
 

 

 

Course Syllabus 

Adjunct Professor：Norman Daniels 

Course 
Health policy and management 

- Ethics and Health Care Priority Setting 

Credit 1 
Method of 

Teaching 
Lecture 

Objective 

The objective of the course is to provide grasp of problems faced in priority setting, tools available to address those 

problems, and steps that must be taken given limitations of those tools. 

 

By end of the course, students will be able to: 

1. Understand strengths and limitations of key priority setting tool, cost effectiveness analysis. 

2. Analyse ethical conflicts that arise in priority setting, with an emphasis on conflict between maximization of 

aggregate population health and distribution of health. 

3. Evaluate process needed to enhance legitimacy and improve fairness of decisions about priorities in health 

Outline 

Topics covered will follow this sequence: 

1. Strengths and limits of dominant economic tools (such as cost effectiveness analysis) used for priority setting 

2. How concerns about fairness in distribution conflict with health maximization strategies 

3. Explain why there is reasonable disagreement about how to address these conflicts 

4. Assess a proposal about how to make decisions in the face of these disagreements, and consider some applications 

of that proposal 

Class Schedule  (90 minutes each) 

1.  Case study of Oregon state: Public Values meet Cost-Effectiveness Analysis (CEA)  (7 Jan Mon 14:00-15:30)  

“Should we suspend the use of CEA rankings in favor of the rule of rescue?” 

2.  CEA and Comparative Effectiveness Research (CER)  (7 Jan Mon 16:00-17:30) 

   -  Health maximizing tools and their foundations 

3.  CEA and Distributive issues  (8 Jan Tue 14:00-15:30) 

a. unsolved rationing problems 

b. public attitudes 

4.  Equity in health and its philosophical foundations  (8 Jan Tue 16:00-17:30) 

5.  Fair Deliberative Process  (9 Jan Wed 14:00-15:30) 

      -  Accountability for Reasonableness (A4R) 

6.  Human Rights and Priority Setting   (9 Jan Wed 16:00-17:30) 

7.  Reducing Health Disparities, distributive issues, and fair process   (10 Jan Thu 14:00-15:30) 



 

 

8.  Accountability for Reasonableness:  (10 Jan Thu 16:00-17:30) 

      -  Some International Applications 

 

We add seminars by Japanese teachers for each to assist students with difficulty in language/background knowledge 
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Achievement evaluation 

There will be a written final exam after the completion of the course. 



 

 

 


