-related ethics, sometimes called “bioethics” has 
grown rapidly. It now encompasses such major areas as equity of access to, and delivery 
of, health care services, and the impact of the rapid proliferation of technologies (e.g. 
genetic and advanced diagnostic testing, prenatal, mind-altering and life-prolonging 
treatments) on how human life is defined, and on health care decisions and quality of life. 
While many of these issues, and the dilemmas they create, focus on the rights and burdens 
of individuals and families, ethical dilemmas in health have increasingly far-reaching 
implications for communities and societies. These dilemmas pose challenges to social 
workers and other social service and health care practitioners, administrators, policy makers 
and social and health scientists. Issues that have traditionally been private concerns are 
increasingly played out in the public arena, with passionate constituencies and extensive, 
and often inflammatory, media attention. The key roles and importance of well-trained and 
practiced social workers and other health care providers, administrators, planners and 
policy makers, in assuring equitable treatment and protecting individuals, communities and 
societies, provide the central rationale for this course. Course participants will review and 
use ethics frameworks and codes from a variety of health-related disciplines for decision-
making, both generally and as applied to specific dilemmas, using a case-study approach. 
Participants will discuss conflicts between professional ethics codes and federal, state and 
local laws, regulations and codes.   
 
COURSE CONTENT:  The scope of the intersection between health and ethics is huge. 
This course cannot cover all issues, topics and dilemmas in one semester. A partial list of 
potential topics includes: content and application of health professional ethics codes and 
frameworks to health-related decisions and policies; ethical issues in health care resource 
distribution and allocation; conflicts between autonomy and beneficence in public health 
interventions; the role of social and health professionals and ethics consultants in hospital 
ethics review committees; competence assessment and health/mental health care 
decisions; informed consent, confidentiality and human subjects protection in health care 
and health research; access to, and the impact of genetic, fertility and reproductive 
technologies; ethical dilemmas and aging; advanced care planning, advanced directives 
and end-of life decisions, including neonatal and intensive care later in life or in “futile” 
situations; maternal/fetal conflicts of interest such as drug treatment or child abuse 
prosecution, coerced or forced maternal and fetal drug and surgical treatment; cross-
cultural issues in bioethical decisions; the role of the internet and the media in framing 
bioethics and health care policy decisions. Additional issues and topics will be explored by 
course participants during assignments and class discussions. 

mailto:ekieffer@umich.edu
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COURSE DESIGN: This course is conducted as a seminar. This design assumes that all 
participants are adult learners who are responsible for, and actively engaged in, the learning 
process. You are the primary actor in developing your knowledge, understanding and skills 
through class activities, presentations (instructor, guests and your own), reading, listening, 
discussion, and from your developing experiences and insights. My role, as class instructor, 
is facilitator and guide. My teaching is less about lecturing than about planning class 
activities and identifying and providing many, but not all, learning resources that you will use 
throughout the semester and beyond. You are responsible for your own learning and much 
of the quality of your class experience. By University/School policy, I evaluate your 
immediate classroom-related learning, and provide grades. This is a “hands-on” course. 
Beginning with an introduction of ethical principles and frameworks used to guide health-
related practice and research, we will examine common dilemmas faced in practice from the 
perspective of policy-makers, health and social service agency directors and practitioners, 
communities, families and individuals. Course participants will learn about and practice 
methods for analyzing ethical dilemmas from a variety of perspectives, including the 
professional and personal; develop, present and participate in analyses of ethical issues; 
and participate in decision-making meetings. Participants will find, review and discuss news 
stories related to ethical dilemmas in health, including discussion of how media portrayals 
affect public perception of the issues. The course methods and resources include journal, 
book and media readings, presentations by the instructor, guests and class participants, 
small and whole class discussions, analyses of ethical issue case studies, short and more 
in-depth analysis papers and in “mock” case presentations and meetings. In keeping with its 
interprofessional approach, students from areas of study and practice will draw upon and 
share their learning and work experience in the context of the course content.  
 
COURSE OBJECTIVES:   Upon completion of the course, participants will be able to: 
 

1. Describe the key principles of social work and other health professional ethics codes 
that guide ethical decision-making and apply them in the context of social justice, 
human rights, autonomy, resource allocation and responsibility. 
 

2. Identify how similarities and differences in principles and decision-making methods, 
across professional codes, may contradict and/or complement one another in health-
related practice, and in relation to local, state, national and/or international law, 
codes and regulations. 
 

3. Assess how your personal values may differ from, or are similar to the values of your 
profession in several health-related ethical dilemmas.  
 

4. Demonstrate how individual, family and community resources, educational level, 
gender, ethnicity, religion or spirituality, age, sexual orientation, marital status and 
other characteristics (of decision-makers and those affected by their decisions) may 
affect ethical decision-making. 

 
5. Analyze and discuss the role of media in framing discussions and decisions related 

to ethics and health, as it affects the general public and specific population groups. 
 

6. Demonstrate their ability to apply ethics frameworks and critical thinking to selected 
ethical dilemmas that arise in health care settings, and in health policy development 
and implementation, through written analyses and through their assigned roles 
during case study/case conference meetings and public hearings. 
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7. Use an interdisciplinary case study/case conference approach to practice decision-

making applied to several contemporary health policy and health care issues 
including genetics, maternal/fetal conflict, fertility and reproduction, beginning and 
end-of-life decisions (care, quality and length of life) and allocation of health-related 
resources. 

 
RELATIONSHIP OF THE COURSE TO FOUR CURRICULAR THEMES 

1. Multiculturalism and Diversity:  Attention to multiculturalism and diversity, and 
understanding the impact of these, is imperative to the ethical conduct of practice and research 
in social work and other health-related professions, and in the context of families, communities 
and society. Course participants will identify ways in which ability, age, sex, class, resource 
availability, color, culture, ethnicity, family structure, gender, sexual orientation, marital status, 
national origin, race, religion or spirituality) influence the distribution of health-related resources, 
how they influence, and are influenced by, ethical frameworks in various related fields and 
circumstances. 
2. Social Justice and Social Change: Social justice is one guiding framework of ethical 
decision-making. Conversely, achieving social justice in health requires ethical decision-making 
processes. This course will address how ethical frameworks for decision making contribute to 
creating a system where the benefits of health promoting environments and resources, including 
health care, are distributed equally across populations. Course participants will analyze and 
discuss how ethical decision-making processes influence, and are influenced by scientific, 
socio-cultural, and social justice issues. 
3. Promotion, Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation:  Course participants will review and 
analyze a variety of case studies that illustrate how ethical issues and dilemmas affect 
individual, family, organizational, community and societal well being across the spectrum from 
promotion to rehabilitation, in a variety of settings and populations.  
4. Social and Behavioral Science Research: While the course is practice-based, successful 
practice must be based on ethically conducted research.  Course participants will review and 
apply research from social work and other health professional, behavioral and social science 
fields in group discussion, case studies presentations and papers. The evolving place of 
bioethics in biomedical, social and behavioral science research initiatives of the federal 
government and foundations will be discussed. The evolution, function and impact of human 
subjects review boards will be studied. 
 
RELATIONSHIP OF THE COURSE TO SOCIAL WORK ETHICS AND VALUES:  The Social 
Work Code of Ethics underlies the framing and implementation of the course. For example, in 
exploring the history and application of ethical frameworks, this course begins with an explicit 
overview of NASW’S Code of Ethics and compares and contrasts it to ethics codes in other 
disciplines. Students will explore social work ethics and values in a variety of contexts and 
practice settings that affect health and well-being through their readings, class discussions and 
assignments. Every effort will be made to encourage students from a variety of social and health 
professions to take the course in order to make it correspond to the “real world” of 
interdisciplinary decision-making during case conferences, legislative processes, and other 
formal and informal means of interdisciplinary communication. 
 
INTENSIVE FOCUS ON PODS:  Biomedicine has been guilty of some of the greatest violations 
of human rights in history including forced sterilizations of developmentally disabled and ethnic 
minority group members, selective abortion of female fetuses, Nazi and Tuskegee human 
experimentation, and withholding medical treatment of prisoners and other oppressed groups. 
Historically, presently and, likely in the future, many of the greatest health-related dilemmas 
arise from inequitable access to, or discriminatory application or withholding of health-related 
research and treatment based on race, ethnicity, gender, age, sexual orientation, ability, access 
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to resources, and other individual and population-based characteristics. This course addresses 
these in readings, case examples and student papers and presentations. The key roles and 
importance of well-trained and practiced social workers and other health providers, 
administrators, planners and policy makers in assuring equitable treatment and protecting 
individuals, communities and societies, provide the central rationale for this course. 
 
LEARNING RESOURCES:  READINGS/CTOOLS WEBSITE AND MORE 
We do not have a textbook for this class. You will use a variety of materials, including chapters 
from several books, journal articles, newspaper and magazine articles (professional journals 
and popular print media, along with shows broadcast by PBS, NPR and other media).  I will 
make many of these available through our Canvas website, all in the Files folder. You will find, 
use and share others through your research, individually and with other members of the class. 
 
The Canvas Files folder is organized with general materials first, e.g. the Course Syllabus, 
Reading Lists and Assignments Folder, and a General Resources and Links folder that contains 
ethics codes, decision making frameworks, bioethics-focused databases, organizations, and 
journals. This General Resources and Links folder could grow as the semester proceeds. It will 
provide you with material for your work in this course, and into the future, but do not limit 
yourself to what you find here.  
 
You may also access University of Michigan ethics resources through this folder. The University 
houses several centers for ethics research centers which provide a wealth of resources, experts 
and seminars. This folder also contains links to the UM Health System’s general ethics 
committee link and specific links to the adult and pediatric ethics committees.  
 
Increasing understanding of the meaning and applications of the concepts and terms discussed 
in the week 1 and week 2 readings will be assumed for all in-class discussions, group and 
individual assignments. Materials for each class session are organized on your reading lists and 
in Canvas in required materials and supplemental materials categories. Required materials are 
those that are expected to provide the background you need to fully participate in class 
activities, both inside and outside of the classroom. Required materials listed on the reading list 
and in its corresponding Canvas folder should be the same. Supplemental materials provide 
further resources. Some, but not all of the supplemental materials on the reading list will be 
found in the corresponding Canvas folder. Conversely, I will add materials to the Canvas 
supplemental readings folder during the semester based on things that I, you and your 
colleagues find.  Be advised that there may be some changes in the class schedule or reading 
lists if opportunities present themselves or by necessity.  Assignment due dates and most if not 
all of the assigned readings will not change, unless otherwise discussed and agreed upon.  
 
CLASS REQUIREMENTS 
 
Preparation: The University of Michigan Rackham Graduate School guidelines expect graduate 
students to spend approximately 2-3 hours in independent preparation for each hour of class 
time. http://www.rackham.umich.edu/faculty-staff/information-for-programs/directors/guidelines-
for-graduate-course-approval/assignment-of-credit-hours. This would translate to 6-9 hours a 
week for this class, on average. Assignments and required readings and other resource 
materials have been developed for this class to enable students to successfully achieve the 
goals and objectives of the course, and to develop and strengthen broader knowledge, values 
and skills important to success as a social worker.  
 
Attendance and Participation: Because this is a participatory seminar, class attendance is 
required. Please notify the instructor at the beginning of the semester if religious observances, 
or other unavoidable obligations will conflict with class or due dates for assignments so that we 
can make appropriate arrangements. Class will begin promptly at 3:10 pm. Be cognizant of the 

http://www.rackham.umich.edu/faculty-staff/information-for-programs/directors/guidelines-for-graduate-course-approval/assignment-of-credit-hours
http://www.rackham.umich.edu/faculty-staff/information-for-programs/directors/guidelines-for-graduate-course-approval/assignment-of-credit-hours
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disruptive nature of coming to class late. Unless you have received prior authorization, coming 
to class more than 10 minutes late more than once, or leaving early, will be considered an 
absence. If you arrive after the class has begun, please enter the classroom as quietly as 
possible and wait until break to catch up with what is going on.  It is your responsibility to get 
materials, handouts, or class notes from one of your classmates if you are unable to be in class. 
All class members are expected to be attentive to speakers and discussants and extend 
courtesy and respect to others, even if their values, opinions and attitudes differ from yours.  
 
Making up an Absence: With approval, up to two absences may be “made up” by 1) 
completing a summary of the key points of each of the required readings, and 2) any additional 
activity assigned related to the topic/activities of the day. You must contact me within 24 hours 
of the missed class to arrange for this option. Any assignment due on a missed class day must 
be emailed to me before 3:10 pm on the day of the class. Students with 2 absences that are not 
“made up” will receive a one level (e.g. A to A-) reduction in your final grade. Each additional 
absence will reduce your final grade an additional level.  
 
Discussions/Group Activities: Discussions and group activities are a critical aspect of active 
learning at the graduate level. Well-prepared and active participation is required. The following 
expectations will be taken into account when considering your participation grade. As an adult 
learner, you are expected to prepare for class by reading and thinking about the topic of the 
day, preparing analytical materials, class discussion notes and other written work, and actively 
contributing to small and large group discussions. Your contributions must show evidence of 
reflection on the content and meaning of readings/class materials, and participation in 
classroom presentations, activities and discussion.  
 
Professional Behavior: As a professional/professional-in-training, you are expected to conduct 
yourself as a professional in the classroom. Therefore, well-prepared and active participation is 
required. Class members are expected to be attentive to speakers and discussants and extend 
courtesy, attention to, and respect for the instructor, guests and fellow students, even if their 
values, opinions and attitudes differ from yours. Respect to the class itself is expected, 
demonstrated in verbal, non-verbal and written communication and other behaviors. Failure to 
behave professionally will result in a reduction in participation grade reduction.  
 
Special Considerations: Please notify me immediately if you require special classroom or 
other considerations for instruction. SSW policy is to provide equitable educational opportunities 
for students with documented disabilities. Some aspects of this course, the assignments, the in-
class activities, and the way the course is usually taught may be modified to facilitate your 
participation and progress. When you make me aware of your needs, we can work with 
the Office of Services for Students with Disabilities (SSD) to help us determine appropriate 
academic accommodations. SSD (734-763-3000). 
 
Use of electronic devices:  All electronic devices, including but not limited to cellular/smart 
phones, pagers, tablets and laptop computers will be turned off at all times during class, unless 
instructors have asked you to use them for a class activity or you have made prior 
arrangements. Use without prior permission will affect your participation score. 
 
ASSIGNMENTS 
Detailed assignment guidelines are located above the reading lists and posted in the Canvas 
Assignments tab where all assignments must also be submitted. The guidelines include the 
number of points/percentage of 100 points that can potentially be earned for each assignment. 
Participation (25%) is graded separately and will not be reflected in the totals available in 
Canvas.   
 

http://www.umich.edu/%7Esswd/
tel:734-763-3000
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Deadline expectations:  All reading, written and other assignments must be completed and 
ready for use by the start of class or the specified due date (see schedule). Please note that 
some assignments may be completed in-class.  Assignments submitted late will be graded 
down one full grade.  Canvas will track assignment submission. Assignments submitted more 
than two days late will not be accepted.  Exceptions require permission of the instructor. 
Incomplete grades are assigned only through discussion with me before the due date.  
 
Format of written assignments:  All papers must be typewritten in Arial, 11 point font and one 
inch margins.  Each assignment will indicate whether single or double spacing is required. Clear 
topic headings are required. Properly formatted citations must be included, using either APA or 
AMA format (see published article examples). Style guide resources are:  

* APA citation style: American Psychological Association (2010). Publication Manual of 
the American Psychological Association (Sixth Edition). Washington, D.C.: American 
Psychological Association.  
* AMA citation style: Here is the free searchable guide to AMA Manual of Style 
(references section). http://www.amamaualofstyle.com/  Examples at: 
http://www.lib.jmu.edu/citation/amaguide.pdf 

            * Additional Resources: A Guide to Citation Management; SSW librarian guide 
See also: General Expectations for Written Work, Academic Standards and Academic 
Conduct and Integrity, below. 
 
 
EVALUATION AND GRADES Your class grade will be based on my evaluation of the following:   

• Class participation (25%; includes homework preparation) 
• News story analysis (article/show) (15%: 10% written summary; 5% discussion 

facilitation) 
• Brief issue analyses: 2 analyses (30%): 

Genetic technologies (15%); maternal-fetal conflict or parent-child conflict (15%); 
• NICU meeting preparation is ungraded homework, but preparation is essential and 

participation is graded.  
• Final paper – Analysis of ethical dilemma of your choice (30%) 

 
TOTAL          100 points 
 
Final grades will be assigned using the following point scale:  

A+ = 99 - 100   B+ = 86 - 89   C+ = 74 - 77  
A   = 95 - 98   B   = 82 - 85   C   = 70 - 73  
A– = 90 - 94   B– = 78 - 81   C– = 66 – 69  
 
Both content and format will be considered in assigning grades. Lower grades will result from 
late submission of assignments, failure to follow assignment and formatting guidelines, 
sloppiness, inappropriate grammar and misspellings.   
 
The criteria for letter grades are: 
 
A+, A or A- Mastery of subject content, demonstration of critical analysis, creativity and/or 
complexity in completion of assignment. A+ will be a very rare grade. The difference between A 
and A- is based on the degree to which these skills are demonstrated. 
 
B+ Mastery of subject content beyond expected competency, but has not demonstrated 
additional critical analysis, creativity or complexity in the completion of the assignment. 
 
B Mastery of subject content at level of expected competency – meets course expectations 

http://www.amamaualofstyle.com/
http://www.lib.jmu.edu/citation/amaguide.pdf
http://guides.lib.umich.edu/citationmanagement
http://guides.lib.umich.edu/content.php?pid=617612&sid=5109227
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B- Less than adequate competency, but demonstrates student learning and potential for 
mastery of subject content. 
 
C or C- Demonstrates a minimal understanding of subject content. Significant areas need 
improvement in order to meet course requirements. 
 
E Student has failed to demonstrate minimal understanding of subject content. 
 
GENERAL EXPECTATIONS AND RESOURCES FOR WRITTEN WORK 
Strong writing is an essential professional and academic skill. The following expectations will be 
taken into consideration when evaluating your writing:  
 

• You must use scholarly literature to support your presentation of material. You need to 
use multiple sources and synthesize them. Do not rely on direct quotations from your 
sources; instead summarize them in your own words. Quotations, if used at all, should 
be very minimal, used for special emphasis only and clearly identifiable and referenced.  

• Written work should incorporate the standards of critical thinking, analysis and writing 
(described below).  In evaluating your written work, I will apply these standards. 

• You may find it useful to have someone who is unfamiliar with your subject read your 
paper before you turn it in.  An outside reader can tell you if your writing is not clear, if 
you omitted a word or phrase, or if you used the wrong word.  Spell checkers and 
grammar checkers are useful tools, but not as reliable as a human reader. Nonetheless, 
they provide a warning that something should be corrected! 

 
Writing and Research Resources: The School of Social Work and the greater University offer 
several resources to assist in strengthening your writing and research skills. Please consider 
accessing these resources to complete your assignments.  
 
Writing: ssw.umich.edu/writing-help    Betsy Williams (betsywil@umich.edu) is the School of 
Social Work Writing/Study Skills Coordinator. You can contact her directly or through the School 
of Social Work Office of Career Services (room 1696; request appointments via ssw-
cso@umich.edu or 734-763-6259). This assistance can include improving your writing skills, 
and reviewing paper drafts at any stage, along with the text of the assignment. Be sure to allow 
enough time for this service to be most effective. The website above also provides writing tips 
and other resources recommended by Betsy for graduate social work students.  
 
You can also work with other U-M Writing Resources available to all students;  

• Sweetland Writing Center, 734-764-0429; http://www.lsa.umich.edu/sweetland/ 
• English Language Institute,  http://www.lsa.umich.edu/eli 

 
ACADEMIC STANDARDS AND CODES OF CONDUCT 
Critical thinking is the intellectually disciplined process of actively and skillfully conceptualizing, 
applying, analyzing, synthesizing, and/or evaluating information gathered from, or generated by, 
observation, experience, reflection, reasoning, or communication, as a guide to belief and 
action. In its exemplary form, it is based on universal intellectual values that transcend subject 
matter divisions: clarity, accuracy, precision, consistency, relevance, sound evidence, good 
reasons, depth, breadth, and fairness. (Michael Scriven & Richard Paul, presented at the 8th Annual 
International Conference on Critical Thinking and Education Reform, Summer 1987).   
 
See also: Richard Paul and Linda Elder, The Miniature Guide to Critical Thinking Concepts and 
Tools, Foundation for Critical Thinking Press, 2008) and 
http://www.criticalthinking.org/pages/defining-critical-thinking/766 
 

http://ssw.umich.edu/writing-help
mailto:betsywil@umich.edu
mailto:ssw-cso@umich.edu
mailto:ssw-cso@umich.edu
tel:(734)%20763-6259
http://www.lsa.umich.edu/sweetland/
http://www.lsa.umich.edu/eli
http://www.criticalthinking.org/pages/defining-critical-thinking/766
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All written work will be evaluated in accordance with the standards of critical analysis and 
thinking and should strive to meet the following intellectual standards:  
 

• CLARITY: Could you elaborate further on that point? Could you express that point in 
another way? Could you give an illustration? Could you give an example? 

 
• ACCURACY: Is that really true? How could we check that? How could we find out if that 

is true?   
 

• PRECISION: Could you give more details? Could you be more specific? 
 

• RELEVANCE: How is that connected to the question? How does that bear on the issue? 
 

• DEPTH: How does your answer address the complexities in the question? How are you 
taking into account the problems in the question? Is that dealing with the most significant 
factors? 

 
• BREADTH: Do we need to consider another point of view? Is there another way to look 

at this question? What would this look like from a variety of points of view? 
 

• LOGIC: Does this really make sense? Does that follow from what you said? How does 
that follow? Before you implied this and now you are saying that; how can both be true? 

 
Academic Conduct and Integrity: The conduct of a student enrolled in courses offered by the 
School of Social Work must be consistent with that of a professional person. Courtesy, honesty, 
and respect should be shown by students toward faculty members, guest lecturers, 
administrative support staff, and fellow students.  Similarly, students should expect faculty to 
treat them fairly, show respect for their ideas and opinions and strive to help them achieve 
maximum benefits from their experience.  
 
Written and oral materials prepared for this course must adhere to NASW Editorial 
Policy, the NASW Code of Ethics, the University of Michigan and the University of 
Michigan School of Social Work:   
 
NASW Code of Ethics 
The NASW Code of Ethics is available at http://www.socialworkers.org/pubs/code/default.asp. 
The following excerpts apply to academic integrity:  
  

4.04 Dishonesty, Fraud and Deception: Social workers should not participate in, 
condone, or be associated with dishonesty, fraud, or deception.  
 
4.08 Acknowledging Credit: (a) Social workers should take responsibility and credit, 
including authorship credit, only for work they have actually performed and to which they 
have contributed.  (b) Social workers should honestly acknowledge the work of and the 
contributions made by others.  

 
NASW Editorial policy:  “In the interest of accurate and unbiased communication, the NASW 
publications program subscribe to a belief in the importance of avoiding language that might 
imply sexual, ethnic, or other kinds of  discrimination, stereotyping, or bias. NASW is committed 
to the fair and equal treatment of individuals and groups.   
 
Academic Integrity in Social Work: http://guides.lib.umich.edu/swintegrity 
This guide provides outstanding resources, guidance and examples related to a variety of 
topics, including understanding and avoiding plagiarism, understanding acceptable and 

http://www.socialworkers.org/pubs/code/default.asp
http://guides.lib.umich.edu/swintegrity
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unacceptable collaboration and group work, use of data, citations using APA style and a variety 
of related subjects.  
 
School of Social Work Student Code of Academic and Professional Conduct: Section 12 
covers the Student Code of Academic and Professional Conduct. You are responsible for 
reviewing and understanding its requirements. Briefly, student academic misconduct refers to 
behavior that may include plagiarism, cheating, fabrication, falsification of records or official 
documents, intentional misuse of equipment or materials (including library materials), and aiding 
and abetting the perpetration of such acts. The preparation of reports, papers, and examinations 
that are assigned on an individual basis, must represent each student’s own effort. For group 
assignments, you have an equal share of responsibility for work necessary to complete the 
assignment completely and ethically, and for the final product. All reference sources must be 
indicated clearly and completely in both individual and group assignments. The use of 
assistance from other students or aids of any kind during a written examination, except when 
the use of aids such as electronic devices, books or notes has been approved by an instructor, 
is a violation of the student code of conduct.    
 
Section 12.02 covers plagiarism (representing someone else's ideas, words, statements or 
works as one's own without proper acknowledgment or citation). Plagiarism also includes self-
plagiarism. http://ssw.umich.edu/studentguide/2012/page.html?section=12.02&volume=1  
 
Plagiarism is stealing, a violation of academic integrity and community, and one of the most 
serious forms of academic and professional misconduct. Section 12.02 states: “Plagiarism, like 
other forms of cheating and misconduct, is taken very seriously at the University of Michigan 
and is grounds for expulsion from the University. It is your responsibility to familiarize yourself 
with the information presented in Section 12. Further resources are available at 
http://www.lib.umich.edu/academic-integrity/resources-students.”   
 
If you engage in plagiarism in this course, including self-plagiarism, you will fail both the 
assignment and the course. There will be no exceptions. We will also refer the details of the 
situation and related materials to the SSW administration for further action. Plagiarism is 
grounds for expulsion from the University of Michigan. In addition, papers that are completed for 
another course are not acceptable and will be assigned 0 points. 
 
 
SW 705 SYLLABUS AGREEMENT: WINTER 2017 

Student Agreement 
 
I have read this SW 705 (Fall 2017) syllabus and understand its contents. I agree to adhere to 
the University of Michigan School of Social Work Student Code of Academic and Professional 
Conduct and NASW Code of Ethics. 
 
Name (Print):  __________________________________________________________ 
 
 
Name (Signature): __________________________________________________________ 
 
 
Date:  ___________________________________ 
 

http://ssw.umich.edu/studentguide/2012/page.html?section=12&volume=1
http://ssw.umich.edu/studentguide/2012/page.html?section=12.02&volume=1
http://www.lib.umich.edu/academic-integrity/resources-students
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SW 705 SCHEDULE FALL 2017 

September  
 
06  Introduction to health ethics – concepts and influences; ethics codes 
 
13       Decision-making frameworks – analysis of Perkins Case  
 
20       Public health ethics principles and frameworks 
 
27  Genetics   
            Issue analysis paper DUE 
 
October  
04       Health resource allocation and access; CHAT exercise    
 
11        Aging:  caregiving, quality of life, treatment decisions, care management 
          
18   Chronic Disease and Organ transplantation 
 
25        Hospital ethics processes; Maternal-fetal and parent-child dilemmas    

 Issue analysis paper DUE 9 am 
            
November 
 
01 Ethical dilemmas in mental and behavioral health 
 Final Dilemma Paper -  One-page introduction with refs, DUE 9 am 
 
08 Fertility and Reproduction; and Disability   
 
15 Neonatal Intensive Care   
 Homework assignment - preparation for team meeting (ungraded paper) 
 
22       STUDY BREAK 
 
29   Palliative and End-of-Life Care   
December 
 
 06  Research ethics  
            Final paper DUE 
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SW 705  Fall 2017    News Media Analysis Assignment 15% (10% written, 5% oral) 
 
Ethical dilemmas in health are constantly in the news.  In fact, much of the public’s perception of 
these issues is influenced by the way these news stories are portrayed, ranging from careful 
and well-researched studies of issues to inflammatory and not-so-well documented articles. 
 
The objectives of this assignment are to 1) familiarize yourself with ethical dilemmas in health 
as portrayed in major newspapers, public radio and television and their websites; 2) analyze 
how the media frame and discuss ethical dilemmas, including the impact of framing and content 
on public discussion; 3) engage yourself and your classmates in an analysis discussion related 
to an ethical dilemma of interest to you, using an story found in a newspaper (e.g. Washington 
Post, New York Times, Christian Science Monitor), radio (e.g. NPR), or TV (e.g. PBS or other 
reputable) show.  
 
Presenter Responsibilities/Steps:   
1.  Make it a habit to review media coverage of ethical dilemmas in health.   
2.  Select a news story about an ethical dilemma in health.  The story must have adequate 
depth to present, at minimum:  a) a clear ethical dilemma with at least 2 distinct sides to the 
issue, b) background factual information about dilemma; c) discussion of who is affected, with 
data and/or examples/case situations. If in doubt, review your story with me, by sending me the 
link and your brief statement of the ethical dilemma presented in the story (#1 of assignment). 
3.  Post the news story in the Canvas Discussion folder for your assigned date no later than 
5pm on the Friday before your assigned date. Your posting must include: a) your last name, 
first name and assigned date; b) the article citation (date, author, source, article title) and link. 
4. Prepare your 4 page double-spaced page written report, which must include the headings 
and related content in the outline below. 
5. Post your written report in the Canvas Assignment tab no later than 3:00 pm on the date of 
your presentation. 
6. Bring two copies of your written report to class on the date of your presentation: one for 
yourself and one that you will give to the instructor no later than 3:10pm.  
7. Present a brief (no more than 3 minutes) summary of the dilemma, describing its two or more 
sides.  
8. Facilitate a 10 minute discussion that analyzes the dilemma. Use your prepared discussion 
questions and key points that you prepared for each question to moderate the discussion. 
Remember, you are asking questions and facilitating discussion, not giving the answers. 
 
REPORT OUTLINE Your written report must include these headings and content: 
1) Ethical dilemma in health. Briefly identify the dilemma, including at least 2 sides of the issue.  
2) Background, issues and facts. Present/describe each side of the dilemma, including who is 

affected, with data and/or examples/case situations briefly noted. 
 3) Analysis of the dilemma. a) Discuss the consequences of the dilemma for individuals, 

families, health provider(s)/systems, community and society; b) discuss how the story 
was portrayed, including how the average reader/listener/viewer (without ethics training) 
might perceive the issue as a result of how it was portrayed. 

4) Discussion Questions and Key Points.  Present at least two discussion questions that are 
designed to stimulate discussion. Under each discussion question, list several points 
that you hope will arise from the discussion. 

 
On the top of the report, you must include: a) your name, b) date of submission, c) story 
name, d) story date, e) story author, f) media source, (e.g. NYTimes, NPR) and link to the story.  
 
Class Member Responsibilities/Steps:  1) Before class:  Retrieve, read/listen, and prepare to 
discuss the news stories of the day, and 2) On class day: Participate actively in the discussion 
of the story content, implications and ways the dilemmas are portrayed by the media.  
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SW 705  Fall 2017 General Guidelines for Two Brief Issue Analysis Papers 
(30% total; 15% each paper) 
 
You will have 2 brief issue analysis papers due during the semester.  These analysis papers will 
relate to the following topics:  1) Genetic dilemmas (due September 27) and 2) Maternal/Fetal 
or parent/child dilemmas (due October 25).  
 
Aims:  These brief issue analysis papers have 2 aims: 
 
Aim 1:  to provide you with the individual opportunity to apply 2 different analysis processes to 2 
different issues that pose major ethical dilemmas to individuals, families, health systems and 
society, and to summarize your thinking in written form.  
 
Aim 2:   to provide you with a written guide to your participation in class activities related to each 
of these topics. 
 
Materials and methods:  You will be provided with a different Issue Analysis Paper Structure for 
each topic.  You must follow the structure exactly. In addition to the readings of the day, you 
may also receive, or have posted in Canvas, resource materials needed for the analyses. 
 
Bullet points, spacing and page count: 
 
Your responses must be provided in bullet points, typed, single spaced, with Arial 11 with 1 inch 
margins. The bullet points must be complete sentences. Although the average length is 3 
pages, the length of your paper may vary. The key is that you provide adequate detail to make 
the necessary points to address the assignment requirements.  
 
References:  
In these short issue analysis papers, I should be able to see that you are using all of the 
assigned readings of the day. I should also be able to see that you are using class readings that 
relate to your analysis. However, you are not required to include a reference list for these short 
issue analysis papers.   
 
Posting/Credit/Grading:  You must submit each of the papers by no later than 3:00 pm on the 
day the assignment is due.  Bringing 1 copy to use during the class activity/discussion is 
strongly advised. Your work will be graded according to these general guidelines, the specific 
guidelines for each paper, and general criteria for mastery in the course syllabus. 
 

Instructions for each of the papers are located on the following pages.  
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SW 705   Issue Analysis Paper - Genetic Technologies 15%  DUE: September 27 
  
Genetic technologies, in themselves, may be neutral (not good or bad). However, they have the 
potential to be abused or provided incompletely or inadequately, leading to harm for individuals, 
and/or populations. Assuming that genetic technologies are here to stay, and to continue to 
expand in their complexity, it is critical that social workers and other health professionals 
familiarize themselves with the complex issues involved, including their implications for 
individuals, families and society. It is also important to have considered both your personal 
feelings and your role as a professional in research, practice or policy development related to 
these issues. To prepare for class discussion, review and think about the ideas and information 
in the required materials. Provide responses to each of the topics below.  
 
1) Identify some of the benefits (individual and societal) of the increasing availability of genetic 
technologies: 
 
 Individual 
 
 
 Societal 
 
 
2) identify some risks (individual and societal) of the increasing availability and use of genetic 
technologies: 
 
Individual 
 
 
Societal 
 
 
3) For each of the factors below (a, b and c), discuss ONE example of how the factor could 
influence access to, or the outcome of, genetic testing; AND suggest a possible protective 
strategy to minimize harm: 
  
a. Social inequalities - including socioeconomic status, gender, race/ethnicity 
 

Example: 
 
 

Protective strategy: 
 
b. Sociocultural/worldview - including culture, religion, philosophy of life 
 

Example: 
 

 
 Protective strategy: 
 
c. Legal - including federal, state, local laws or the lack thereof 
 

Example: 
 
 Protective strategy: 
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SW 705  Ethical Dilemmas contrasting Maternal-Fetal or Parent-Child Interests 
Issue Analysis Paper 15% DUE: October 25, 2017   
 
1. Everyone - read at least Devettere 2010 (Maternal-Fetal) and Morrison 2009 (Parent-Child) 
to assure an overview to each area of ethical decision making, and all three cases. The cases 
are posted to Canvas in the Assignment tab. 
 
2.  a. You will choose or be assigned to a topic area (maternal-fetal or parent-child) and case 
study for your paper. This will also be the area and study in which you will work in a small group 
on the day of the class. b. Read the assigned readings and case study for topic.   
 
3. Prepare your issue analysis paper by writing responses to the questions below.  
 
X the area and case that corresponds to your paper.  
 
__ Maternal-Fetal:  __ Mr/Ms Newton OR __Jenna Smith 
OR 
__ Parent-Child:   __ Juan OR __ Jenny  
 
Type the questions before your response to each of the questions below. 
 
1. What action(s) do you recommend in your assigned case? 
 
2. What are possible consequences if this action(s) is taken? 
 
 a. this case  (individual, family, health system) 
     
   b.      societal  
 
3. What alternative action(s) might be done? 
 
4. What are possible consequences if this alternative action(s) is taken? 
 
 a. this case  (individual, family, health system) 
 
 b. societal 
 
5. How might your recommended action influence decisions in related situations?   
 
(examples: for materal-fetal, a related situation might be other surgeries or use of legal substances like 
alcohol or cigarettes; for parent-child, a related situation might be refusing vaccinations or other 
withholding other medical treatment) 
 
Grading: for full credit, your written analyses must demonstrate that: 

• integrated the case background and class materials (overall and this day’s) 
• considered alternative decisions 
• considered individual, family, health system implications, for this specific case 
• considered societal implications of your decision and the alternative decision 
• considered how these decisions might influence decisions in related situations  

 
 
Your participation in group discussion activities on October 25 will be counted for your 
participation grade. 
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SW 705  Ethical Issues in Neonatal Intensive Care    
Homework Assignment Preparation for team meeting and November 15 class discussion 
on November 15; (no graded paper but bring your notes to class on November 15 
 
Learning Objectives: 
 
1. Develop knowledge about the issues resulting from the increasing capability of technology to 
prolong the lives of extremely preterm and ill newborn infants, including impacts on the infants, 
families, professionals working with them, and society. 
 
2. Examine ethical dilemmas involved in decisions to use neonatal intensive care, from multiple 
perspectives, including your own as a professional and personally.  
 
3. Consider decisions that could be made in the assigned case and consequences of these 
decisions for infants, families and community/society, including the relative allocation of societal 
resources for prevention, treatment and follow-up care of intensive care survivors and their 
families. 
 
4. Practice decision making in a team of people representing multiple perspectives. 

Personal Preparation Process: 
1. Read and think about the required readings of the day. 
 
2. Read the attached case study and related materials. 
 
3. Think about your personal feelings about the case and decision options (there are NO right 
or wrong feelings here; it’s critical to have given this thought, allowed yourself your feeling and 
reflection). How might your feelings influence the decision recommendations you might make in 
your assigned family or professional role? How might you go about reconciling conflicts between 
your personal feelings and your role? (For students assigned to be parents, please think about 
both your personal feelings/issues and those you might imagine as a parent in this situation. 
They may be the same or different.) 
 
4.  Review general considerations (next page) for use in preparing for discussion and team 
meeting. 
 
The questions for your analysis are: 
 
1. From the point of view of your role, identify issues related to the infant and family that could 
influence the decision in this case. 
 
2. From the point of view of your role, identify issues related to community and society that 
would influence the decision in this case. 
 
3. From the point of view of your role, identify your decision recommendations in this case. 
 
4. Thinking broadly (go beyond your role), discuss the consequences of this decision for the 
infant, family, community and society.  
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General considerations: (food for thought, along with the articles and your own perspectives). I 
will look for evidence that you have considered at least some of these when I review/grade your 
paper and your group’s efforts: 
 
To what extent should “quality of life” criteria be given weight in this case? 
 
Should the exclusive criterion for these decisions be “best interests” of the infant? 
 
How are “best interests” defined? medically? socially? 
 
Does the availability of technology oblige society to use it in all cases?  Is NICU technology and 
its use always ethical? 
 
Who benefits from NICU technology? 
 
Should the parents’ level of social support, coping capacity, religious/cultural beliefs, other 
children, and/or financial situation play any role in the decision? 
 
Should the hospital’s financial position be a consideration since the infant in uninsured? 
 
Should the adequacy of the community’s health, educational and social services for children with 
special needs play any role in the decision? 
 
What, if any, is society’s obligation to provide financial, emotional and other support to families 
whose wishes to withhold or withdraw treatment are overruled? 
 
Society has embraced artificial viability through governmental and private support for research 
and insurance.  Does society have an equal obligation to support preventive care?  Why?  Why 
not?  
 
How can the committee deal with the uncertainty that is inherent in the prognosis? 

Small Group Discussion Process: 
 
1. First, your group will function as a modified ethics committee deliberating what should be 
done in this case. Group members should examine issues related to the case from the 
perspectives of the role to which each of you was assigned.  Keep in mind the objectives of this 
assignment; you may not be able to arrive at a consensus. 
 a) Identify issues related to the infant and family that could influence the decision; 
 b) Identify issues related to community and society that would influence the decision; 
 c) Discuss at least 2 decision recommendations that could be made in this case. 
 d) Discuss consequences for infant, family, community and society of each recommendation. 
 
2.  Discuss how you might reconcile your personal beliefs/feelings about the decision 
recommendations that emerged from the group and your professional (or family) role.  
 
Whole Class Discussion Process:   
 
1. Present a brief summary of your group’s work to the class, including what, if any, consensus 
was achieved, and how group members reconciled personal versus professional perspectives.  
 
2. Whole class discussion, including recommendations for hospital, public health and other 
programs and policies. 
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SW 705  ETHICAL DILEMMA ANALYIS - FINAL PAPER  (30%); DUE December 6 

 
8-10 double spaced pages, excluding references) 
 
Objectives:   This final paper assignment is designed to provide you with the opportunity to: 
 
1) Identify and develop an in-depth analysis of an ethical dilemma of your choice. 
 
2) Use the Ethics Decision Making Framework (Modified by Kieffer for SW 705), and the 
published literature and other resource materials to fully explore the dilemma. 
 
Deadlines:  
 
By November 1 by 3:00 pm, you must upload a well-developed Statement of the Dilemma 
paragraph (#1 on the framework) to Canvas Assignments. This statement must identify the 
ethical dilemma, and briefly, but clearly, describe the 2 sides of the dilemma.  References are 
required. I will approve or provide feedback on your dilemma by November 10.  Early 
submissions of the paragraph are strongly encouraged.  
 
December 6  -  The final paper is due no later than 3:00 pm. 
 
Evaluation and grading: 
 
This paper is 30% of your total class grade (i.e. 30 points). You must use the outline that I 
provide, with its headings.  I will evaluate the paper using the grading criteria provided in the 
syllabus regarding mastery of the material and general expectations and format for written work.   
 
Mastery of the material includes, but is not limited to demonstration of: 

• Your understanding of concepts commonly used in health ethics; 
• Your understanding of the consequences of ethical dilemmas on individuals, families, 

groups, organizations and community/society; 
•  Your understanding of how such factors as ethnicity, culture, religion, political ideology, 

resources, age, gender, sexual orientation and personal values may affect decision 
making regarding each action; 

• Your understanding of the relationship of your work to ethics codes in social work and 
other health professions, and to laws and/or regulations relevant to the topic; 

• Your use of scholarly literature and other high quality resource materials for your 
research, including but not limited to, required course materials. Use of blogs, personal 
opinion pages and similar resources should be used only sparingly to illustrate a 
perspective, in combination with other well-documented or scholarly materials. Any 
paper that includes plagiarized material will result in a failing grade for the paper and the 
course. 

 
Note: As you prepare and write the analysis, for this paper, consultation (#5 on the 
framework), means use the published literature and other available resources to provide 
additional information to help you make your decision. Using and citing references is required! 
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ETHICAL DILEMMA ANALYIS - FINAL PAPER  OUTLINE  
 
This outline follows the analytical steps 1-6, with some modifications, of the Ethics Decision 
Making Framework (Modified by Kieffer for SW 705).  Your paper must follow the following 
outline and section headings and related content.   
 
Statement of Dilemma (one paragraph - #1 on the framework) 
 
Identify the ethical dilemma, and describe briefly, but clearly, the 2 sides of the dilemma. 
 
Facts Related to the Dilemma  (Gather the facts and identify those affected) - #2 on the framework) 
 
Provide the facts related to each side of the dilemma, including identifying the individuals, 
families, groups and organizations most likely to be affected by the ethical decision. If there are 
legal and/or regulatory aspects of the dilemma, identify them here.  
 
Possible Courses of Action (what should be done) and Consequences (#3 on the framework) 
 
Course of Action 1 (Give it a name) –  
    a) Describe what could be done, and by whom 
    b) Describe the consequences of doing it this way for individuals, families, groups, 

organizations and community/society  
 
Course of Action 2 (Give it a name) 
    a) Describe what could be done, and by whom 
    b) Describe the consequences of doing it this way for individuals, families, groups, 

organizations and community/society  
 
Analysis of Reasons in Favor of, and Opposed to, Each Course of Action (#4 a- 4e on the 
framework) 
 
For each course of action above (use headings with the names for each course of action that 

you used above), examine the reasons in favor of, and opposed to, each course of action. 
The examination must include the perspectives from 4a-4d, below, labeling the subheadings:   

 
a. Social work values, principles and ethical standards (may substitute your profession)  
b. Other relevant codes of ethics and legal principles 
c. Ethical theories, principles and guidelines 
d. Ethnicity, culture, religion, political ideology, resources, age, gender, sexual orientation and 

personal values that may influence each course of action. Be especially aware of those that 
conflict with your own personal values. 

 
Incorporate framework #5 (consultation) by referencing the literature throughout this analysis.  
 
Decision (#6 on the framework)  
State your decision from the perspective of a social worker/your discipline. Document your 
decision and briefly describe the most compelling reasons for your decision. This last part 
essentially provides the justification for your decision. 
 
References (these do not “count” toward the 10 page double-spaced page limit) 
Provide a complete reference list for all published AND other materials. Your paper must include 
at least 8 references from reputable scholarly journals and/or book chapters, including but not 
limited to required course materials. Other resources may be used in addition. All references 
must be appropriately cited (see syllabus).   
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The Ethics Decision-Making Framework MODIFIED  

Modified by Edith Kieffer for SW 705, adapted from Reamer, F.G. (2006). Ethical decision-making and 
dilemmas: a framework. In Social Work Values and Ethics (3rd ed.), pg. 73; New York, NY: Columbia 
University Press.  

1. Identify the ethical dilemma 

2. Gather facts associated with the dilemma 

3. Tentatively identify viable courses of action, and for EACH course of action: 
 
           a. Identify involved participants 
 
           b. Identify consequences of taking that action for the individuals, family, health                    

provider(s)/systems, community and society. Consequences include benefits and risks.  
 
4.  Examine the reasons in favor of, and opposed to, each course of action, including: 

           a. Social work values, ethical principles and ethical standards 

           b. Other relevant codes of ethics and legal principles 

           c. Ethical theories/principles and guidelines 

d. Ethnicity, culture, religion, political ideology, resources, age, gender, sexual 
orientation and personal values that may influence each course of action. Be especially 
aware of those that conflict with your own personal values. 

5. Consult with colleagues and appropriate experts (e.g. agency administrators, supervisors and 
             staff, ethics committees, ethics scholars, attorneys) 
 
6. Make the decision and document the decision and the decision-making process 

7. Monitor and evaluate the outcome  

8. Reflect on the decision; revise as needed using this process 
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Key Codes of Ethics Relevant to Health Ethics (this is not an exclusive list; see also 
CTOOLS) 
 
American College of Emergency Physicians — http://www.acep.org/content.aspx?id=29144 
 
American College of Healthcare Executives — http://www.ache.org/ABT_ACHE/code.cfm  
 
American Counseling Association — http://www.counseling.org/Resources/aca-code-of-
ethics.pdf 
 
American Dental Association – 
http://www.ada.org/~/media/ADA/About%20the%20ADA/Files/code_of_ethics_2012.ashx 
 
Association Medical Association —  
http://www.ama-assn.org/ama/pub/physician-resources/medical-ethics/code-medical-
ethics.page  
 
American Nurses Association — (read-only_can’t print 
http://nursingworld.org/DocumentVault/Ethics-1/Code-of-Ethics-for-Nurses.html 
 
American Pharmacists Association – http://www.pharmacist.com/code-ethics 
 
American Psychological Association — http://www.apa.org/ethics/code/ethics-code-2017.pdf 
 
American Public Health Association — http://www.apha.org/NR/rdonlyres/1CED3CEA-287E-
4185-9CBD-BD405FC60856/0/ethicsbrochure.pdf 
 
National Association of Social Workers — http://www.socialworkers.org/pubs/code/code.asp 
 
National Association of Black Social Workers —
http://www.nabsw.org/mserver/CodeofEthics.aspx 
 
National Society of Genetics Counselors - 
http://www.nsgc.org/Advocacy/NSGCCodeofEthics/tabid/155/Default.aspx 
 

 

  

http://www.acep.org/content.aspx?id=29144
http://www.ache.org/ABT_ACHE/code.cfm
http://www.counseling.org/Resources/aca-code-of-ethics.pdf
http://www.counseling.org/Resources/aca-code-of-ethics.pdf
http://www.ada.org/%7E/media/ADA/About%20the%20ADA/Files/code_of_ethics_2012.ashx
http://www.ama-assn.org/ama/pub/physician-resources/medical-ethics/code-medical-ethics.page
http://www.ama-assn.org/ama/pub/physician-resources/medical-ethics/code-medical-ethics.page
http://nursingworld.org/DocumentVault/Ethics-1/Code-of-Ethics-for-Nurses.html
http://www.pharmacist.com/code-ethics
http://www.apa.org/ethics/code/ethics-code-2017.pdf
http://www.apha.org/NR/rdonlyres/1CED3CEA-287E-4185-9CBD-BD405FC60856/0/ethicsbrochure.pdf
http://www.apha.org/NR/rdonlyres/1CED3CEA-287E-4185-9CBD-BD405FC60856/0/ethicsbrochure.pdf
http://www.socialworkers.org/pubs/code/code.asp
http://www.nabsw.org/mserver/CodeofEthics.aspx
http://www.nsgc.org/Advocacy/NSGCCodeofEthics/tabid/155/Default.aspx


21 
 

SW 705 ETHICAL DILEMMAS IN HEALTH     READING LIST  FALL 2017 
 
September 06   Introduction to health ethics -Concepts, influences and codes  
 
Required Materials (sent August 31, 2017) 
 
Allen, K. (2012). What is an ethical dilemma?  Teaching social workers how to recognize a true 
dilemma.  The New Social Worker, 19(2), 4-6. 
 
Callahan, D. (2008). Bioethics and policy – a history. In M. Crowley (Ed.), From Birth to Death 
and Bench to Clinic: The Hastings Center Bioethics Briefing Book for Journalists, Policymakers, 
and Campaigns (pp. ix-x). Garrison, NY: The Hastings Center. 
 
NASW (National Association of Social Workers) Code of Ethics: adopted 1996; revised 2008. 
http://www.socialworkers.org/pubs/code/code.asp 
 
Orr, R.D. (2009). An ethical foundation. pp. 3-21; and Appendix I: Glossary. pp. 475-480. In 
Medical ethics and the faith factor: a handbook for clergy and health-care professionals,. Grand 
Rapids, MI: William B. Eerdmans Publishing.  
 
Reamer, F.G. (1985). The emergence of bioethics in social work. Health & Social Work, 10(4), 
271-281.   
 
Supplemental Materials 

 
AMA (American Medical Association) Code of Ethics; adopted 1957; revised 2001. 
http://www.ama-assn.org/ama/pub/physician-resources/medical-ethics/code-medical-
ethics.page 
 
ANA/California Code of Ethics – The 9 Provisions – 2016 (summary); (American Nurses 
Association most recent revision, 2015) 
https://anacalif.memberclicks.net/assets/Events/RNDay/2016%20code%20of%20ethics%20for
%20nurses%20-%209%20provisions.pdf 
 
APA (American Psychological Association). Ethical Principles of Psychologists and Code of 
Conduct. http://www.apa.org/ethics/code/index.aspx?item=3 
 
NSGC (National Society of Genetic Counselors) Code of Ethics; adopted 1992; revised 2006. 
http://nsgc.org/p/cm/ld/fid=12 
 
Guinn, D.E. (2001). Ethics and integrative medicine: moving beyond the biomedical model. 
Alternative Therapies in Health and Medicine, 7(6), 68-72. 
 
Greenlaw, J. (2000). Does the law interfere with ethical patient care? How it can and why it 
need not. Harvard Review of Psychiatry, 7, 361-364. 

 
Mattison, M. (2000). Ethical decision making: The person in the process. Social Work, 45(3): 
201-212. 
 
Reamer, F.G. (2009). Episode 24 - Dr. Frederic Reamer: Ethical Dilemmas in Contemporary 
Social Work: Trends and Challenges. (2009, July 13). In Social Work Podcast Series. [Audio 
Podcast] Retrieved from http://www.socialwork.buffalo.edu/podcast/episode.asp?ep=24 
 
 

http://www.socialworkers.org/pubs/code/code.asp
http://www.ama-assn.org/ama/pub/physician-resources/medical-ethics/code-medical-ethics.page
http://www.ama-assn.org/ama/pub/physician-resources/medical-ethics/code-medical-ethics.page
https://anacalif.memberclicks.net/assets/Events/RNDay/2016%20code%20of%20ethics%20for%20nurses%20-%209%20provisions.pdf
https://anacalif.memberclicks.net/assets/Events/RNDay/2016%20code%20of%20ethics%20for%20nurses%20-%209%20provisions.pdf
http://www.apa.org/ethics/code/index.aspx?item=3
http://nsgc.org/p/cm/ld/fid=12
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Sparks, J. (2006). Chapter 3: Ethics and social work in health care. In S. Gehlert & T.A. Browne 
(Eds.), Handbook of Health Social Work (43-67). Hobokon, N.J: Wiley & Sons.  
 
September 13:  Health Ethics Decision-Making Frameworks; Law and Ethics  
 
Furrow, B. (2009). Ch. 4 - Health Law & Bioethics. In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. 
(Eds.).The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics (pp. 47-58). Springer Publishing Company. 
 
Perkins H. (2006). Ethics Expertise and Cultural Competence. Virtual Mentor Case Ethics 
Journal of the American Medical Association.  (Bring the case and your notes related to the 
case to class) 
 
Kass NE. (2001). An ethics framework for public health.  American Journal of Public Health. 
91(11): 1776-1782. (Will be used in class on September 20) 
 
Reamer, F.G. (2006). Ethical decision-making and dilemmas: a framework. Social Work Values 
and Ethics (3rd ed.), pp. 48, 73-86. New York, NY: Columbia University Press.  
 
ten Have, M. et al. (2010). An overview of ethical frameworks in public health: Can they be 
supportive in the evaluation of programs to prevent overweight? BMC Public Health.10 (638);1-11. 
 
September 20:  Public health ethics 
 
Required Materials  
 
Godley, J. (2009). Chapter 49 - Bioethics “On the Ground”: Public Health Matters. pp 571-583; 
In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.). The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics (pp. 571-
583). Springer Publishing Company. 

 
Gostin L. (2015). Law, ethics, and public health in the vaccination debates. Politics of the 
measles outbreak. Journal of the American Medical Association. Published online: February 12, 
2015. Doi:10.1001/jama.2015.1518. 
 
Kass (2001).  An ethics framework for public health.  (Review from last week; will use in class) 
 
Leider, J. et al. (2017). Ethical guidance for disaster response, specifically around crisis 
standards of care: a systematic review. American Journal of Public Health. 107(9):e1-e9. 
 
Schwartz, J. (2009). Chapter 50 - Disease Control Policy: Individual Rights Versus the Common 
Good. pp. 585-594. In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.). The Penn Center Guide to 
Bioethics (pp. 585-594). Springer Publishing Company. 
 
Supplemental Materials  
 
Baum, NM, Gollust, SE, Goold, S and Jacobson, PD. Ethical Issues in Public Health Practice in 
Michigan, American Journal of Public Health 2009; 99:369-374. 
 
Beauchamp , DE.  (1976). Public health as social justice. Inquiry, 13(1): 3-14. 
 
Calain P., Fiore N., Poncin M., Hurst S. (2009). Research ethics and international epidemic 
response: The case of Ebola and Marburg Hemorrhagic fevers. Public Health Ethics; 2:7-29. 
 
Childress, J., Faden, R, Gaare, R, Gostin, L, Kahn, J, Bonnie, R. et al.,(2002). Public health 
ethics: Mapping the terrain. Journal of Law, Medicine, and Ethics; 30:170-178. 
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Gostin, L., (2014). The Ebola epidemic – a global health emergency. Journal of the American 
Medical Association. 312(11):1095-1096. 
 
Moreno, J.D. & Peroski, M.S. (2009). Chapter 51 – Bioethics and National Security. In: Ravitsky, 
V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.). The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics (pp. 647-655). Springer 
Publishing Company. 
 
Rid, A. (2014). Ethical considerations of experimental interventions in the Ebola outbreak. The 
Lancet. Published online August 21, 2014.  
 
Turoldo, F. (2009). Responsibility as an ethical framework for public health interventions. 
American Journal of Public Health; 99(7): 1197-1202.  
 
Yudell, M. (2009). Chapter 48 – Public Health Ethics: An Update on an Emerging Field. In: 
Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.).The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics (pp.559-570).  
Springer Publishing Company. 
 
 
September 27  Ethical Dilemmas in Genetics 
 
Required Materials  
 
23andme.com https://www.23andme.com/  (browse around)  
 
NIH_Genetic Information Nondiscrimination Act of 2008 (summary) 
https://www.genome.gov/10002328 
 
NIH (last updated July 31, 2014)_Genetic Discrimination (read from top - Overview - down 
through State Laws. https://www.genome.gov/10002077 
 
Kolata, G. (2017) F.D.A. Will Allow 23andMe to Sell Genetic Tests for Disease Risk to 
Consumers. New York Times. April 26, 2017. https://www.nytimes.com/2017/04/06/health/fda-
genetic-tests-23andme.html 

Specter. M.(2016) How the DNA Revolution is Changing Us. National Geographic Magazine. 
August 2016.  
http://www.nationalgeographic.com/magazine/2016/08/dna-crispr-gene-editing-science-ethics/ 
 
Supplemental Materials  
 
Becker, F. et al. (2011). Genetic testing and common disorders in a public health framework:  
how to assess relevance and possibilities. European Journal of Human Genetics. 19, S6-S44 
 
Burke W., Matheny A., Antommaria M., et al. (2013). Recommendations for returning genomic 
incidental findings? We need to talk!  Genetics in Medicine. Advance online publication, August 
1, 2013. 
 
Caulfield T. and McGuire A.L. (2012). Direct-to-Consumer Genetic Testing: Perceptions, 
Problems, and Policy Responses. Annual Reviews of Medicine, 63, 23-33.  
 
Coughlin II, C.R. (2009). Prenatal choices: genetic counseling for variable genetic diseases. Ch. 
36, In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.).The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics (pp. 
415-424). Springer Publishing Company. 
 

http://23andme.com/
https://www.23andme.com/
https://www.genome.gov/10002328
https://www.genome.gov/10002077
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/04/06/health/fda-genetic-tests-23andme.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/04/06/health/fda-genetic-tests-23andme.html
http://www.nationalgeographic.com/magazine/2016/08/dna-crispr-gene-editing-science-ethics/
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Hodge, J. (2004). Ethical issues concerning genetic testing and screening in public health. 
American Journal of Medical Genetics Part C.  125C: 66-70. 
 
Hudson, K.L., Holohan, M.K., & Collins, F.S. (2008). Keeping pace with the times — the genetic 
information nondiscrimination act of 2008. The New England Journal of Medicine, 358(25), 
2661-2664. 
 
Liptak, A. (2013). Justices, 9-0, Bar Patenting Human Genes. New York Times, June 13, 2013. 
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/06/14/us/supreme-court-rules-human-genes-may-not-be-
patented.html 
 
Parker L., and Satkoske V. (2012). Ethical dimensions of disparities in depression research and 
treatment in the pharmacogenetic era. Journal of Law, Medicine and Ethics; 40(4):886-903. 
 
Roberts, J.S., and Ostergren J. (2013). Direct-to-consumer genetic testing and personal 
genomics services: A review of recent empirical studies. Current Genetic Medicine Reports, 
1:182-200. 
 
Roberts, J. S. and Uhlmann, W. (2013). Genetic susceptibility testing for neurodegenerative 
diseases: Ethical and practice issues. Progress in Neurobiology. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pneurobio.2013.02.005. 
 
Sandroff, Ronni. (2010). Direct-to-consumer genetic tests and the right to know. Hastings 
Center Report; 40(5):24-25. 
 
Skloot R. (2006, April 16). Taking the least of you. New York Times Magazine.  
 
Supreme Court of the United States – Syllabus - Association for Molecular Pathology et al. v 
Myriad Genetics, Inc., et al. (Argued April 15, 2013-Decided June 13, 2013) 
http://www.supremecourt.gov/opinions/12pdf/12-398_1b7d.pdf 
United States Patent Office Memorandum - Supreme Court Decision in Association for 
Molecular Pathology et al. v Myriad Genetics, Inc., et al., June 13, 2013 
http://www.uspto.gov/patents/law/exam/myriad_20130613.pdf 
 
U.S. Government Accountability Office. GAO: Undercover Contact with Direct-to-Consumer 
Genetic Testing Companies (just watch first section from the GAO about Genetic Testing…the 
video goes on in other directions after that) 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VJpN7-x3iSM 
 

October 4  Health Resource Allocation and Access 

Required Materials  
 
Field, R.I. (2009). Chapter 56 - The Ethics of Allocating Vaccines. pp. 657-666; In: Ravitsky, V., 
Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.). The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics Springer Publishing 
Company.  
 
Gostin, L. (2014). Ethical allocation of drugs and vaccines in the West African Ebola epidemic. 
92(4):662-666. https://www.milbank.org/quarterly/articles/ethical-allocation-of-drugs-and-
vaccines-in-the-west-african-ebola-epidemic/ 
 

http://www.nytimes.com/2013/06/14/us/supreme-court-rules-human-genes-may-not-be-patented.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/06/14/us/supreme-court-rules-human-genes-may-not-be-patented.html
http://www.supremecourt.gov/opinions/12pdf/12-398_1b7d.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/patents/law/exam/myriad_20130613.pdf
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VJpN7-x3iSM
https://www.milbank.org/quarterly/articles/ethical-allocation-of-drugs-and-vaccines-in-the-west-african-ebola-epidemic/
https://www.milbank.org/quarterly/articles/ethical-allocation-of-drugs-and-vaccines-in-the-west-african-ebola-epidemic/
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Goold, S.D., Biddle A.K., Klipp G., Hall, C.H., Danis, M. (2005). Choosing healthplans all 
together: a deliberative exercise for allocating limited health care resources. Journal of Health 
Politics, Policy and Law, Vol. 30(4): 563-601. 
 
Hemenway, D. (2010). Why we don’t spend enough on public health. New England Journal of 
Medicine, 362(18), 1657-1658.  
 
Lammers, S. (2009). Chapter 45 – Health care access in the United States: American 
Exceptionalism Once More! pp. 521-528; In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.). The 
Penn Center Guide to Bioethics. Springer Publishing Company. 
 
Muraskas J and Parsi K. (2008). The cost of saving the tiniest lives: NICU versus 
Prevention. Virtual Mentor. American Medical Association Journal of Ethics. 10(10):655-
658. 
 
Supplemental Materials 
 
Basu, S. (2011, August 1). A Worker With No ID and Great Medical Need. New York Times.  
Retrieved from: 
http://www.nytimes.com/2011/08/02/health/views/02cases.html?n=Top%2fNews%2fHealth%2fC
olumns%2fCases 
 
Goold, S.D., Green, S.A., Biddle, A.K., Benavides, E., & Danis, M. (2004). Will insured citizens 
give up benefit coverage to include the uninsured? Journal of General Internal Medicine, 19, 
868-874. 
 
Leider, J. et al. (2017). Ethical guidance for disaster response, specifically around crisis 
standards of care: a systematic review. American Journal of Public Health. 107(9):e1-e9. 
 
Ord T. (2013). The moral imperative toward cost-effectiveness in global health. Center for 
Global Development. 
http://www.cgdev.org/files/1427016_file_moral_imperative_cost_effectiveness.pdf 
 
Resnik, D.B. & Roman, G.(2007). Health, justice, and the environment. Bioethics,21(4),230-241. 
 
Young J. (2004). Providing Life-Saving Care to Undocumented Children: Controversies and 
Ethical Issues. Pediatrics; 114: 1316-1320. 
 
World Health Organization. (2004). Consultation on ethics and equitable access to treatment 
and care for HIV/AIDS. http://www.who.int/ethics/publications/en/index.html 
 
 
October 11  Aging – caregiving, quality of life, treatment decisions, care management 
 
Required Materials  
 
Kaufman, S.R., Shim, J.K., & Russ, A.J. (2004). Revisiting the biomedicalization of aging: 
clinical trends and ethical challenges. The Gerontologist, 44(6), 731-738.  
 
Levine, C. (updated 2015? from original published in 2008). Family caregiving. In M. Crowley 
(Ed.), From Birth to Death and Bench to Clinic: The Hastings Center Bioethics Briefing Book for 
Journalists, Policymakers, and Campaigns (pp. 63-67). Garrison, NY: The Hastings Center. 
ACCESS UPDATED READING HERE:  http://www.thehastingscenter.org/briefingbook/family-
caregiving/ 

http://www.nytimes.com/2011/08/02/health/views/02cases.html?n=Top%2fNews%2fHealth%2fColumns%2fCases
http://www.nytimes.com/2011/08/02/health/views/02cases.html?n=Top%2fNews%2fHealth%2fColumns%2fCases
http://www.cgdev.org/files/1427016_file_moral_imperative_cost_effectiveness.pdf
http://www.who.int/ethics/publications/en/index.html
http://www.thehastingscenter.org/briefingbook/family-caregiving/
http://www.thehastingscenter.org/briefingbook/family-caregiving/
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Mitnick S. et al. (2010). Family caregivers, patients and physicians: ethical guidance to optimize 
relationships. Journal of General Internal Medicine. 25(3):255-260. 
 
Mueller, P.S., Hook, C.C., & Fleming, K.C. (2004). Ethical issues in geriatrics: a guide for 
clinicians. Mayo Clinic Proceedings, 79(4), 554-562. 
 
President’s Council on Bioethics (2005). The Well-Being of the Patient, pp: 171-192, In: Taking 
Care, Ethical Caregiving in Our Aging Society. Washington D.C.: The President’s Council on 
Bioethics. 
 
Supplemental Materials 
 
Le Couteur, D.G., Kendig, H., Naganathan, V. McLachlan, A.J. (2010). The ethics of prescribing 
medications to older people. In S. Koch et al. (Eds.), Medication Management in Older Adults: A 
concise Guide for Clinicians, Springer Science+Business Media. 
 
Wolpe, G. (2009). Ethical Issues in Caregiving. Ch. 18, In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. 
(Eds.).The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics (pp. 47-58). Springer Publishing Company. 
 
World Health Organization. (2002). Ethical choices in long-term care: what does justice require? 
Retrieved from http://www.who.int/ncd/long_term_care/index.htm (on Canvas) 
 
 
October 18    Ethical Dilemmas in Chronic Disease and Organ Transplantation   
 
Required Materials  
 
Cameron et al. (2008). Should a prisoner be placed on the organ transplantation waiting 
list? Virtual Mentor. American Medical Association Journal of Ethics. 10(2):88-91. 
 
Caplan, A. and Parent B. (updated 2015? from original published in 2008). Organ 
transplantation. In M. Crowley (Ed.), From Birth to Death and Bench to Clinic: The Hastings 
Center Bioethics Briefing Book for Journalists, Policymakers, and Campaigns (pp. 129-132). 
Garrison, NY: The Hastings Center. ACCESS UPDATED READING HERE:  
http://www.thehastingscenter.org/briefingbook/organ-transplantation/ 
 
 
Davison S. and Holley J. (2008). Ethical issues in the care of vulnerable chronic kidney disease 
patients: The elderly, cognitively impaired and those from different cultural backgrounds. 
Advances in Chronic Kidney Disease; 15(2): 177-185. 
 
Lo, Bernard. (2013) Ethical Issues in Organ Transplantation. Ch. 41 in: Resolving Ethical 
Dilemmas: A Guide Book for Clinicians, Wolters Kluwer Health, 2013.  
file:///C:/Users/ekieffer/Downloads/Resolving_Ethical_Dilemmas_A_Guide_for_Clinicians_----
_(SECTION_VI_Ethical_Issues_in_Clinical_Specialties).pdf 
 
Redman, B. (2005).  The Ethics of Self-Management Preparation for Chronic Illness. Nursing 
Ethics (2005): 12:360-369. 
 
Explore the websites of these connected organizations that govern organ transplants in the 
United States: 
 
Organ Procurement and Transplantation Network (OPTN). About OPTN    

http://www.who.int/ncd/long_term_care/index.htm
http://www.thehastingscenter.org/briefingbook/organ-transplantation/
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http://optn.transplant.hrsa.gov/optn/ 
 
United Network for Organ Sharing (UNOS). About UNOS 
http://www.unos.org/about/index.php 
 
OPTN/UNOS Ethics Committee: Ethical Principles to be Considered in the Allocation of Human 
Organs (2010).  http://optn.transplant.hrsa.gov/resources/bioethics.asp?index=10 
 
Supplemental Materials 
 
AAP (American Academy of Pediatrics) (2010). Policy Statement – Pediatric Organ Donation 
and Transplantation. Pediatrics; 125: 822-828. 
 
Jennings B., Callahan D., Caplan A.L. (1988).  Ethical Challenges of Chronic Illness. Hastings 
Center Report. Pages 1-15. 
 
Kaplan B., Green C., Baluarte H.J., Meyers K. (2009). Ethical challenges in pediatric dialysis 
and kidney transplantation. Ch. 43, In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.).The Penn 
Center Guide to Bioethics (pp. 499-508). Springer Publishing Company. 
 
Budiani‐Saberi, D. A., & Delmonico, F. L. (2008). Organ trafficking and transplant tourism: a 
commentary on the global realities. American Journal of Transplantation, 8(5), 925-929. 
 
LaRosa C, Glah C, Baluarte J, Meyers K. (2011). Solid-Organ Transplantation in Childhood: 
Transitioning to Adult Health Care. Pediatrics; 127; 742-753. 
 
Watson A. (2014). Ethical issues and children with chronic kidney disease. Paediatrics and 
Child Health; 24:317-320. 
 
Weiner S. (2006). Managing Chronic Conditions in Uninsured Patients. Virtual Mentor, 
American Medical Association Journal of Ethics, 11:709-716.  
 
World Health Organization. (2004). Consultation on ethics and equitable access to treatment 
and care for HIV/AIDS. http://www.who.int/ethics/publications/en/index.html 
 
 
October 25  Hospital Ethics Committees; Maternal-Fetal and Parent-Child Dilemmas  
 
Required materials 
 
Hospital Ethics Processes 
 
McCartney, J. (2009). Hospital Ethics Committee and Ethics Consultants. Ch. 12, In: Ravitsky, 
V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.). The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics. Springer Publishing 
Company. Chapter is: pp.137-146, in Canvas; required reading is:  pp. 137-140 and p. 145. 
 
Hospital ethics processes:  review University of Michigan Health System websites:  
http://www.uofmhealth.org/ethics-committee 
http://www.med.umich.edu/adultethics/ 
http://www.mottchildren.org/mott-patient-visitor-guide/help-with-ethical-decisions 
 
Maternal-Fetal and Parent-Child Dilemmas: 
 
1. Everyone - read the starred reading, * Devettere 2010 (Maternal-Fetal) and * Morrison 2009 

http://optn.transplant.hrsa.gov/optn/
http://www.unos.org/about/index.php
http://optn.transplant.hrsa.gov/resources/bioethics.asp?index=10
http://www.who.int/ethics/publications/en/index.html
http://www.uofmhealth.org/ethics-committee
http://www.med.umich.edu/adultethics/
http://www.mottchildren.org/mott-patient-visitor-guide/help-with-ethical-decisions
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(Parent-Child) to assure an overview to each area. 
 
2. Choose one area (maternal-fetal or parent-child) for your paper and class small group 
activity. Read the rest of the assigned readings in that area. 
Maternal-Fetal and Parent-Child Dilemmas: 
 
Maternal-Fetal Dilemmas  
 
* Devettere, RJ. (2010). Maternal-Fetal Treatment Conflicts.  Practical Decision Making in 
Health Care Ethics – Cases and Concepts, 3rd Ed. (pp. 278-285). Georgetown University Press.  
 
Harris, L. (2000). Rethinking Maternal-Fetal Conflict: Gender and Equality in Perinatal Ethics. 
Obstetrics & Gynecology, 96:786 –791. 
 
Smajdor, A. (2011). Ethical Challenges in Fetal Surgery. Journal of Medical Ethics. 37:88-91. 
 
Parent-Child Dilemmas  
 
Berlinger, N. (2008). Conscience clauses, health care providers, and parents. In M. Crowley 
(Ed.), From Birth to Death and Bench to Clinic: The Hastings Center Bioethics Briefing Book for 
Journalists, Policymakers, and Campaigns (pp. 35-39). Garrison, NY: The Hastings Center 
 
* Morrison, W & Feudtner, C. (2009). The Contested Territory of Medical Decision-Making for 
Children. Ch. 39, In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.). The Penn Center Guide to 
Bioethics (pp. 647-656). Springer Publishing Company. 
 
Rosenblum, R. (2005). Brain Stem Glioma: Two Case Studies Journal of Pediatric Oncology 
Nursing. Journal of Pediatric Oncology Nursing, 22: 114-118. 
 
 
 
Supplemental materials 
 
Edwards, S.D. (2008). The Ashley treatment: a step too far, or not far enough? Journal of 
Medical Ethics, 34, 341-343. 
 
Gross T. (interview with Lynn Paltrow). Personhood in the Womb: A Constitutional Question. 
NPR/Fresh Air – Terri Gross Interview with Lynn Paltrow, November 21, 2013. 
http://www.npr.org/2013/11/21/246534132/personhood-in-the-womb-a-constitutional-question 
 
Kukla, R., Kuppermann, M., Little, M., Drapkin Lyerly, A., Mitchell, L., Armstrong, E., & Harris, L. 
(2009). Finding autonomy in birth. Bioethics, 23 (1): 1-8. 
 
Minkoff H. (2010). Samantha Burton and the Rights of Pregnant Women Twenty Years after In 
A.C. Hastings Center Report. 40(6): 13-15. 
 
Paltrow, L. and Flavin J. (2013). Arrests of and Forced Interventions on Pregnant Women in the 
United States, 1973-2005: Implications for Women’s Legal Status and Public Health. Journal of 
Health Politics, Policy and Law. 38(2):299-343. 
 
Rabin, R. (2006, June 27). New Notions on Pregnant Women With Cancer. The New York 
Times. Retrieved from: 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9C04E4DD1730F934A15755C0A9609C8B63&s
cp=1&sq=New%20Notions%20on%20Pregnant%20Women%20With%20Cancer&st=cse. 

http://www.npr.org/2013/11/21/246534132/personhood-in-the-womb-a-constitutional-question
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9C04E4DD1730F934A15755C0A9609C8B63&scp=1&sq=New%20Notions%20on%20Pregnant%20Women%20With%20Cancer&st=cse
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9C04E4DD1730F934A15755C0A9609C8B63&scp=1&sq=New%20Notions%20on%20Pregnant%20Women%20With%20Cancer&st=cse
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Steinbock B. (2011). Fetal Sentience and Women’s Rights. Hastings Center Report. 41(6): c.3. 
 
Tuohey, J. (1991). Terminal Care and the Pregnant Woman:  Ethical Reflections on In Re: A.C. 
Pediatrics, 88(6):1268-1273. 
 
 
November 1   Ethical Dilemmas in Mental and Behavioral Health 
 
Required Materials  
 
Lo, B. (2013). Ethical issues in psychiatry In Lo, B. (Ed.), Resolving ethical dilemmas: a guide 
for clinicians [E-reader version] (pp. 286-292). Philadelphia, PA: Lippincott Williams & Wilkins. 
Retrieved from: 
http://ebookcentral.proquest.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/lib/umichigan/reader.action?docID=20316
52&ppg=271 
 
Matusek J. and O’Dougherty Wright, M. (2010). Ethical dilemmas in treating clients with eating 
disorders: a review and application of an integrative ethical decision-making model. European 
Eating Disorders Review.18:434-452. 
 
Metzner J. (2008). Correctional Mental Health. Virtual Mentor. American Medical Association 
Journal of Ethics.2:92-95.  
 
Parens E. and Johnston J. (2008). Mental health in children and adolescents. In: From Birth to 
Death and Bench to Clinic:  The Hastings Center Briefings Book for Journalists, Policymakers 
and Campaigns, Mary Crowley, Ed. (Garrison, NY: The Hastings Center; pp 101-106.  
 
Potter, N.(2007). Querying the “Community” in Community Mental Health. The American 
Journal of Bioethics, 7(11):42-43. 
 
Supplemental Materials 
 
Nelson, J. (2003). Bioethics and the Marginalization of Mental Illness. Journal of the Society of 
Christian Ethics; 23(2):179-187. NOTE: especially read pp: 179-185 and 193 (beginning with 
“Paying attention…” to 194. 
 
Parker L., and Satkoske V. (2012). Ethical dimensions of disparities in depression research and 
treatment in the pharmacogenetic era. Journal of Law, Medicine and Ethics; 40(4):886-903. 
 
 
November 8  Ethical Dilemmas in Fertility, Reproduction, and Disability 
 
Fertility and Reproduction 
 
Required materials 
 
Everyone: 
 
Brezina P. and Zhao Y. (2012). The ethical, legal, and social issues impacted by modern 
assisted reproductive technologies. Obstetrics and Gynecology International; 2012; 1-7. 
 
CBS 60 Minutes_October 26_2014; Breeding Out Disease;  
http://www.cbsnews.com/news/breeding-out-disease-with-reproductive-genetics/ 

http://ebookcentral.proquest.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/lib/umichigan/reader.action?docID=2031652&ppg=271
http://ebookcentral.proquest.com.proxy.lib.umich.edu/lib/umichigan/reader.action?docID=2031652&ppg=271
http://www.cbsnews.com/news/breeding-out-disease-with-reproductive-genetics/
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Plus: read/watch/listen to the one resource below that relates to your group: prenatal sex 
selection, egg donation, male infertility/sperm donation, international surrogate childbearing 
 
Prenatal sex selection 
Hollingsworth, L.D. (2005). Ethical considerations in prenatal sex selection. Health & Social 
Work, 30(2), 126-134. 
 
Egg donation 
Chapter 28 – Mastroianni, L. (2009). Ethical Aspects of Egg Donation. In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, 
A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.). The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics (pp. 307-318). Springer Pub. Co.  

 
Sperm donation/Male infertility 
Chapter 29 – Karnakis, G. & Patrizio, P. (2009). Ethical Aspects of Male Infertility. In: Ravitsky, 
V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.). The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics (pp. 329-354). Springer 
Publishing Company. 
 
International surrogate childbearing 
PBS 8/5/2011, Indian Surrogacy Helps Lift Some Poor, But Raises Ethical Issues 
Optional: PBS, 8/4/2011, Made in India Examines International Journey Through Surrogacy 
Process 
 
Disability-Related Ethical Dilemmas 
 
Required Materials  
 
Parens, Erik (2009). Respecting children with disabilities – and their parents. Hastings Center 
Report; 39(1):22-23.  
 
Schilling, C. (2009). Disability perspectives on bioethics. In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, 
A. (Eds.). Chapter 17, in: The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics (pp. 191-202). Springer 
Publishing Company.  
 
Stein GL. Ashley’s case: The ethics of arresting growth of children with serious disability. 
Journal of Social Work in Disability and Rehabilitation; 9:2-3:99-109. 
 
Supplemental materials – Fertility and Reproductive Technologies 
 
DeJong A., Maya I., Van Lith J. (2015). Prenatal screening: current practice, new developments, 
ethical challenges. Bioethics; 29(1):1-8. Note: Read pages 1-5; pages 6-6 are fairly technical – 
read or skim as you like; read pages 7-8. 
 
Padawer R.(2011).The Two-Minus-One Pregnancy. New York Times Magazine, 8/10/2011. 
 
Pennings, G., de Wert, G., Shenfield, F., Cohen, J., Tarlatzis, B., & Devroey, P.(2008). ESHRE 
Task Force on Ethics and Law 14: Equity of access to assisted reproductive technology. Human 
Reproduction. 23(4), 772-774. 
 
Rosato, J.L. (2009). Regulating assisted reproductive technology: avoiding extremes. In V. 
Ravitsky, A. Fiester & A. Caplan (Eds.), The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics (pp. 295-301). 
New York, NY: Springer Publishing Company. 
 
Supplemental Materials  - Disability-Related Ethical Dilemmas 
 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Pennings%20G%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22de%20Wert%20G%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Shenfield%20F%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Cohen%20J%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Tarlatzis%20B%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Devroey%20P%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstract
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Deverettere, RJ. (2010). Special difficulties in deciding for neonates and young children.  Pp 
292-300, in: Practical Decision Making in Health Care Ethics – Cases and Concepts – Third 
Edition. Georgetown University Press, Washington D.C. 
 
McDonald K., and Raymaker D. (2013). Paradigm shifts in disability and health: Toward more 
ethical public health research. American Journal of Public Health; 103(12): 2165-2173. 
 
McPherson GW. and Sobsey D. (2003). Rehabilitation: Disability ethics versus Peter Singer. 
Archives of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation; 84, 1246-1248. 
 
Scully, J.L.(2008).  Disabilty Bioethics, Moral Bodies, Moral Difference. Rowman & Littlefield, 
Publishers, Inc. 
 
White, M. (2011). The End of the Beginning. The Oschner Journal; 11:309-316. (note: this is 
analysis re the Baby Doe regulations, the American Academy of Pediatrics position and the law) 
 
Wolbring G. (2003). Disability rights approach towards bioethics. Journal of Disability Policy 
Studies; 14(3):174-180. 
 
 
November 15   Ethical Dilemmas in Neonatal Intensive Care (NICU) 
 
Required materials 
 
Allan G., and Laventhal N. (2017). Should long-term consequences of NICU care be discussed 
in terms of prognostic uncertainty or possible harm? AMA Journal of Ethics. 19(8):743-752. 
 
Gillam L, et al. (2017). Decision-making at the borderline of viability: Who should decide and on 
what basis? Journal of Paediatrics and Child Health. 53:205-111. 
 
McGuirl, J. and Fleiscman A.(2015?) updated from 2008. Neonatal Care. The Hastings 
Center Bioethics Briefings for Jounalists, Policymakers and Educators. 
http://www.thehastingscenter.org/briefingbook/neonatal-care/ 
 
Lantos, J. D., Meadow, W. (2006). Ch. 6, Economics of the NICU. In Neonatal bioethics: the 
moral challenges of medical innovation, Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press.  whole 
chapter is pp pp. 122-135, in CTOOLS; required reading is:  pp. 122-125 and 129-135. 
 
Supplemental materials (NICU Care) 
 
Boland, K. (2006). Ethical decision-making among hospital social workers. Journal of Social 
Work Values and Ethics, 3(1). Retrieved from 
http://www.socialworker.com/jswve/content/view/27/44/ 
 
Deverettere, RJ. (2010). Special difficulties in deciding for neonates and young children.  Pp 
292-300, in: Practical Decision Making in Health Care Ethics – Cases and Concepts – Third 
Edition. Georgetown University Press, Washington D.C. 
 
Lantos, J. D., Meadow, W. (2006). Ch. 5, End of Medical Progress. In Neonatal bioethics: the 
moral challenges of medical innovation, Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press. whole 
chapter is pp 85-121, in CTOOLS; supplemental reading is:  pp.88-107; 113-118. 
 

http://www.thehastingscenter.org/briefingbook/neonatal-care/
http://www.socialworker.com/jswve/content/view/27/44/
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Lantos, J. D., Meadow, W. (2006). Ch. 6, Economics of the NICU. In Neonatal bioethics: the 
moral challenges of medical innovation, Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press.  
supplemental reading is: pp. 122-135, in CTOOLS; required reading is:  126-128. 
 
Muraskas J and Parsi K. The cost of saving the tiniest lives: NICU versus Prevention. 
Virtual Mentor. American Medical Association Journal of Ethics. 10(10):655-658. 
 
Nuffield Council on Bioethics (2006). Ch. 5. Dilemmas in current practice: babies born at 
the borderline of viability. In: Nuffield Council on Bioethics. Critical care decisions in fetal 
and neonatal Medicine. London; November 2006. 
https://nuffieldbioethics.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/CCD-Chapter-5-Dilemmas-in-
current-practice-babies-born-at-the-borderline-of-viability.pdf 
 
Purdy, I.B. and Wadhwani R.T. (2006). Embracing Bioethics in Neonatal Intensive Care, Part II: 
Case Histories in Neonatal Ethics. The Journal of Neonatal Nursing, 25(1), 43-53. 
 
Spike, J. & Greenlaw, J. (2000). Ethics consultation: high ideals or unrealistic expectations? 
Annals of Internal Medicine, 133(1), 55-56.  
 
White, M. (2011). The End of the Beginning. The Oschner Journal; 11:309-316. (note: this is 
analysis re the Baby Doe regulations, the American Academy of Pediatrics position and the law) 
 
 
November 29  Palliative and End-of-Life Care 
 
Required Materials 
  
Csikai, E. (2004). Social workers’ participation in the resolution of ethical dilemmas in hospice 
care. Health & Social Work, 29(1), 67-76. 
 
McCormick, A.J. (2011). Self-determination, the right to die, and culture: a literature review. 
Social Work, 56(2), 119-128 
 
Varney S. A Racial Divide on Hospice Care 
http://www.nytimes.com/2015/08/25/health/a-racial-gap-in-attitudes-toward-hospice-care.html 
 
Wiegand D. (2009). Palliative Care. Ch. 67, pp 785-793, In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, 
A. (Eds.). The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics. Springer Publishing Company. 
 
Supplemental Materials 
 
Csikai, E.L. (2002). The state of hospice ethics committees and the social work role. OMEGA, 
45(3), 261-275.  
 
Csikai, E.L. & Chaitin, E. (2006). Ethics in End-of-Life Decisions in Social Work Practice. 
Chicago, IL: Lyceum Books, Inc.  
 
DeLisser H. (2009). Medical Futility. Ch. 65, pp 761-773, In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, 
A. (Eds.). The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics. Springer Publishing Company. 
 
Hanson S. and Doukas D. (2009). Advanced Directives. Ch. 64, pp 749-759, In: Ravitsky, V., 
Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.). The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics. Springer Publishing 
Company. 
 

https://nuffieldbioethics.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/CCD-Chapter-5-Dilemmas-in-current-practice-babies-born-at-the-borderline-of-viability.pdf
https://nuffieldbioethics.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/CCD-Chapter-5-Dilemmas-in-current-practice-babies-born-at-the-borderline-of-viability.pdf
http://www.nytimes.com/2015/08/25/health/a-racial-gap-in-attitudes-toward-hospice-care.html
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Patient Rights Council.. Assisted Suicide Laws. 
http://www.patientsrightscouncil.org/site/assisted-suicide-state-laws/ 
 
Patient Self-Determination Act of 1990. http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/query/z?c101:H.R.4449.IH: 
 
Span, P. (2011). Deciding to Die, Then Shown the Door.  New York Times, August 24, 2011. 
http://newoldage.blogs.nytimes.com/2011/08/24/deciding-to-die-then-shown-the-
door/?emc=eta1 
 
Watson A. (2014). Ethical issues and children with chronic kidney disease. Paediatrics and 
Child Health; 24:317-320. 
 
 
December 6     Health Research Ethics  (This day’s list is subject to change) 
 
Required Materials  
 
Department of Health, Education and Welfare. (1978). The Belmont Report: Ethical Principles 
and Guidelines for the Protection of Human Subjects of Research, DHEW Publication No. (OS) 
78-0012. 
 
Henrietta Lacks readings: 

 
Henrietta Lacks’s Family wants compensation for her cells.” Washington Post. February 14, 
2017. https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/henrietta-lackss-family-wants-compensation-
for-her-cells/2017/02/14/816481ba-f302-11e6-b9c9-
e83fce42fb61_story.html?utm_term=.51fa650f2acf 

 
Zimmer, C. Family Consents to a Medical Gift, 62 Years Later (2013). New York Times, 
August 7, 2013.  http://www.nytimes.com/2013/08/08/science/after-decades-of-research-
henrietta-lacks-family-is-asked-for-consent.html?ref=science 
 
NIH, (August 7, 2013). “NIH, Lacks family reach understanding to share genomic data of 
HeLa cells.” http://www.nih.gov/news/health/aug2013/nih-07.htm   and: 
 
Skloot, R. “The Immortal Life of Henrietta Lacks, the Sequel.” New York Times. March 23, 
2013. http://www.nytimes.com/2013/03/24/opinion/sunday/the-immortal-life-of-henrietta-
lacks-the-sequel.html?pagewanted=all&_r=1&&pagewanted=print 

 
“Acknowledgement Statement for Dissemination of Findings from Use of HeLa Genome 
Data”. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/projects/gap/cgi-
bin/GetPdf.cgi?document_name=HeLaAcknowledgement.pdf 
  

 
Supplemental Materials  
 
Anderson B. Is it ethical to assign medically underserved African Americans to a Usual-Care 
Control Group in Community-Based Intervention Research? Diabetes Care; 28(7):18171820; 
2005. 
 
Buchanan, D.R. & Miller, F.G. (2006). A public health perspective on research ethics. Journal of 
Medical Ethics, 32, 729-733. 
 

http://newoldage.blogs.nytimes.com/2011/08/24/deciding-to-die-then-shown-the-door/?emc=eta1
http://newoldage.blogs.nytimes.com/2011/08/24/deciding-to-die-then-shown-the-door/?emc=eta1
https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/henrietta-lackss-family-wants-compensation-for-her-cells/2017/02/14/816481ba-f302-11e6-b9c9-e83fce42fb61_story.html?utm_term=.51fa650f2acf
https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/henrietta-lackss-family-wants-compensation-for-her-cells/2017/02/14/816481ba-f302-11e6-b9c9-e83fce42fb61_story.html?utm_term=.51fa650f2acf
https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/henrietta-lackss-family-wants-compensation-for-her-cells/2017/02/14/816481ba-f302-11e6-b9c9-e83fce42fb61_story.html?utm_term=.51fa650f2acf
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/08/08/science/after-decades-of-research-henrietta-lacks-family-is-asked-for-consent.html?ref=science
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/08/08/science/after-decades-of-research-henrietta-lacks-family-is-asked-for-consent.html?ref=science
http://www.nih.gov/news/health/aug2013/nih-07.htm
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/03/24/opinion/sunday/the-immortal-life-of-henrietta-lacks-the-sequel.html?pagewanted=all&_r=1&&pagewanted=print
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/03/24/opinion/sunday/the-immortal-life-of-henrietta-lacks-the-sequel.html?pagewanted=all&_r=1&&pagewanted=print
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/projects/gap/cgi-bin/GetPdf.cgi?document_name=HeLaAcknowledgement.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/projects/gap/cgi-bin/GetPdf.cgi?document_name=HeLaAcknowledgement.pdf
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Calain P., Fiore N., Poncin M., Hurst S. (2009). Research ethics and international epidemic 
response: The case of Ebola and Marburg Hemorrhagic fevers. Public Health Ethics; 2:7-29. 
 
Chen, D., Jones, L. Gelberg, L. (2006). Ethics of Clinical Research Within a Community-
Academic Partnered Participatory Framework. Ethnicity and Disease, 16, Supplement 1:S1-
118-S1-135.  
 
Flicker, S., Travers, R., Guta, A., McDonald, S. & Meagher, A. (2007). Ethical Dilemmas in 
Community-Based Participatory Research: Recommendations for Institutional Review Boards. 
Journal of Urban Health, 84(4), 478-493.  
 
Grady, C. (2008). Clinical Trials. Hastings Center Bioethics Briefing Book, 21-24.  
 
Gross, T. & Washington, H. (2011).’Deadly Monopolies’? Patenting The Human Body.  National 
Public Radio: Fresh Air.  
 
Harmon, A. (2010, April 21). Indian tribe wins fight to limit research of its DNA. New York Times. 
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/04/22/us/22dna.html?scp=1&sq=indian%20tribe%20wins%20fight
%20to%20limit%20research%20on%20its%20DNA&st=cse  
 
Kim, S., Ubel, P. & De Vries. (2009). Pruning the regulatory tree. Nature, 457 (29): 534-535. 
 
Lo, B. & O’Connell, M. (Eds.) (2005). Ethical Considerations for Research on Housing-Related 
Health Hazards Involving Children. National Research Council and Institute of Medicine of the 
National Academies. 
 
Malone RE et al. (2006). "It's like Tuskegee in reverse": A case study of ethical tensions in 
institutional review board review of community-based participatory research. American Journal 
of Public Health, 96(11): 1914-1919. 
 
McDonald K., and Raymaker D. (2013). Paradigm shifts in disability and health: Toward more 
ethical public health research. American Journal of Public Health; 103(12): 2165-2173. 
 
Parker L., and Satkoske V. (2012). Ethical dimensions of disparities in depression research and 
treatment in the pharmacogenetic era. Journal of Law, Medicine and Ethics; 40(4):886-903. 
 
Shore, N., Drew E., Seifer S. (2011). Relationships between community-based processes for 
research ethics review and institution-based IRBs:  A National Study. Journal of Empirical 
Research on Human Research Ethics, pp 13-21: DOI: 10.1525/jer.2011.6.2.13. 
 
Skloot R. (2010). The Immortal Life of Henrietta Lacks. New York, NY: Crown Publishers. 
Ch.17, Illegal, Immoral and Deplorable, pp. 127-136. 
 
Skloot R. (2010). The Immortal Life of Henrietta Lacks. New York, NY: Crown Publishers. 
Ch.25, “Who Told You You Could Sell My Spleen”, pp. 199-206 and pictures. 
 
Skloot R. (2010). The Immortal Life of Henrietta Lacks. New York, NY: Crown Publishers. 
Afterward, pp. 315-328. 
 
Zuckerman, D. (2009). The Ethics of Inclusion and Exclusion in Clinical Trials: Race, Age, and 
Sex. Ch 22, In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.). The Penn Center Guide to 
Bioethics (pp. 243-258). Springer Publishing Company. 
 

http://www.nytimes.com/2010/04/22/us/22dna.html?scp=1&sq=indian%20tribe%20wins%20fight%20to%20limit%20research%20on%20its%20DNA&st=cse
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/04/22/us/22dna.html?scp=1&sq=indian%20tribe%20wins%20fight%20to%20limit%20research%20on%20its%20DNA&st=cse

	Kolata, G. (2017) F.D.A. Will Allow 23andMe to Sell Genetic Tests for Disease Risk to Consumers. New York Times. April 26, 2017. https://www.nytimes.com/2017/04/06/health/fda-genetic-tests-23andme.html
	U.S. Government Accountability Office. GAO: Undercover Contact with Direct-to-Consumer Genetic Testing Companies (just watch first section from the GAO about Genetic Testing…the video goes on in other directions after that)
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	Hollingsworth, L.D. (2005). Ethical considerations in prenatal sex selection. Health & Social Work, 30(2), 126-134.
	Egg donation
	Chapter 28 – Mastroianni, L. (2009). Ethical Aspects of Egg Donation. In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.). The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics (pp. 307-318). Springer Pub. Co.
	Sperm donation/Male infertility
	Chapter 29 – Karnakis, G. & Patrizio, P. (2009). Ethical Aspects of Male Infertility. In: Ravitsky, V., Fiester, A., & Caplan, A. (Eds.). The Penn Center Guide to Bioethics (pp. 329-354). Springer Publishing Company.
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