CHSS313, Section 001








     

       Fall 2009
Tue/Thu 1:30 – 2:45







The Engineering Building, Room 1103 




Office hours: 
2051 David King Hall 



Dr. Doris Bitler 

Tue/Thu 3:00-4:00



E-mail:  dbitler@gmu.edu
and by appointment



Phone:  703-993-8817
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.

Required reading:  All course readings are available online, either directly or through the university libraries’ research databases.  Reading should be completed by the dates indicated on the schedule.  Students are responsible for all of the readings, including those associated with the debates.  Reading the material in advance will help you to get the most out of lectures, discussions, and debates.
Grading:  The final grade will consist of the following weighted components, based on a 100-point scale


Mid-term exam



25


Final exam



25
Main Debate - presentation

20 
Main Debate - audience reviews

20

Practice debate



10

Debates:  Students will participate in one practice debate and one concluding debate, with performance graded by the instructor.  

The practice debates will allow you to experience presenting and serving as an active audience member.  Practice debate grades will be composed of five, equally-weighted parts. As a debater, you will be graded on instructor score, audience score, and written notes (prep and flow).  As an audience member, you will be graded on debate scoring and written notes.

Each student will take a primary role as a presenter in one of the six main debates, which will require independent research and written work, due at the beginning of class on the day of the debate.  The main debate presentation grade will be composed of the audience score (30%), instructor score (30%), reference list in APA format (20%), supporting arguments using all three methods of persuasion (10%), and cross-examination prep (10%).  
For the remainder of the six main debates, students will serve as audience members, taking careful notes and evaluating the debaters.  Notes and evaluations will be due at the beginning of the next class.  To receive credit, evaluations must be on the approved forms, available for download from the class website.  For the main debate audience review grade, equal weight will be given to notes (clear and comprehensive) and scoring (completing all parts of the evaluation form and distinguishing between debaters). 
It is always important to arrive on time, but it is critical on debate days.  With just a few minutes to present an opening argument, a classmate’s late arrival could disrupt a debater’s presentation and affect his or her grade.
Absences:  In general, assignments and exams cannot be rescheduled or made up except in cases of serious, unavoidable, and documented circumstances that are 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) in order to download slides and access the online syllabus and other course-related information.   
Attendance and decorum:  Class attendance is not recorded, but it is important for students who want to do well in CHSS313 to be in class, prepared, and attentive.  In addition to other important information, extra credit opportunities will be announced in class and will often consist of in-class participation.  Preparation for class includes completing reading by the assigned due date.  Lectures and debates will be more interesting and more meaningful for students who have done the reading in advance.  In order to be attentive, you should not engage in any multi-tasking activities during class – that means no texting, e-mail, web surfing, doing homework for other classes, etc.  Please turn off all cell phones and other potential sources of disruption at the start of class.  During class, laptops may only be used for taking notes.  If you must arrive late or leave early, please do so as quietly as possible and be considerate of your classmates by sitting near an exit.    
Disability accommodations:  If you are a student with a disability and you need academic accommodations, please see me early in the semester.  If you have not already done so, contact the Disability Resource Center (DRC) at 703-993-2474.  All academic accommodations must be arranged through that office.  Please keep in mind that it might not be possible to grant last-minute requests for accommodations, so it important to make all arrangements well before the date when the accommodation is needed.   

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.
Important dates:
Last day to add a class - Sep. 15




Last day to drop a class - Oct. 2




Last day for a selective withdrawal – Oct. 30

Enrollment:  Every student is responsible for verifying correct enrollment.  Graded work will not be returned to students who are not officially enrolled.
Schedule
T
Sep 1
Introduction; review of critical thinking
R
Sep 3
Perspective-taking
T
Sep 8
Forms of persuasion; role-playing debate; practice debate selection; practice debate group meetings
R
Sep 10
Defining disability and the history of difference

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

T
Sep 15
Little People, Big Steps; Resolutions and roles due for practice debates
R
Sep 17
Practice Debate #1
· Allen, D.B. & Fost, N. (2004). hGH for short stature: Ethical issues raised by expanded access. The Journal of Pediatrics, 144(5), 648-652.
T
Sep 22
Practice Debate #2
· Parker, G. (2004, February 18). Limb lengthening tests human willpower. Associated Press. Retrieved from http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/4242093/
· Payne, P. (2001, July 29). Dwarfs divided over limb lengthening. Los Angeles Times, A1. Retrieved from http://8.12.42.31/2001/jul/29/news/mn-27763
· Little People of America Advisory Board (2006). Extended limb lengthening: Position summary. Retrieved from http://www.lpaonline.org/mc/page.do?sitePageId=56366
R
Sep 24
Practice Debate #3
· Gollust, S.A., Thompson, R.E, Gooding, H.C. & Biesecker, B.B. (2003). Living with achondroplasia: Attitudes toward population screening and correlation with quality of life. Prenatal Diagnosis, 23, 2003-2008.
T
Sep 29
Modern perceptions of disability and difference
· 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. 
· Davis, L. (2007). Deafness and the riddle of identity. The Chronicle of Higher Education, 53(19), B5-B8.

R
Oct 1
Freaks and the American sideshow tradition
· 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.

T
Oct 6
Freaks and the American sideshow tradition (cont’d)
· Dreger, A. (2008, March 25). Lavish dwarf entertainment. Bioethics Forum, http://www.thehastingscenter.org/Bioethicsforum/Post.aspx?id=740
R
Oct 8
NO CLASS – Meet with your main debate groups to finalize resolutions and roles; you should have already

 

completed the reading for your assigned debate, done some preliminary research,  and have a good understanding

 

of the topic
T
Oct 13
NO CLASS – MONDAY CLASSES MEET TODAY

R
Oct 15
Freaks (1932); Resolutions and roles for main debates due
T
Oct 20
MID-TERM EXAM
R
Oct 22
Created difference
· 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.  
T
Oct 27
Main Debate #1
· Schramme, T. (2008). Should we prevent non-therapeutic mutilation and extreme body modification? Bioethics, 22(1), 8-15.
R
Oct 29
Diversity and normalization: Conjoined twins
· Bratton, M. & Chetwynd, S. (2004). One into two will not go: Conceptualising conjoined twins. Journal of Medical Ethics, 30(3), 279-285.

T
Nov 3
Main Debate #2
· London, A.J. & Knowles, L.P. (2001). The Maltese conjoined twins: Two views of their separation. The Hastings Center Report,31(1), 48-52. 
R
Nov 5
Diversity and normalization: Intersex
· Weil, E. (2006, September 24). What if it’s (sort of) a boy and (sort of) a girl? New York Times Magazine, 48-53.
· Morris, E. (2004). The self I will never know. New Internationalist, 364, 25-27.

T
Nov 10
Main Debate #3
· Rossiter, K. & Diehl, S. (1998). Gender reassignment in children: Ethical conflicts in surrogate decision making. Pediatric Nursing, 24(1), 59.
R
Nov 12
Eugenics
· Gould, S. J. (2002). Carrie Buck’s daughter. Natural History, 11(6), 12.
T
Nov 17
Reproductive technology
· Galton, D. (2007). Ethics or regulation for the regulation of assisted reproduction technology. Reproductive Biomedicine Online, 14(Supplement 1), 19-23. 
R
Nov 19
Main Debate #4
· Johnston, J. (2009).  Judging octomom. The Hastings Center Report, 39(3), 23-25.
T
Nov 24
Our Genes / Our Choices
R
Nov 26
NO CLASS – THANKSGIVING RECESS
T
Dec 1
Main Debate #5
· Sanghavi, D. (2006, December 5). Wanting babies like themselves, some parents choose genetic defects. New York Times, 5. (Newspaper Source Plus)
R
Dec 3
The transhuman future?
· Baker, S. (2008). Rise of the cyborgs. Discover, 29(10).
T
Dec 8
Main Debate #6
· Grace, D. (2006). Beyond belief. Ecologist, 36(8), 16-18.
R
Dec 10
Perspective-taking follow-up; review
R
Dec 17
FINAL EXAM: 1:30
