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( Loyalty & Betrayal
( The SAT and Gender

( Blood Donations from Gay Men
Ethics Case Study is one of the events that Ethical Values Club organizes in our school. There are three cases, that each ends up with a question, which needs an ethical solution.You can choose any case you like. However, you can only submit one entry for each case. Please, write/print your solutions on an A4 paper, with this form on the top attached to your solution. The deadline is the 3rd of May 2004. Please, put your solutions into the Ethical Values Club Box in Lise Office. Good Luck!

Loyalty & Betrayal 

Elia Kazan was one of the most important American film directors during the 1950’s and 1960’s, having directed classic films such as On the Waterfront and Viva Zapata, A Streetcar Named Desire, and East of Eden, which launched the careers of Marlon Brando and James Dean. Few years ago Mr. Kazan was rejected, as he has been now for many years, for lifetime achievement awards by both the American Film Institute and the Los Angeles Film Critics Association. The reason for this is that in 1952 Mr. Kazan appeared before the U.S. House of Representatives Committee on Un-American Activities (HUAC) and informed on eight friends, all film writers and directors as having been, like Mr. Kazan, members of the American Communist Party in the 1930’s. Kr Kazan did not accuse the eight individuals of any specific actions injurious to the United States. Nonetheless, none of them were able to work in the film industry for many years, in some cases, ever again, as a result of Mr. Kazan’s testimony. Kr Kazan’s testimony took place at the height of the McCarthy era when the HUAC was zealously looking for evidence of Communist influence in Hollywood. Mr. Kazan was under pressure to testify, as were other former members of the American Communist Party in the film industry, because failure to cooperate with the HUAC had led to many writers and directors being blacklisted by film studios, which made it impossible to find work. Movie critics are deeply divided over the decision not to honor Mr. Kazan. Some believe that, in the words of one member of the American Film Institute, “All that matters is the movies. You’re honoring a person’s body of work.” Other critics disagree. “When you’re honoring someone’s entire career, says another critic, you’re honoring the totality of what he represents, and Kazan’s career, post 1952, was built on the ruin of other person’s careers.”  Should Mr. Kazan receive a lifetime achievement award? If so, why? If not, why not?

The SAT and Gender 

For the past three decades female students have consistently received lower average grades than male students on both the verbal and math subcomponents of the Scholastic Achievement Test (SAT). In 1996 the female students’ average verbal score was four points lower than the male students’, and the female students’ average math score was thirty five points lower. The SAT has never been shown to be a valid indicator of a student’s academic performance over a four-year college career, although there is a moderate positive correlation between SAT scores and students’ first year grades. It is also the case, however, that for many years the average grades for female students in all subjects are consistently higher than for male students during the first year of college. Leslie R. Wolfe, President of the Center for Women Policy Studies, has recently called for the College Board, which prepares the SAT, to eliminate the gap in female and male students’ scores by removing questions on which male students regularly score better than female students. Ms. Wolfe says that lower SAT scores “rob girls of scholarships they otherwise deserve.” Janice Gans, a spokesperson, for the College Board, responds that Ms. Wolfe seems to be calling for a “dumbing down of the test so that girls will do better.” Should Ms. Wolfe’s suggestion of removing from the SAT exam questions on which male students regularly score higher than female students be adopted? If so, why? If not, why not? 

Blood Donations from Gay Men 

Recently the FDA voted narrowly (7-6) to continue a ban on gay men donating blood that it imposed in 1985. Dr. F. Blaine Hollinger, Chair of the FDA Blood Products Advisory Committee said, however: "Personally, I'm very open to a change. It's discriminatory. We have to see all the data first. If it can be done without changing the safety of the blood supply, it ought to be done." Gay activists argue that the ban unfairly discriminates against gay men. They note that a heterosexual woman who has had sex with an AIDS infected partner may donate after a year. Similarly, promiscuous heterosexuals are also at risk for HIV infection, but are not prevented from donating blood. Jeffrey Haviland, a gay man who once lied in order to donate blood argues, "The question should not be, 'Are you homosexual,' [but] 'What risk factors have you engaged in?'" New testing procedures have increased the likelihood of detecting HIV in donated blood. Ten years ago, tests searched for HIV antibodies, which take as long as a year to appear. Now tests use nucleic acids, which can detect tiny amounts of virus even before antibodies emerge - as early as eleven days after infection. However, some blood experts worry that easing the ban could result in an increased in the number of HIV infected donations. Dr. Michael Bush, UC San Francisco, said, "The tests are not perfect. And even though they are very good --- there remains a small but significant rate of test error." In fact, each year approximately 10 HIV infected units of blood (of 12 million units donated) escape detection and result in 2-3 cases of HIV infection. Put another way, each year one in every 675,000 people who receive blood donations nationwide receives HIV infected blood. If the lifetime ban were changed to a five year ban, an estimated 62,300 men who have had sex with men would be eligible to donate. If the lifetime ban were changed to a one year ban, an estimated 112,000 previously ineligible man could give blood. This information comes at a time when the nation's blood banks are increasingly short of donors. The National Blood Data Resource Center predicts that in 2001 demand will exceed supply by 200,000 units. Nonetheless, the American Red Cross recommends retaining the ban, contending that the increased benefit is not worth the very small increased risk of HIV infection. The Red Cross insists that gay men are not singled out unfairly. Any group posing a risk to blood recipients, says the Red Cross, is restricted -- e.g. IV drug users, prostitutes, and persons with infectious diseases, such as hepatitis. Other blood bank organizations disagree, however. In this regard there is approximately an even split on the issue among blood bank organizations. If you were the highest authority, what would you do about this problem?

Please, leave the rest for the jury.
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***No citation is made in order to insure the originality of ideas submitted by the participants.
