
FMPH 151: Public Health Research Ethics 
Research ethics is the ethics associated with the planning, conducting and reporting of 
research.  As ethics is dynamic, this 4-unit course is designed to encourage inquiry of and 
discussion about ethical principles, regulations, conventions and organizational practices that 
support, and/or potentially compromise, the responsible and ethical conduct of research. Topics 
discussed include, yet are not limited to, scientific bias, research participant protections, 
collaboration, data management, social responsibility and publication ethics. 
 
We will explore this through a lens of decolonization, considering different approaches to 
research ethics in the context of historical and ongoing global power dynamics.  
 
By the end of the course, students will be able to: 
 
1a. Describe core content areas associated 
with research ethics 

1b. Compare different ethical frameworks for   
       public health research and practice 
 

2a. Identify regulatory and ethical areas 
most relevant to your discipline 
  

2a. Identify ‘wicked’ ethical problems in global  
      public health research 

3a. Find and explain relevant codes, rules, 
and regulations that guide the conduct of 
research in your discipline and profession 
 

3b. Identify locus of power-with, power-for, and  
       power-over in different approaches to  
       research 
 

4a. Apply a framework to identify and 
consider the ethical dimensions of an 
instructional case 
 

4b. Modify an aspect of a research design to  
      address imbalances in power 

5. Reflect on how you can influence the 
‘health’ of the research ecosystem 

 

 

Welcome! I’m so glad you’re here. 
 

Responsible Conduct of Research (RCR) Training Requirement. Students/trainees who 
have a requirement for RCR training associated with a funding agency (e.g., NIH, NSF), this 
course (FMPH-U 258C) may be used to satisfy that requirement as it exceeds the minimal 
standards set by the National Institutes of Health (NIH). However, whether this course is 
deemed an acceptable training alternative is at the discretion of the advisor or department. 
 

Materials 
Communication: We will meet daily and will use a slack channel for open communication with 
one another and the group as whole. If you find you have issues with sim cards / airtime / wifi, 
please let me know asap so we can troubleshoot. 
 
Texts: 
A History of Global Health, Interventions into the lives of other people. Randall Packard and 
other texts as listed in the course schedule. 
 
Other materials: In addition to the textbook, we will work together to build a resource library that 
we can use to answer our questions. We will build our library throughout the term, relying 
heavily on student questions, recommendations, and preferences. 



Guiding principals 
We will develop our community’s guidelines collaboratively on the first day and they will be 
modified iteratively as necessary throughout the term. These are Dr. FM’s starting points: 
 

Assume good faith.  
I assume that you are taking this course because it genuinely interests you, and that you are 
doing your best to engage with me, your classmates, and the material. This means I will work 
from the assumption that you are doing your best to complete the assignments, to communicate 
with me and your classmates, and to join the class in person as you are able. For your part, 
please also assume that I am doing my best to create something new. Part of trying to do old 
things in a new way means getting it wrong sometimes. I ask for your grace and collaboration so 
that we can create something wonderful together.  
Things are going to go wrong, and that’s ok 
I understand that we are still living in the after(?)math of a global pandemic, that our bodies and 
brains are tired, and that people we care about will sometimes require our attention. All course 
material will be posted online and every student will receive at least one 72 hour deadline 
extension, no questions asked. Beyond that, extensions will be made on a case by case basis. I 
promise to hold the tension between maintaining high academic standards with flexibility and 
compassion for our circumstances. 
Assignments and Grading  
FMPH151 is a 4-unit course. That means that you are expected to spend approximately 24 
hours a week on work related to the class. About a third of those hours will be spent in intensive 
group discussions in a classroom setting. The rest will be spent on excursions, practice 
exercises (homework), writing, and reading. 
 
Grades are (theoretically) a reflection of how well a student has mastered the material, however 
they lack nuance. Bloom’s taxonomy is a tool for thinking more deeply about what and how well 
people have learned1. The rows in the table below are cognitive processes – how much critical 
thinking is required for a task. The course learning objectives for this course primarily fall to the 
right –you are expected to use your critical thinking skills to evaluate the world around you and 
create something new. The columns represent what type of knowledge you are demonstrating, 
and range from facts (i.e., vocabulary or descriptions) to concepts (general ideas), to procedure 
(how something is done). A rough approximation of the meaning for grades A - C in individual 
assignments is shown in the table below.  
 
 Remember Understand Apply Analyze Evaluate Create 
Facts C C B A- A- A 
Concepts C B B+ A- A A 
Procedures B B+ A- A A A+ 
Metacognition B+ B+ A- A A+ A+ 

 
Assignments: 
Weekly journal reflections (10%) 
Weekly multimedia self-reflection prompts.  
  
Discussion lead (15%) 
Facilitate a class discussion on a paper of your choice. A library of options will be made 
available. Students who in a topic not listed can collaborate with Dr. FM to identify an 
appropriate reading. 
 



Attendance and participation (10%) 
Students are expected to be present for at least 80% of in-person instruction, prepared (having 
completed the readings), and ready to engage with their fellow learners. 
 
Ethics critical engagement paper (50%, total) 
This assignment is purposely broken into smaller scaffolded chunks to give you multiple 
opportunities for feedback before submitting the final product. 

• Topic proposal (5%) 
• Regional dynamics (5%) 
• Stakeholders (5%) 
• Power dynamics (5%) 
• Potential ethical frameworks (5%) 
• Perspectives (5%) 
• Final paper (20%) 

 
In-class presentation (15%) 
Present your chosen ethical issue for feedback prior to submitting your final paper. 
 
Requests for Grade Changes 
All requests for grade changes must be made in writing within three days (72 hours) of receiving 
a grade. Requests must be well written, cogent arguments of 1 page or less explaining why the 
student does not feel the assigned grade is appropriate, what grade they do feel they earned, 
and why the preferred grade is more appropriate to the level of work that was submitted. 
Arguments will be more persuasive if they refer to the above matrix and cite Krathwol, 2002. 
The instructor has final authority on all grade changes and may require that the student redo a 
portion of the assignment to better reflect the grade the student feels they have earned. 
1Krathwohl, D. R. (2002). A revision of Bloom's taxonomy: An overview. Theory into 
practice, 41(4), 212-218  
 
Late assignments 
Assignments that are turned in late will be docked 5% per day after the due date. If you think 
you’re going to struggle to submit a given assessment on time, please reach out to your 
instructional team before an assessment is due.  
 
Course Schedule 
This calendar, especially readings and deadlines, is subject to change. Please check the 
datestamp at the bottom and canvas to make sure you are using the most current version. 
 
Anticipated classroom times: M-Th 9am – 11am  
Week Topic Readings 
1 Origins of global public health research and early ethical considerations 

 
Compliance Ethics: The Belmont Report, Nuremberg, and Tuskegee 

2 Community engaged and participatory research 
3 Wicked ethics in global health  
4 An ethic of care: research in relationship 
5 Moving forward: Is ethical north-south research possible? 

  


