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Overall, this is a solid and promising proposal and probably long overdue for The Ohio State University.  This being said, I have a number of concerns and suggestions for improvement that I will articulate below in response to the four RACGS member prompts.
1. Potential conflicts with any existing program at the reviewing RACGS member’s own institution and/or unnecessary duplication of programs in the state or region;
The proposed MA in bioethics does potentially conflict with our bioethics MA which has been in existence now for over twenty years as it does have a similar structure and credit load
How much content overlap there will be with our program is more difficult to say as the proposed courses have (understandably in a preliminary proposal) only a brief description. From what has been supplied, the following core courses probably overlap significantly with courses or large sections of courses that we currently offer: BIOETHC 6000, 6010, 6020, and 6030.  Of the elective courses, the following probably overlap significantly with courses or large sections of courses that we currently offer: End of Life Ethics and Genetics and Perinatal Bioethics (both listed as BIOETHC 7xxx).  
With respect to the state or region, the proposal rightly includes that NEOMED is launching a bioethics graduate program as well.  I do not have the details of that program and so cannot comment on potential conflicts or overlap.
I want to emphasize that our faculty understands that some structural and content overlap is unavoidable. Our aim is only to address the RACGS member prompt as requested.

2. Opportunities for collaboration with the RACGS member’s own institution;
There are at least two features of the proposed program that distinguish it from ours: (1) it will be an online program and (2) it is expected that part-time students – probably health professionals - will constitute the majority of students in the program.  In contrast, our program is not online (and we have no plans to launch an online version in the foreseeable future) and the vast majority of our students are full-time (and complete the program in 1 year).  These important differences in mode of program delivery and target audience should afford us the opportunity to learn from OSU’s experience. In addition, our department would be open to exploring the possibilities of mutually beneficial collaborations with the CBMH in education, research and outreach. I should add that this interest and openness stands, irrespective of whether the proposed program becomes a reality.

3. Concerns with substantive elements of the proposed degree program; and
In reviewing the proposal, two concerns come to mind. The first has to do with the pedagogical limits of online programs for bioethics content. Dialogic method and case discussion tend to be effective and oft employed approaches to teaching bioethics. Traditional online modes of course delivery pose significant challenges to these pedagogical approaches.  In addition, the kind of interaction with peers that is afforded by traditional classroom setting, particularly when dialogic and case-based methods are employed, has been very difficult to replicate in the virtual world to date (this may be changing but it has been a challenge thus far).
The second concern has to do with whether or not the CBMH has adequate capacity to launch this proposed bioethics MA.  As far as I can tell, the CBMH has a director (Nash) with two MA level support people (Vest and Bolt).  Even with the collaborating faculty indicated in the proposal, launching an entire MA program with up to 6 new core courses and up to 10 new elective courses seems extraordinarily ambitious.  Just for the sake of contrast, our department has around 7+ fte faculty with primary appointments in our department, 2.5+ fte administrative support people, and several research associates and research assistants. We also have many collaborating faculty from across the School of Medicine, our affiliate hospitals and CWRU, some with secondary appointments in our department.

4. Suggestions that might help the submitting institution strengthen the proposal or refine its focus.
The main suggestions I have for strengthening the proposal/refining its focus are:
· That the online modality of program delivery be detailed, along with process for evaluation and quality assessment
· That the proposed courses be fleshed out in more detail in the full proposal so that reviewers can better assess proposed content
· That the capacity of the CBMH core and participating faculty to launch this ambitious degree be more clearly shown
· That the proposal consider launching the degree on a much smaller scale initially (closer to 10 students than 25) before scaling up
