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Taking Sides #2: Issue #7 Prescriptions Based on Race

1. What is the major thesis, or point, of the Yes side?
The major point of the yes side is that taking race into consideration for the treatment of diseases is helpful, since diseases ad treatment reactions cluster by race.
2. What is the major thesis, or point, of the No side?
Race should not be used when determining treatment options for people.  
3. Briefly state in your own words two facts presented by the Yes side.
The yes side talks about the treatment of chronic heart failure, and how African Americans reacted differently to a medication than other races.  It also talks about how 40% of African Americans naturally metabolize antidepressants slower than Caucasians do.
3. Briefly state in your own words two facts presented by the No side.
Biologically, people of different races are still almost identical in their DNA.  BiDill is a drug that was approved by the FDA for treatment of heart failure specifically for people who self-identified as black.
5. Briefly state in your own words two opinions presented by the Yes side. The major thesis cannot be used as one opinion.
One opinion is that the “one size fits all” approach to medicine is not the best way to practice it.  Also they believe the public is wrong by wanting doctors to be “colorblind” when it comes to diagnosis and treatment of different races.
6. Briefly state in your own words two opinions presented by the No side. The major thesis cannot be used as one opinion.
[bookmark: _GoBack]One of the opinions of the no side is that there is no credible evidence for benefits of race specificity when it comes to diagnosis and treatment of diseases.  It also says that by having these race specific treatments, we can expect ramifications in the future from it.  
7. Identify a fallacy, or a misleading statement, on the Yes side. Explain why you think it’s a fallacy or misleading statement.
Since there is no biological difference between races, it is an argument from ignorance to say that drugs will affect different races differently.  That is, since there is no proof and no known cause for different treatment reactions etc, they are just suggesting different studies because they don’t know that it won’t work better.
8. Identify a fallacy, or a misleading statement, on the No side. Explain why you think it’s a fallacy or misleading statement.
The no side made a point early in the paper that because people of other races felt wrong about having different treatments, that the different treatments must be bad.  Just because something is a popular belief doesn’t mean that it is true.  This is not a good piece of evidence for the argument against racially determined treatments. 
9. Which side (Yes or No) do you personally feel is most correct now that you have reviewed the material in these articles? Why?
After reviewing the two entries, I feel that the yes side is more correct.  It definitely had a lot more evidence for its argument.  The more evidence you can get concerning a topic, the easier it is to believe. 
10. Overall, which author impressed you as being the most empirical in presenting his or her thesis? (That is, which author appeared to rely most on scientific findings, as opposed to unsupported statements?)
I was more impressed with the first author.  She had plenty of examples and evidence to back up her side, rather than just her personal feelings concerning the matter, as was the case for a lot of the second document. 
11. For the author that you think relied more on unsupported statements, and less on scientific findings, (that is, the less empirical author) please describe a possible reason for why they may be biased in their opinion.
The second document t had more unsupported statements.  The first document had a lot of clinical evidence for the benefit of racially determined treatments.  The second document relied mostly on moral feelings about the subject
