Assignment #1 : Prenatal Testing Scenario and Reflection

In this assignment, you are asked to reflect on responses to the presented scenario. This should not just be writing down your first reaction or what you already know. Reflection involves critical thinking, which means rethinking your existing knowledge and previously held opinions in light of what we have learned about theories of ethics, logic, and reasoning. You will need to question your existing knowledge and beliefs. Why do you feel the way you do about prenatal testing?


Of the four responses offered in the Prenatal Testing scenario, which do you feel is the most ethical and why?

Four responses: (Responses are from Dr. Williams and Dr. Garcia)

1. Dr. Williams: The genetic test in question gives us the ability to identify down syndrome in the womb without causing any harm to the fetus through the use of a simple blood test. Down syndrome can bring with it a lifetime of pain and frustration which, in addition to the potential for physical abnormalities, can include a loss of cognitive ability, respiratory problems, heart defects, and more. This test is extremely low risk and almost 100% accurate there is no reason to view this as ethically questionable. Giving parents this information in advance means parents have more options in general and then opportunity to raise a healthier child.

2. Dr. Garcia: Obviously there’s more to it than that, Catherine. For starters, many children with down syndrome develop into healthy adults who do not suffer from the health conditions you mentioned. And many of those potential conditions can develop independent of the syndrome, in the general population. As there is no cure for down syndrome, the “opportunity to raise a healthier child” you referred to implies aborting a child after a positive blood test. By promoting this test, aren’t we stepping into a grey area where we are engineering human improvement based on a subjective evaluation of what is a “better” human being?


3. Dr. Williams: We are not telling parents what to do with the information we give them. We are simply identifying a potential health hazard. This test is a medical advance, plain and simple. Previous test for down syndrome were not as accurate, and required withdrawing amniotic fluid, which came with substantial risks. This is a basic blood test. We are identifying a clear health risk. It’s non-compulsory, and the benefits are strictly for greater health.

4.  Dr. Juan Garcia: Perhaps not “strictly”. The test will inevitably lead some parents to abort a child whose test is positive for down syndrome, but who would not have developed any of the health problems potentially associated with the disorder. A Healthy life would have been prevented in favor of another life with more culturally accepted aesthetics, and little more. Making this test available is also making decisions about which lives we value as a society, and with that we are stepping beyond the realm of health care. This is the reason that some of us fear that these tests are leading us a culture toward eugenics. The blood test for down syndrome is a medical advance, but that does not mean it is an ethical advance.

· Support your conclusions with evidence and specific examples from the textbook, as well as other sources as needed.
· Your reflection must be at least 250 words in length and follow APA (6th ed.) formatting and citation guidelines as appropriate.

*Rubric has been attached it’s the same for both assignments*
Please feel free to contact me if you may have any question on this assignment.
Please include intext citation and references following APA guidelines.



Assignment # 2: Animal Research Scenario and Reflection 
 
In this assignment, you are asked to reflect on responses to the presented scenario. This should not just be writing down your first reaction or what you already know. Reflection involves critical thinking, which means rethinking your existing knowledge and previously held opinions in light of what we have learned about theories of ethics, logic, and reasoning. You will need to question your existing knowledge and beliefs. Why do you feel the way you do about animal research?

Of the four responses offered in the Animal Research scenario, which do you feel is the most ethical and why?

Four responses: (Responses are from Dr. Nguyen and Dr. Miller)


1. Dr. Nguyen: I’ll tell you right now that I am taking the American medical Association’s line on this. There are too many antiscience rights advocates who want to do away with all testing, and that is neither practical nor reasonable. A fair percentage of animal testing does either no harm, or minimal harm given the potential benefits. Why listen to extremists who have no background in science? They want us to do away with extremely valuable work that yields results that saves human lives. It’s completely unreasonable.

2. Dr. Miller: Too many assumptions, Dr. Nguyen, and backing up the AMA may be the easiest thing for us to do, given our ties to the industry, but that doesn’t make it ethical by default. Many animal rights advocates professing more moderate views exist, even in the medical community - I should know, as I am one of them. And much of the research and testing causes pain and suffering to animals, often for products that definitely do not save human lives. Dr. Nguyen, we know each other, and I know that you have a dog. Can your dog suffer? Would you want your dog subjected to a randomly selected currently legal test?


3. Dr. Nguyen: No, I would not. If your point is that we can do better, I agree. We can do better. If you are advocating better oversight and more humane regulations, I can get behind that. But I strongly believe that human rights trump animal rights. I also believe that we do save lives with animal research in many cases. That doesn’t mean we ought to endorse inhumane treatment of test subjects or the use of test subjects in non-essential tests, as for shampoos.

4.  Dr. Miller: Good, we need some common ground. I am not in favor of abolishing all testing certainly not non-harmful testing, and possibly not minimally harmful testing if there is a good chance that such tests will yield results that will save lives. We might also keep in mind that some testing potentially saves conspecific lives even when it doesn’t save human lives and is therefore not immediately useless on those grounds alone. But if we also agreed that animals have a right to life without suffering, then we have a long way to go and a lot of changes to make.


· Support your conclusions with evidence and specific examples from the textbook, as well as other sources as needed.
· Your reflection must be at least 250 words in length and follow APA (6th ed.) formatting and citation guidelines as appropriate.

*Rubric has been attached it’s the same for both assignments*
Please feel free to contact me if you may have any question on this assignment.
Please include intext citation and references following APA guidelines.


Assignment #3: Debating Abortion Learning Scenario 
 
In this assignment, you are asked to reflect on responses to the presented scenario. This should not just be writing down your first reaction or what you already know. Reflection involves critical thinking, which means rethinking your existing knowledge and previously held opinions in light of what we have learned about theories of ethics, logic, and reasoning. You will need to question your existing knowledge and beliefs. Why do you feel the way you do about abortion?


Of the four responses offered in the Animal Research scenario, which do you feel is the most ethical and why?

Four responses: (Responses are from Dr. Williams and Dr. Meadows)

1.Dr. Williams: I know that this is an emotional issue, but it is very important that we protect the rights of an adult, human mother before the rights of the fetus, whose life is dependent on the mother. A fetus, depending on the stage of development, has not developed to the point that it can feel or think of itself as a being with an identity, qualities we often associate with human life. 
This issue is too complex to do more than skim the surface at the moment, of course, but remember that abortion is legal, and it is the mothers rights that the law keeps in mind. Surely, those rights are clear.

[bookmark: _GoBack]2. Dr. Meadows: We can barely skim the surface of this issue, that’s true. But as long as we’re painting in broad strokes, let’s look at the case for defending the life of the fetus. First of all, Determining exactly when life begins has long been a bone of contention among the medical professionals. If we cannot be sure when life begins, doesn’t it make sense to err on the side of caution so we don’t mistakenly take a human life? And we do value human life. It’s isn’t merely our job, it’s ethical to do so. 
We should see the potential future of the life in question and protect that future.
In some cases, we might see the younger life is worth even more than an older one, because a greater potential future lies ahead. That’s why most parents would throw themselves in harms way to protect a child. Legally, yes, A woman has a right to an abortion. That certainly doesn’t mean we should encourage her to have one, or that she should make the decision without access to information on the life growing inside her.

3. Dr. Williams: Erring on the side of caution is double-edged sword. If we acknowledge that the mother is clearly a human life that we must protect, and that a fetus may or may not yet be a human being, then our ethical responsibilities are with the mother. If you’re speaking of a young mother in a disadvantage to situation, all the more reason for our responsibilities to be so. The birth of the child could be unfeasible economically, it could hamper her ability to work or go to school, it could bring on depression, and, in short, completely alter the mothers life, and not always for the better. Is the mother’s life worth less than that of undeveloped child?

4. Dr. Meadows: It isn’t worth more. You mentioned school and work... the unborn child’s ability to work or go to school is completely lost along with every other aspect of a life that could have been. Furthermore, it hardly makes more for a good argument that a woman can suffer from postpartum depression, when women who have abortions may suffer from depression as well. If we value the sanctity of life, and if we also cannot say exactly when life begins, let’s just assume it begins immediately upon conception. I realize that opens up many other issues with regard to the mother, but those are separate issues, and they do not directly affect the rights of an unborn child.

· Support your conclusions with evidence and specific examples from the textbook, as well as other sources as needed.
· Your reflection must be at least 250 words in length and follow APA (6th ed.) formatting and citation guidelines as appropriate.

*Rubric has been attached it’s the same for both assignments*
Please feel free to contact me if you may have any question on this assignment.
Please include intext citation and references following APA guidelines.

