046:127 Pharmaceutical Management for Underserved Populations
Spring 2007
Individual Assignment:
A Paper on a Current Controversy Concerning Pharmaceutical Management for Underserved Populations

Time Table:

Topic Approval with H Seaba



By Friday, February 9


Search Strategy consult with Jonathan Koffel
By Friday, February 16

First Draft consult with UI Writing Center, http://www.uiowa.edu/~writingc/








By Friday, March 23


Second Draft consult with H Seaba


By Friday, April 6


Third Draft consult with Yinka Oladimeji

By Friday April 20


Final Copy Due




May 4 by 5:00pm

General Instructions for Assignment
· On or before May 4th deliver one final printed paper copy of the completed paper to Prof. Seaba’s mailbox in room 127 College of Pharmacy Building.  Also, send a copy of the paper to hazel-seaba@uiowa.edu as an attachment.
· No late papers will be graded.
Technical Instructions:
· All assignments should have a cover page with name, email address, and title of the paper.

· Use 12 point font, double spaced for text. Margins of 1 inch, include page numbering.

· Use appropriate reference formatting (e.g. International Committee of Medical Journal Editors Uniform Requirements for Manuscripts Submitted to Biomedical Journals

http://www.nlm.nih.gov/bsd/uniform_requirements.html ).

· The paper should be 10-15 pages of text plus abstract, tables and graphs, appendices and references.
· Attach the progress record for the paper to your final copy that is turned in to the instructor.

· Academic fraud, plagiarism or cheating will result in failure in course.

Topic Choice:
As an individual, write a paper on an important controversy in the area of pharmaceuticals or pharmaceuticals management for underserved populations.  The topic should be approved by the instructor, and should not be another version of the group assignment – an analysis of the pharmaceutical sector of a particular country. Examples of relevant controversies include:

· Effects of international treaties on access to medicines
· Use of drug donations

· Drug development for diseases with little market potential

· GMP for developing countries
· Application of the essential drug concept in market economies

· Rationing access to anti-retroviral drugs for HIV/AIDS

· Generic versus brand name prescribing
· Ethics of clinical trials in underserved populations

· Choice of contraceptive products for underserved populations

· INH prophylaxis in developing countries

· OTC antibiotic availability in underserved areas
· Price control strategies

· Role of non-professional providers/drug sellers

· Corruption in the pharmaceuticals sector

· Counterfeit drugs

Outline for Paper:

Cover Sheet



With title of paper, your name and email address


Abstract



A one paragraph summary of the paper


Body of the Paper

· Introduction and description of the controversy (why its important, specific description of the controversy)
· Description of the background to the controversy (including literature review of relevant factors and description of the setting)
· Analysis [relevant methods for assessing problem; identification of options; use where appropriate of Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities Threats (SWOT)]
· Conclusions (implications)

References

Use standard format.  Bibliographic software management of references is strongly recommended.


Appendices (if any)

Progress Record for Paper
046:127 Pharmaceutical Management for Underserved Populations,  Spring 2007

Assessment Form for:
 Individual Assignment:  A Paper on a Current Controversy Concerning Pharmaceutical Management for Underserved Populations
Student:  ___________________________________________
	Criteria
	Level 1 (0-69%)
	Level 2 (70-79%)
	Level 3 (80-89%)
	Level 4 (90-100%)
	Pts

	Abstract
	-inadequate summary that leaved reader without and understanding of the paper
	-adequate summary with basic information

-some information in the paper is misrepresented
	-abstract summarizes all major features of the paper
	Exemplary choice of words and professional phraseology to provide reader with a succinct but complete view of controversy in paper
	/3

	Introduction 
	-weak introduction of topic and subtopics 

-no arguable controversy is identified
	-adequate introduction that states topic and some of the subtopics 

- controversy is somewhat clear and arguable
	-proficient introduction that states topic and all subtopics in proper order

- controversy is clear and identifies arguable positions
	-exceptional introduction that grabs interest of reader and states topic and all subtopics in proper order 

- controversy is exceptionally clear, arguable, well developed, and a definitive statement 
	/4

	Quality of Information / Evidence
	-limited information on topic with lack of research, details or accurate evidence

-student gathered information that lacked relevance, quality, depth and balance.
	-some aspects of paper are researched with some accurate evidence from limited sources

-student gathered information from a limited range of sources and displayed minimal effort in selecting quality resources
	-paper is well researched in detail with  accurate and critical evidence from a variety of sources 

-student gathered information from a variety of relevant sources--print and electronic
	-paper is exceptionally  researched, extremely detailed and accurate with critical evidence from a wide variety of sources

-student gathered information from a variety of quality electronic and print sources, including appropriate licensed databases. 
-sources are relevant, balanced and include critical readings relating to the problem. 
	/8

	Analysis, Organization and Development of Ideas
	-limited connections made between evidence, subtopics, counterarguments and topic 

-lack of analysis

-offers biased interpretations of evidence, statements, graphics,

questions, information, or the points of view of others.

-fails to identify or hastily dismisses strong, relevant counter-arguments.

-ignores or superficially evaluates obvious alternative points of view.

-argues using fallacious or irrelevant reasons, and unwarranted claims

-paper lacks clear and logical development of ideas with weak transition between ideas and paragraphs

	-some connections made between evidence, subtopics, counterarguments and topic showing  analysis

-misinterprets evidence, statements, graphics, questions, etc.

-fails to identify strong, relevant counter-arguments.

-ignores or superficially evaluates obvious alternative points of view

-somewhat clear and logical development of subtopics with adequate transitions between paragraphs


	-consistent connections made between evidence, subtopics, counterarguments and topic showing good analysis

-accurately interprets evidence, statements, graphics, questions, etc.

-identifies relevant arguments (reasons and claims) pro and con.

-offers analyses and evaluations of obvious alternative points of view
-clear and logical subtopic order that supports analysis with good transitions between paragraphs

	-exceptionally critical, relevant and consistent connections made between evidence, subtopics, counter-arguments and topic showing excellent analysis

-accurately interprets evidence, statements, graphics, questions, etc.

-identifies the salient arguments (reasons and claims) pro and con.

-thoughtfully analyzes and evaluates major alternative points of view

-exceptionally clear, logical, mature, and thorough development of subtopics that support analysis with excellent transition between paragraphs

	/20

	Conclusion
	-lack of summary of topic and subtopics with weak concluding ideas from analysis
-does not justify results, nor explain reasons.

-regardless of the evidence or reasons, maintains or defends views based on self-interest or preconceptions.

-exhibits close-mindedness or hostility to reason.


	-adequate summary of topic and some subtopics with some final concluding ideas from analysis
-draws unwarranted or fallacious conclusions.

-justifies few results, -seldom explains reasons.

-regardless of the evidence or reasons, maintains or defends views based on self-interest or preconceptions.


	-good summary of topic, and all subtopics with clear concluding ideas from the analysis
-draws warranted, non-fallacious conclusions.

-justifies some results, explains reasons.

-fair-mindedly follows where evidence and reasons lead.


	-excellent summary of topic (with no new information) and all subtopics in proper order with concluding ideas that leave an impact on reader 

-draws warranted, judicious, non-fallacious conclusions.

-justifies key results and procedures, explains assumptions and reasons.

-fair-mindedly follows where evidence and reasons lead.


	/5

	Language Conventions and Writing Mechanics

	- inconsistent grammar, mechanics, spelling, capitalization and paragraphing throughout paper making reading difficult
	-paper has some errors in grammar, mechanics, spelling, capitalization and paragraphing that cause confusion for the reader
	-paper is clear, with mostly  proper grammar, mechanics, spelling, capitalization and paragraphing that does not interfere with the quality of the paper
	-paper is very concise, clear, with consistently proper grammar, mechanics, spelling, capitalization and paragraphing
	/5

	References
	-inconsistent use of footnotes with limited details and improper format 
-many sources missing or incomplete
-student clearly plagiarized materials.
	- sometimes inconsistent use of footnotes with limited details 

-Student needs to use greater care in documenting sources. -some errors in format
-documentation was poorly constructed or absent.
	-consistent and correct format inserted to validate evidence

-student documented sources with some care, 
-few errors noted.
	-proper detailed format always used consistently and correctly to validate evidence in paper

-student documented all sources
-sources are properly cited
-documentation is error-free.
	/5

	Total                                                                                                                     /50


046:127 Pharmaceutical Management for Underserved Populations
Spring 2007

Progress Record for 
Individual Assignment:
A Paper on a Current Controversy Concerning Pharmaceutical Management for Underserved Populations

Attach this completed record as the last page of the paper that you hand in on or before May 4th.

1. Topic Approval with H Seaba



By Friday, February 9

Description of Topic:

Approval:    _______________________________________________________




Hazel Seaba




Date

2. Search Strategy consult with Jonathan Koffel
By Friday, February 16

Databases and search words identified as most appropriate for topic:



_______________________________________________________




Jonathan Koffel



Date

3. First Draft consult with UI Writing Center, http://www.uiowa.edu/~writingc/








By Friday, March 23

4. Second Draft consult with H Seaba


By Friday, April 6

Approval:    _______________________________________________________




Hazel Seaba




Date

5. Third Draft consult with Yinka Oladimeji

By Friday April 20

Approval:    _______________________________________________________




Yinka Oladimeji




Date

Final Copy Due




May 4 by 5:00pm
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