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This course will explore one contemporary social and medical issue - the need for a functioning public health
apparatus — and the ethical implications of an adequate public health system. The framework of the ethical

analysis is Christian social ethics, especially Catholic Social Teaching as it understands *Common Good'. [47
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CHRISTIAN ETHICS & PUBLIC HEALTH
Section #1 [31458]
Meets in St. T. 360
2:00-2:50PM— M, W, F.
SPRING 2007 Syllabus

Stephen J. Casey

CONTACT at:

Office — St. T. #356

ph.: 570. 941.7590 [voice mail equipped]
E-mail: CASEYs1@SCRANTON.EDU

COURSE DESCRIPTION:

This course will explore the intersection of an element of one contemporary social and medical
issue — the need for a functioning public health apparatus — and the ethical implications of the presence/
absence of an adequate public health system. The framework of the ethical analysis is taken from
Christian social ethics, more specifically from the tradition of Catholic Social Teaching & the theme of the
‘Common Good'. This exploration begins in an exploration of the historical roots of both the PH [public
health] movement and the concept of the CG [common good].

The analysis done in this course will be situated in a pastoral approach looking at the reality from
an involved, historically committed stance with the intent of doing discernment in the situation for the
purpose of action. [For further development of this mode! see: SOCIAL ANALYSIS: Linking Faith and Justice by Joe Holland
& Peter Henriot, S.J. (Washington DC. Center for Concern. Revised and Enlarged Edition, 1988)] This social analysis
then is not a simple exercise in scholarship, it is analysis in the service of action for justice - is an integral
part of "the faith that does justice." [note well: this theme in the Jesuit Congregations #32, 34].

The course readings/discussion will present information of both traditions [PH & CST] as well as
their convergence. A student in the class will demonstrate an ability to both present & describe the content
and context of these traditions with special attention to the majors ideas of each. Understanding such
information implies that one can interpret, order and infer causation within it; there will be measures built
into course to insure comprehension . As education is never a passive endeavor the student will be
expected to demonstrate understanding by translating the acquired knowledge into a new context [the
contemporary situation in the US]; this clearly means that synthesis is a necessary aspect of learning.
These goals represent the vision of the work, SOCIAL ANALYSIS, noted above but they are also related to
the taxonomy of educational objectives made famous in the work of Benjamin S. Bloom [see: Taxonomies of
education objectives. Boston MA: Allyn & Bacon, © 1984 — Pearson Education.] Assignments are designed to insure
that measures of progress in attaining these goals are an integral part of the course [see: Assignments
below]; further they will be employed to assess progress in achieving these goals.

EXPECTATIONS:
This course involves reading, discussion and writing; above all else it involves thinking. Please consider
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a. If you do not like to think or to contribute in class then you are clearly in the wrong class. | do not
believe that education is a passive endeavor; all parties are obliged to contribute to the class.
b. The question of PH & CE are the twin foci of our study. If you do not want to discuss them critically

and in depth you are in the wrong class. Further, each participant must aliow others to express
his/her developed and considered views. No one may presume that his/her prejudices are
accepted by others. NOTE WELL: ‘considered’ means that views presented are carefully phrased
& supported by evidence & logic.

c. While both academic and religious freedom are presumed, freedom from work is not. Careful,
critical reading supplemented by clear, well developed writing are necessities in this course.
Without either you will fail.

d. There is an explicit attendance policy in this class. It is in keeping with the U of S Class

Attendance Policy which was formulated in a University Senate Resolution (8 December
1995), approved by the President of the University & promulgated by the Provost on 22 February
1996. It reads:

Students are expected to attend all scheduled

meetings of courses in which they are enrolled.

Every student is responsil)le for all material

presented & announcements made (luring any

class. Attendance policies for individual

courses are determined by the instructor &

must be promulgate& in writing in the course

synal)l
While a formal notification of these restrictions may not be not highly desirable it has been made
necessary by repeated difficuities in the past. Six cuts are allowed for situations that cannot be
avoided, i.e., job interviews, illness, funerals, etc. Except in extraordinary cases there will be a
reduction of your semester mark in the following fashion — 6-8 cuts = one mark (ex: C+ to D+); 9
cuts = FAILURE for course.

Other Considerations:

~ Writing— This course is a WI (writing intensive course); therefore there will be extra emphasis on written

work as a mode of learning as well as an expression one’s ideas & learning. In addition assignments are

structured to enable students to employ writing not only to demonstrate their familiarity with the subject

matter but also to demonstrate their command of the process of writing. Students will be expected to

demonstrate through their written work that they comprehend both concepts and data that they have

read and/or discussed. The process of writing culminates in an analysis and synthesis of these concepts

in written assignments. The oral reports/written paper component of their assignment represents: 1.} a

creative synthesis of the student's thought and research 2.} a exercise in the practice of critical thinking.
The course will meet the following Wi Goals in that alt students will:

1> write a minimum of 4,000 words in phased assignments

2> demonstrate through written work comprehension of important concepts/data

3> do written analysis of important concepts/data

4> synthesize through their writing important concepts/data for advancement of knowledge for

2
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GE & Christian Ethics—

The introduction of questions of injustice ought to raise issues of transcendence-religious questions. In

the context of the institution’s tradition and identity this course ought to lead students to be able to

demonstrate their moral acumen in matters of contemporary concem. The students in this course should

be able to synthesize the disparate materials so as to produce an ethical analysis of two key societal -

need for a PH system & the validity of a social ethical vision in the CG fradition. Students should be able to

demonstrate that they can synthesize/integrate their liberal arts education with other training by means of

theoretical/historical principles in theology/philosophy in the course of writing their papers. In the course of

a discussion of ethics students must be able to discuss both the infegration of & the tension between faith

& reason as seen in a Christian ethics setting. In the * GE Curriculum’ this course will fulfill the requirement

for a Theology/Religious Studies course.
As a theology course ‘Christian Ethics & Public Health' will meet the following Departmental Area

Objectives:

1> Study will focus on theological concepts with a particular focus on the their development through
time & other factors such as culture. [historical]

2> Students will read & interpret primary texts relevant to the historical contexts of their composition &
the present.[historicall -

3> Students will leam to think theologically by engaging in a critical dialogue with the Christian
intellectual tradition. [doctrine]

4> Students will engage theological topics by using primary texts (including Aristotle, Aquinas, Papal
pronouncements & Vatican |l documents. [historical]

5> Students will learn how to use of these materials in moral reflection on sin/evil, vicelvirtue,
conscience, discipleship, law & moral decisions.[moral]

6> Students will learn to discern how connections Christian moral reflection relates fo cognate areas
of study, specifically history, philosophy, politics & health policy. [moral]

Specific Assignments:
READINGS:

A: On John Snow M.D. SEE: the Web

#1: http://www.ph.ucla.edu/epi/snow.htmi#UAB

#2: http://www.ph.ucla.edu/epi/snow/snow_articles.htmi

#3 http://www.cdc.gov/immwr/preview/mmwrhtmli/mm5334a1.htm
Present as of 14 January 2007

PUBLIC HEALTH

B: Web Sites: PH
http://www.usphs.gov/html/mission.himi
hitp://www.apha.org/about/Public+Health+Links/

http://www.asph.org/document.cfm?page=300
hitp://www.who.inttopics/en/

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ocphp/nphpsp/
present as of; January 19, 2007

C: Garrett, Laurie — Introduction & Ch. 1
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Betrayal of Trust: The Collapse of Global Public Health. NY: Hyperion, 2000.

D: Ryan — Blaming The Victim & Equality (selections)
See: BB — Documents

E: ‘ldeclogy’ - from: THE THEORY TOOLBOX
See: BB — Documents

F: Garrett — Ch. 4 ‘Preferring Anarchy & Class Disparity’

COMMON GOOD:
A: Aristotle — Nicomachean Ethics [selection]

B: St. Thomas Aquinas — Summa Contra Gentiles [selection]
C: Vatican Il Gaudium et Spes [selections}]

D: Hollenbach - ‘Modern Catholic Teaching Conceming Justice’ (on CST) from: THE FAITH THAT DOES JUSTICE,
John Haughey, ed.

WRITTEN: [types]
- One page precis on each of the readings — ready for class discussion
— Report on all lecturers — possibilities

Nutritionist

HIV/AIDS - Biologist & Nurse

Immunization/Drug Tests — MD

Vaccine producer - scientist

Student: MD/MPH

— Chosen topic reports: [RESEARCH BASED]

Oral Presentation w/ sources & written report —

includes thesis, supporting materials & sources

Will have individual meetings on these projects -

Paul Farmer Ph.D./ M.D.

David Hilfiker, M.D.

Economic Inequality & Health

‘Race’ & Health

Tuskegee Syphilis Experiment

Swine Flu Vaccine

Pellagra & the PHS

1919 - Flu Epidemic

Avian Flu

Diseases like TB, Malaria, diabetes, etc.

Biological Warfare & Implications

Water Supply

Library Meeting Day : 12 February - Instructional Room — Third Floor
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1: Students will respond to assigned readings in both oral & written formats [see: class discussion & above — precis]

2: These precis assignments will enable the instructor to determine the degree to which:

a} students have read & interpreted primary theological/philosophical texts in their historical context for
application to the present [TRS GOALS - history]

b} students have engaged these primary texts in order to engage theological topics [TRS GOALS - history]

&

c} employed said texts in moral reflection of sin/evil, vice/virtue, conscience, discipleship, law & moral
decisions. [TRS GOALS — moral]

d} demonstrated through written work their comprehension of important concepts/data {GE writing intensive]

e} demonstrated that they can do written analysis of important concepts/data [GE writing intensive]

f} demonstrate their ability to do a critical dialogue with the Christian intellectual tradition. [TRS GOALS -
doctrine]

3: In an extended research based report students will demonstrate their capacity to synthesize (through both
written & an oral presentation to their classmates) important concepts/data for the advancement of
knowledge for personal & social benefit. [U of S social justice goals]

4: In all assignments students will demonstrate that they can discern how Christian moral reflection relates
to cognate areas of study, specifically history, philosophy, politics & health policy. [TRS GOALS ~
moral]

5: Students in the course will be.required to do the U of S STUDENT EVALUATION FORM & a specialized
anonymous instrument will be mandated for everyone in the section.
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READINGS:
PUBLIC HEALTH

A: On John Snow M.D. SEE: the Web {due: Monday, January 29, 2007}
Details follow!

#1: http:/www.ph.ucla.edu/epi/snow.htmI#UAB

#2: http://www.ph.ucla.edu/epi/snow/snow_articles.html

#3 http://www.cdc.govmmwr/preview/mmwrhtmli/mm5334a1.htm
Present as of 14 January 2007

B: Web Sites: PH

http:// www.usphs.gov/html/mission.html
http://www.apha.org/about/Public+Health+Links/
http://www.asph.org/document.cfm?page=300
http://www.who.int/topics/en/
http://www.cdc.gov/od/ocphp/nphpsp/

present as of: January 19, 2007

C: Garrett, Laurie - Introduction & Ch. 1
Betrayal of Trust: The Collapse of Global Public Health. NY: Hyperion,
2000.

D: Ryan - Blaming The Victim & Equality (selections)
See: BB - Documents

E: ‘ideology’ - from: THE THEORY TOOLBOX
See: BB - Documents

F: Garrett — Ch. 4 ‘Preferring Anarchy & Class Disparity’

COMMON GOOD:
A: Aristotle — Nicomachean Ethics [selection]

B: St. Thomas Aquinas - Summa Contra Gentiles [selection]
C: Vatican ll Gaudium et Spes [selections

D: Hollenbach - ‘Modern Catholic Teaching Concerning Justice’ (on CST)
from: THE FAITH THAT DOES JUSTICE, John Haughey, ed.

WRITTEN:
- One page precis on each of the readings - ready for class discussion
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Assignment #1: On John Snow, M. D.
see: WEB sites
#1: What is ‘the problem’ he [they] face[s]?
#2: What does he do?
#3: What alternatives were there AT THE TIME?
#4: Describe his methodology in reaching his solution to ‘the problem’.
Prepare a written reply to these questions on ONE sheet [do not reduce the type face];
it may be single spaced. Strive for precision & clarity. You will use this in class & then
turn it, so have your name on it.

ASSIGNMENT #5: Ryan — Blaming The Victim & Equality (selections)
For your report describe:
a} describe the exceptionalism/universalism distinction
b} give examples from Ryan of each approach
c} explain the connection to ‘Social Darwinism’ in Ryan’s exposition
NOTE WELL: the term ‘ideology’ is key here - see: next reading for more development

Assignment #8 — ARISTOTLE - Nichomachean Ethics

Where does Aristotle begin the reflections in this passage?

Determine what ‘teleology’ means - then assess the relevance of the term to this reading — does it
describe Aristotle’s reasoning?

Determine what the connection between the ‘highest good’ & ‘political science’ is! Note Well: to do this you
must be able to define both terms.

Where does Aristotle situate his discussion of the highest good, ethics and action? Why?

Assignment # 9 St. Thomas -SCG
Let's use the Critical Reading format we set up in the last class for this assignment:
What was St. T's Purpose?

What is [are] his thesis [es]

key question [s] are: ‘

ab,c.. o

How does St. T support his thesis [es]
What are the main inferences?
Conclusions?
listall-a,b,c..
THEN — where is his work in relation to Aristotle?
Similarities/ Differences
Advances? OR ?
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Analyze a Chapter [Article]
Purpose?
thesis [es]
key question [s]

means of supporting thesis
Main inferences &/or conclusions, list them -

What does the reader need to know to understand the line of
reasoning?

sub set: what does the author take for granted?

IF we accept this line of reasoning, what are the implications?

IF we DO NOT accept this line of reasoning, what are the implications?

UNIVERSAL Intellectual Standards- test for:
Clarity

Accuracy
Precision
Relevance
Depth
Breadth
Significance
Logic
Fairness

FROM: The Foundation for Critical Thinking [Dillon Beach, CA ]




