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SESSION 3:  MEMBER DISCUSSION 

 DR. WAGNER:  We are assembled.  Let's -- our afternoon is committed to 

discussing some possible recommendations with regard to the 

education -- ouch -- component.  We always put that leg right in front of me, don't we? 

 And we have some -- and we do have some questions from our Mount Holyoke 

students, Commissioners.  So I think I'd like to -- oh, and from some others.  So I 

think -- 

 DR. GUTMANN:  Yeah. 

 DR. WAGNER:  -- I think I'd like to go through these very, very quickly 

and -- as we make the transition. 

 This is from Uma Lima and I met Uma a little earlier.  Uma, you say, though, 

don't you? 

 MS. LIMA:  It's Umi. 

 DR. WAGNER:  Umi.  I'm sorry.  I met you earlier. 

 And the question is how does testing take into account underprivileged students 

that don't have resources or proper guidance for test preparation with standardized 

assignments, especially as science courses become less available -- science courses 

become less available, and even if science courses may be present, they aren't regulated 

to ensure that students are being prepared properly? 

 So this is about having access to science education.  How does it take into 

account students with things like testing anxiety and PTSD and other disabilities that 

have capability of applying knowledge, but not in a testing environment?  So what do 

we do to accommodate the latter, but account for the former?  It seems like issues of 

social justice, some issues of inequity. 



 Thoughts that we might include in our report to address those things? 

 DR. GUTMANN:  Well, I think we have a principle of justice and fairness which 

we interpret as a commitment to distribute fairly the benefits and the costs of any policy 

-- the products of any policy, and I think in the education area, it applies really strongly 

because education's a foundation for other opportunities in life.  So I think we're going 

to make it clear in the report that what we recommend for education and deliberation we 

want distributed widely and that means it needs to have the modifications and the 

flexibility to be used among, you know, the widest range of students. 

 DR. WAGNER:  Dan? 

 DR. SULMASY:  I was going to say first that we have to be clear that we can't 

address all inequities in education through introducing bioethics or through our report, 

but that much being said, the question highlights the tension that we heard between the 

sort of need to have tests that will reduce questions, that cause anxiety and cause 

students to have -- who have difficulty to not be able to take the test and show 

themselves as they truly are -- balanced against what we heard was the need to have 

questions about these topics in the tests in order to get the schools to teach the topics 

that are not just going to be for elite schools, but for everybody. 

 So I think we have to find a balance between those two, but certainly, I think, we 

came out on suggesting that it is a disservice to eliminate those kinds of questions from 

the tests because it means that then that doesn't give the incentive to the schools to begin 

to teach those topics. 

 DR. FARAHANY:  Just one -- 

 DR. WAGNER:  Sure, please. 

 DR. FARAHANY:  -- one of the things that our earlier panel talked about a little 



bit was some of the ways in which there are attempts to sort of democratize education 

and access to information.  MOOCs are an example of that, the MOOC on bioethics, 

you know, efforts to bring scientific and basic scientific education to online platforms 

that make it more accessible, that make the best teachers more accessible to more 

people.  That isn't an end all, be all solution, but it's one step toward access to different 

kinds of education that wouldn't be as available. 

 A lot of the education modules that the Bioethics Commission and our staff has 

been developing are really to bring those tools into the classrooms, to bring them into a 

much broader group of people to help teachers who wouldn't otherwise be able to put 

together those educational materials, who wouldn't have the time, who wouldn't have 

the access to be able to incorporate it into their own classroom settings. 

 And so I think there's a role for people at places that do have greater means to be 

able to contribute meaningfully to try to improve access and that's by giving education 

as a public good in some ways into places like educational modules that we're 

developing or through MOOCs or things like that.  So it's a step in the right direction, I 

think, to address some of those concerns. 

 DR. GUTMANN:  Let me give you one just specific example -- 

 DR. WAGNER:  Sure. 

 DR. GUTMANN:  -- which could be applied to bioethics. It happens to be in the 

realm of modern poetry. So we created a lot of MOOCs at Penn which are interactive 

with the professor, but they're online and one of them is a Modern American Poetry 

MOOC, which Al Filreis teaches.  He's a professor at Penn.  And it had about 20,000 

students.  It turns out -- and they're interactive sessions with the professor. 

 It turns out that one of those students is a severely autistic young man who can't 




