CHSS313




      





Summer 2009

Meeting time and place:  
MTWH 9:30 – 11:45; Robinson B205

Instructor contact information: Dr. Doris Bitler; dbitler@gmu.edu; 703-993-8817

Course website:

http://classweb.gmu.edu/dbitler/chss313/




Office hours and location:  
Monday 12:15 – 1:15 or by appointment; David King Hall Room 2051

Course goals:  This synthesis course is designed to allow upper-level undergraduates to practice critical thinking by engaging in conversations and debates on a variety of current, interdisciplinary topics with far-reaching social and ethical implications.  The independent research required for engaged participation will utilize and expand on research skills acquired in other courses.

Reading:  All required readings for the course are available online.  Readings, indicated by bullet points below, should be completed by the date on which they are listed.  Students are responsible for completing readings by the assigned dates.  

Course schedule:

WEEK 1

Jul 6
Introduction to critical thinking

Jul 7
Role-playing debates:  Background, instructions, and grading rubrics


Student selection of graded debate topics and roles

Jul 8
Defining Disability and The History of Difference

· Dasen, A. (1988). Dwarfism in Egypt and classical antiquity. Medical History, 32(3), 253-276. (PubMed Central)

Student selection of roles for practice debates

Jul 9
Practice Debate #1  

· Marcus, M. B. (2009, June 25). What children will do to look normal. USA Today, pp. 1A. (Lexis-Nexis Academic) 

 Practice Debate #2  

· Obesity weighs on legal minds (2008, November 23).  The Gazette (Montreal), pp. A7.  (Lexis-Nexis Academic)

WEEK 2

Jul 13
Freaks and the American Sideshow

· Sears, C. (2008). Electric brilliancy: Cross-dressing laws and freak show displays in nineteenth-century San Francisco, Women’s Studies Quarterly, 36(3/4), 170-187. (Project MUSE)  

Jul 14
Freaks and the American Sideshow (cont’d)

· Dreger, A. (2008, March 25). Lavish dwarf entertainment. Bioethics Forum, http://www.thehastingscenter.org/Bioethicsforum/Post.aspx?id=740
Freaks (1932)


Jul 15
Debate #1

· Bratton, M. & Chetwynd, S. (2004). One into two will not go: Conceptualising conjoined twins. Journal of Medical Ethics, 30(3), 279-285. (PubMed Central)


Eugenics

· Brooks, F. G. (1931). Selling the future short. Bios, 2(3), 151-155. (JSTOR)

· Boas, F. (1916). Eugenics. The Scientific Monthly, 3(5), 471-478. (JSTOR) 

Jul 16
Eugenics (cont’d)

· Lombardo, P. (2003). Facing Carrie Buck. The Hastings Center Report, 33(2), 14-17. (JSTOR)  

Debate #2 

· Roets, G., Adams, M. & Van Hove, G. (2006). Challenging the monologue of silent sterilization: Implications for self-advocacy. British Journal of Learning Disabilities, 34(3), 167-174. (Academic Search Complete)

WEEK 3

Jul 20
Mid-term Exam
Modern Perceptions of Disability

· Scotch, R. K. & Schriner, K. (1997). Disability as human variation: Implications for policy. Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 549, 148-159. (JSTOR)

Jul 21
Modern Perceptions of Disability (cont’d)

· Davis, L. (2007). Deafness and the riddle of identity. The Chronicle of Higher Education, 53(19), B5-B8. (ProQuest Research Library)

Debate #3
· Grossman, A. M. & Sherk, J. (2008, July 2). The ADA Restoration Act: Defining disability down. The Heritage Foundation. http://www.heritage.org/research/labor/lm27.cfm

Jul 22
Bio-technology and Variation

· Crook, P. (2008). The new eugenics? The ethics of bio-technology. Australian Journal of Politics and History, 54(1), 135-143. (Blackwell-Synergy)

· Seavilleklein, V. (2009). Challenging the rhetoric of choice in prenatal screening. Bioethics, 23(1), 68-77. (Blackwell-Synergy)  

Jul 23 
Debate #4 

· Harmon, A. (May 7, 2007). Prenatal test puts Down Syndrome in hard focus. New York Times, A1. (ProQuest)


Created Difference and Body Modification

· Stirn, A. & Hinz, A. (2008). Tattoos, body piercing, and self-injury: Is there a connection? Psychotherapy Research, 18(3), 326-333. (InformaWorld)

WEEK 4

Jul 27
Created Difference and Body Modification (cont’d)

· Stephens, E. (2006). Cultural fixions of the freak body:  Coney Island and the post-modern sideshow. Continuum: Journal of Media & Cultural Studies, 20(4), 485-498. (Academic Search Complete) 
Debate #5

· Schramme, T. (2008). Should we prevent non-therapeutic mutilation and extreme body modification? Bioethics, 22(1), 8-15. (Blackwell-Synergy) 
Jul 28
Enhancement and Therapy

· Opel, D. J. (2009). Cosmetic surgery in children with cognitive disabilities: Who benefits? Who decides? Hastings Center Report, 39(1), 19-21. (JSTOR)

· Ouellette, A. (2009). Eyes wide open: Surgery to Westernize the eyes of an Asian child. Hastings Center Report, 39(1), 19-21. (JSTOR)  

· Turner, J. L. (2009). From the inside out: Calling on states to provide medically necessary care to transgender youth in foster care. Family Court Review, 47(3), 552-569. (Blackwell-Synergy)

Jul 29
 Debate #6

· Mehlman, M. (2007). Therapy or enhancement? Two hard cases. Bioethics Forum.  http://www.thehastingscenter.org/bioethicsforum/post.aspx?id=416

What the Future Holds

· Rosahl, S. (2007). Neuroprosthetics and neuroenhancement: Can we draw a line? Virtual Mentor, 9(2), 132-139. (Freely Accessible Science Journals)

Jul 30
What the Future Holds (cont’d)

· Lyons, D. (2009, May 25). I, robot. Newsweek, 67. (Lexis Nexis Academic) 


Debate #7

· Laurance, J. (2009, June 19). Mind-enhancing drugs: Are they a no-brainer? The Independent (London), 20. (Lexis Nexis Academic)

WEEK 5

Aug 3
Concluding debate #1
· Johnston, J. (2009).  Judging octomom. The Hastings Center Report, 39(3), 23-25. (JSTOR)

Concluding debate #2

· Shakespeare, T. (2008). Not convenience, but dignity: The stature of disabled people. Clinical Ethics 3(1), 2-3. (Academic Search Complete)

Aug 4
Concluding debate #3
· Sanghavi, D. (2006, December 5). Wanting babies like themselves, some parents choose genetic defects. New York Times, 5. (Newspaper Source Plus)

Wrap-up and review

Aug 5
FINAL EXAM  (10:30 - 1:15)

Other important dates:

Last day to add

July 10





Last day to drop
July 16

Grading:  The final grade will consist of the following weighted components, based on a 100-point scale


Mid-term exam


20


Final exam


20

Debate - presentation

20 (includes instructor and audience evaluations and written work)

Debate - audience reviews
20

Practice debate


10

Concluding debate

10

Mid-term and final exams:  Exams will consist of short answer, fill-in-the-black, and essay questions.

Debates:  Students will participate in one practice debate and one concluding debate, with performance graded by the instructor.  Each student will take a primary role as a presenter in one of the seven main debates, which will require independent research and graded written work due at the beginning of class on the day of the debate.  Instructor and audience evaluations will be included in the grade for the debate presentation according to the rubrics available online and discussed in class.  For the remainder of the seven main debates, students will serve as audience members, taking careful notes and evaluating the debaters.  Notes and evaluations will be due at the end of class.  Evaluations must be on the approved forms to receive credit. 

Absences:  In general, assignments and exams cannot be rescheduled or made up except in cases of serious, unavoidable, and documented circumstances clearly beyond the student’s ability to control.  

Technology expectations:  All students are expected to maintain and regularly access their Mason e-mail accounts.  Students will need to visit the class website (classweb.gmu.edu/dbitler/chss313) for presentation slides, audience evaluation forms, and other course materials.  

Disability accommodations:  If you are a student with a disability and you need academic accommodations, please see me and contact the Disability Resource Center (DRC) at 703-993-2474.  All academic accommodations must be arranged through that office.

Honor code:  All students are expected to be familiar with, and abide by, the University Honor Code.  As required by the Honor Code, all suspected violations will be reported.

