
Adrienne Westenfeld, “Fear and Loathing in Las Vegas Through a Journalistic Lens” 
Professor Wayne Glausser 

   
This paper explores Hunter S. Thompson’s Fear and Loathing in Las Vegas, a seminal work of longform literary 
journalism that straddles two schools within the journalism establishment, and how it stacks up against the differing 
ethical standards of those schools. Throughout the course of the paper, Fear and Loathing is explored through the ethical 
paradigms of those two differing journalistic contexts: the traditional establishment of longform feature journalism in 
which Fear and Loathing was originally pitched, and the groundbreaking Gonzo Journalism movement its publication 
birthed. 
  
By the standards of traditional feature journalism, Fear and Loathing comes up ethically short as a result of Thompson’s 
inflammatory editorializing, his manufacturing of circumstances, his unreliability regarding the recollection of events, and 
his “shades of grey”-riddled understanding of journalistic truth. Also noteworthy is Thompson’s explicit and continual 
disparaging of traditional journalism as an insufficient toolkit to accurately shape this madcap narrative; in this sense, Fear 
and Loathing is not only distanced from traditional journalism by virtue of its minefield of ethical shortcomings, but by 
Thompson explosively pushing away from that establishment. By contrast, Fear and Loathing holds ethical water as a 
work of Gonzo Journalism in that the Gonzo establishment’s understanding of truth is not as absolute as that of the 
traditional establishment. Gonzo Journalism’s truth is experiential, not factual, and thus by the nebulous standards of 
Gonzo Journalism, Fear and Loathing strikes no ethically false notes.  
  
Works of journalism such as Fear and Loathing force us to question how journalism can and should tell its stories, as well 
as how it should not, and therefore Fear and Loathing remains a canonical standard in the annals of journalism scholarship. 
This paper’s exploration of Thompson’s work has far-reaching implications in that it wrestles with what can ethically 
constitute the truest truth in journalism as a whole.  
 
 

Midori Kawaue, “Visceral Power of the Words of Kissinger in the Chile Coup of 1973: The Dueling Realities of 
American Exceptionalism” 

Professor Glen Kuecker 
 

Throughout history, virtually all American national leaders believed, or at least proclaimed, that the U.S. is distinct, 
revolutionary, and exceptional and that it was not just another country among others. Thomas Jefferson claimed in 1801 
that the U.S. was “the world’s best hope,” Abraham Lincoln in 1862, said that the U.S. was “the last best hope of earth,” 
and contemporary presidents like George H.W. Bush proclaimed in 1992 that “America remains today what Lincoln said it 
was more than a century ago.” American leaders are, thus, indoctrinated to see that their nation is destined to be the 
beacon, the guardian and the hero for the world. However, how do these politicians make sense of America when their 
nation makes gross violations of human rights and acts of international terrorism that clearly contradict with their noble 
mission? How do they portray the disjuncture between the exceptional narrative and the reality of its actions?  The answer 
is manipulating rhetoric: one of the very elements that influences the choices, thoughts, and actions of people. One prime 
example is the rhetoric used by Henry Kissinger, Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs (Nixon’s 
administration: 1969-1974), when he played a significant role in covertly assisting a violent military coup to overthrow a 
democratically elected socialist government in Chile in 1973. Kissinger undermined Chilean democracy because Chile’s 
socialist movement, provided by President Salvador Allende who was newly elected in 1970, contradicted with Nixon 
administration’s desire for the U.S. to reassure its dominance in Latin America. The sharp contrast between Chile’s 
revolutionary democratic process to becoming an independent and stable nation, and U.S.’s brutal misconduct in Chile, so 
clearly contradicts America’s noble mission of being the beacon for the world. To overcome this dilemma, Kissinger 
utilized rhetoric to justify its intervention in Chile saying that this mission was a humanitarian operation to maintaining 
peace in the world by bringing “Communist Chile” down to maintain security in the U.S., Latin America, and in Europe. 
To define oppression and defend subjugation in Chile, Kissinger manipulated rhetoric to “package” the troubling issues, 
images and arguments that entailed with the coup.   
 
 

Katie Kondry, “American Civil Liberties and the Patriot Act” 
Professor Jeremy Anderson 

 
In my essay, “American Civil Liberties and the Patriot Act: Enhanced Security in Exchange for Discrimination and 
Decreased Autonomy,” I explore the Patriot Act’s effects on various groups of individuals, including American citizens 
and immigrants. This essay speaks to areas of ethical concern because it questions whether the Patriot Act unnecessarily 
burdens individuals’ rights to privacy by violating their sense of autonomy and free will. Furthermore, I will prove that the 



Patriot Act’s existence is unjustifiable because it targets Muslim Americans and immigrants, and sacrifices their liberty for 
the security of non-Muslim Americans. In my critique of the act, I pull upon the philosophies of Hobbes, Mill and Kant 
and analyze how actions’ justness might be determined. Finally, I will argue that the decrease in individuals’ civil liberties 
is disproportionate to the secured liberty provided by the Patriot Act, thus rendering the act harmful. While many may 
believe that the Patriot Act is a piece of legislation without much relation to morality or ethics, the consequences of the 
Patriot Act question our sense of distributional justice as we are forced, as a nation, to decide whether we will allow 
certain members of society to be heavily burdened in order to procure the safety of non-Muslim or Middle Eastern 
Americans. In essence, this act’s existence has ethical implications because we are forced, as a society, to make a choice 
between two competing claims of security and liberty. Within these claims, there are winners and losers, and we are forced 
to weigh the potential for terrible danger against permanent increases in government power.  
 
 

Haley Pratt, “Culturally Responsive Positive Behavior Intervention and Support as a Strategy for Closing the 
Achievement Gap and the Discipline Gap” 

Professor Scott Ross 
  
In the United States, we continue to see differential success of White students and students of color. These differences 
appear to stem from two major phenomena: the achievement gap and the discipline gap. The achievement gap refers to the 
trend of higher test scores, grade point averages, and general educational attainment of White and Asian/Pacific Islander 
students compared to Black, Hispanic, and American Indian/Alaska Native students. This same difference is seen in the 
ways that schools discipline students, with Black, Hispanic, and American Indian/Alaska Native students being disciplined 
more frequently and more severely than White and Asian/Pacific Islander students. These gaps set students on very 
different courses for their future careers, incomes, and involvement with the criminal justice system, and they ultimately 
serve to maintain systems of inequality within American society. There is an emerging body of evidence to support the 
ability of schools to use interventions such as Culturally-Responsive Positive Behavior Intervention and Support to close 
the achievement and discipline gaps. With so much at stake for students’ futures, schools have an ethical responsibility to 
strive to eliminate any gaps leading to differential success based on race.  
 
 

Celia Klug, “What’s Race Got To Do With It? Recent Race-Based Peremptory Challenge Litigation” 
Professor Matthew Oware 

 
This paper examines race-based peremptory challenges.  A peremptory challenge allows the prosecution and the defense 
to strike a potential juror that they think will not judge the case fairly without cause.  This occurs during the voir dire or 
questioning process of a trial.  In 1986, through the Batson vs. Kentucky case executing a peremptory challenge on the 
basis of race was deemed illegal.  This paper is a semi-replication of a 2008 study completed by Gabbidon et al that 
analyzed race-based peremptory challenge litigation.  This paper examines the characteristics of race-based peremptory 
challenge litigation or cases where it was alleged that the challenge was based on race from 2010-2014.  The research 
finds that the prosecution allegedly dismisses jurors on the basis of race more frequently than the defense, most cases were 
violent, and most of the jurors dismissed were minorities.  The most significant finding is that most appellants lost their 
cases.  This means that most courts felt the challenges were race neutral. The implications of this research are 
discussed.  Ethical considerations about the practice of peremptory challenges on the basis of race must be made.  The 
dismissal of jurors on the basis of race is unethical especially when considering the protection of an unbiased, fair jury of 
one’s peers through the 6th and 14th Amendments of the Constitution of the United States of America.  This dismissal of 
potential jurors on the basis of race can have disastrous affects in the courtroom through case sentencing as well as 
undermining the credibility of the justice system as a whole.  The research suggests that many of the race neutral reasons 
offered by attorneys are debatable and in reality may not be race neutral.  This within itself is unethical; the people charged 
with upholding the law do not necessarily do so.  If legal scholars do not critically examine peremptory challenge 
litigation this may become a big issue for society.  Research suggests that Batson vs. Kentucky is not doing what it is 
supposed to do thus creating racial tensions and perpetuating racism within the justice system.  The research shows the 
problem of systematic racism, which is a huge ethical concern within society and within itself reveals a host of ethical 
concerns such as continued ignorance of people towards racial issues and the perpetuation of racism, which allows for 
people to be treated less than human.  The ethical considerations of peremptory challenges must be addressed.   
 
 
 
 
 
 



Rudra Vishweshwar, “Creating an Ethical Market for Organ Donation” 
Professor Manu Raghav 

 
The problem of shortage of organs for organ transplantation is constantly on the rise. On an average, 21 people lose their 
lives, every single day, due to the lack of substitute organ availability.  This is a global problem and in this paper, I hope to 
suggest measures to solve the issue. I propose the legalization of a regulated organ market where donors receive monetary 
benefits for their donations.  This solution will increase the supply and help save lives. There are a lot of ethical questions 
that arise with this issue like- would poor people use this as a means to get out of poverty? Would children be exploited? If 
people can sell their bodies, they might have even more adverse effects on their heath? Wouldn’t the rich exploit this 
market? To answer all these questions and more, I propose regulations to minimize these ethical risks. Thereby, 
suppressing the negatives of this and shedding light on the positives. The result of reducing this shortage and saving lives.  
 
The first organ donation surgery occurred in 1954 and ever since then the demand for these transplants has constantly been 
on the rise. People are getting new lives due to these surgeries. Immunosuppressive drugs have been created which allow 
for more efficient organ transplants. The current laws in America, with respect to organ donation, are the Uniform 
Anatomical Gift Act of 1968 and the National Organ Transplant Act of 1984. These laws encourage and allow organ 
donation in America but not for any incentives. Essentially, they are gifts from the donor or the family of the donor. The 
U.S. continues to use informed consent, requiring people to make an active declaration of their wish to donate. Although 
these laws allow organ donations, they do not cater to the high demand of organs required for transplant every single day. 
The quantity demanded far exceeds the quantity supplied. This crisis is a global one and not just restricted to the United 
States of America. 
 
By allowing a market for organ donation this demand can be met. Donors will be provided with incentives and this will 
encourage healthy individuals, as well as families of the deceased to donate more. We will address the ethical concerns by 
regulating the market using the following regulations - having a central organization to collect donations, setting an age 
limit on the donor, careful monitoring of donors health, standardized incentives and localizing the use of donor organs. 
Thus, saving lives ethically and solving the economical dilemma as well.  
 
 

Caitlin Handy, “Pharmacogenomics and Personalized Medicine” 
Professor Daniel Gurnon 

 
Pharmacogenomics promises a future of personalized medicine where adverse drug reactions are no longer an issue for 
patients with conditions ranging from depression to cardiovascular disease to various cancers. Combining the studies of 
pharmacology and genetics, pharmacogenomics is a new model of medical practice that considers genetic information in 
treatment plans. This presentation was given as an assignment to teach the other class members about an interesting topic 
in my specific field of study, biochemistry. I give background on genetics in medicine, drug metabolism, and through a 
case study, demonstrated the potential benefits of pharmacogenomics practices in clinical settings. I also felt however, that 
discussions of the larger social and ethical implications are too often omitted in purely science presentations, so the second 
half brings up these potential issues. The practice of using genetic information in all medical practice could introduce new 
complications into discussions of privacy, discrimination, and access.  
 
Through the discussion questions at the end, I engaged my audience in a conversation about these topics. There are clearly 
patients who can benefit from this pharmacogenomics, especially those undergoing chemotherapy, but there is also the 
potential for the creation of a new category of discrimination to arise, one based on genetic information. Although I 
mentioned the legal safeguards in place to prevent this sort of discrimination, I encouraged the audience to think about 
how effective this could be, citing examples of continued gender and racial discrimination in the workplace. The 
discussion that occurred on the evening of my presentation brought to light many other issues of ethical concern. One of 
which was the ethics of full genome sequencing. With decreasing sequencing costs, full genome sequences could be a 
viable option for clinical practice soon. There are, however, millions of genetic variations that could show up as 
potentially dangerous. When testing for one, is it the responsibility of the physician to tell the patient if another genetic 
condition shows up on the results? This becomes even more complicated when you consider the varying degrees of 
treatability of genetic disorders. If they have a potentially harmful genetic condition that is easily treatable if caught, 
should the patient be informed? What about a non-treatable condition like Huntington’s Disease?  
 
At the conclusion of our discussion we decided the potential benefit from this practice was sufficient to pursue the field. 
As with any advance in medical technology, it must be closely monitored to ensure the rights of patients are not infringed 
upon. I came to the conclusion that the ambiguities can be navigated using the existing physician code of ethics which 
emphasizes beneficence, nonmaleficence, autonomy, and justice. Pharamacogenomics has the potential to do good 



(beneficence) and to inflict no intentional harm (nonmalefiecence). As long as choices about what tests are performed 
remain in the hands of the patient or healthcare proxy, autonomy is not infringed upon. Finally, justice occurs when all 
patients have the same access and quality of treatment. With some legal safeguards and regulations on pharmaceutical 
companies, this can also be achieved. 
 
 

Tyler Huff, “Helping Families with Rare Diseases: Finding Disease-Causing Variants in a Wealth of Genomic 
Data” 

Professor Daniel Gurnon 
 
The ability to use genetic sequencing as a means of identifying inherited diseases is a relatively new practice that owes it’s 
genesis to the advent of next-generation sequencing (NGS) technologies.  The innovation of NGS technologies has 
allowed scientists to sequence much larger genetic samples faster and with enhanced accuracy, further strengthening our 
knowledge of the human genome faster than ever before.  The rapid innovation of these technologies has curbed the price 
of genetic sequencing from what was once millions of dollars to now only two or three thousand in a decade’s time.  With 
the price of genetic sequencing expected to continue decreasing, the ability for patient’s to afford genetic sequencing as a 
standard element of their medical care will become more attainable.  The standardization of this practice, however, will 
bring new ethical quandaries that both medical professionals and we as health care consumers must consider before 
condoning such an implementation.   
 
In my opinion, the biggest ethical concern that can arise from the use of these technologies is whether people will be 
stigmatized for their decision to genetically sequence their children at birth or abstain from the practice.  With the price of 
sequencing exponentially decreasing and expected to continue, it will more than likely by nature become more widely 
practiced at birth just because of its cheaper cost.  Will individuals who cannot afford genetic sequencing of their children 
be stigmatized for not providing this care for their child?  Of even more complex concern is the part that race and under 
privileged groups may play in this stigmatization.  Will communities consisting of under-privileged minorities be 
castigated if they cannot afford or choose not to genetically sequence their children at birth?  Although organizations such 
as RGI try to ameliorate this problem by crowdsourcing funds for the family to undergo this testing, this cannot be done 
for everyone and it only marginally assuages the underlying problem. 
 
Another quandary resulting from genetic sequencing is the ethical responsibility of researcher using these 
technologies.  Often tissue is donated anonymously for genetic studies so that researchers may further investigate the 
complexity of the human genome.  Often these studies provide findings that help strengthen our understanding of the 
human genome, but sometimes at a cost.  The ethical quandary results from when an abnormal finding is seen in the study, 
such as a mutation in the BRCA1 gene that has been associated with the oncogenesis of breast cancer.  Is it the moral 
obligation of the researcher to attempt to identify the tissue donor and reveal the findings to them, even at the cost of the 
lab?  Often these tissues are donated anonymously because the purpose of these studies is to gain new insights about the 
genome and not to provide health care or medical advice.  At the same time, early detection of these mutations can give 
patients options of whether to consider preventative therapy or surgical procedures such as mastectomy to null the 
possibility of contracting the disease.  This creates a difficult dilemma for a researcher who as a professional is obligated 
to respect the anonymity of the patient, while concurrently feeling obligated as a human being to warn the patient of their 
impending risk for disease.   
 
 

Jessica Tilley, “Quality of Life and the Cure” 
Professor Pascal Lafontant 

 
When approaching the moral dilemmas faced in the world of cancer treatment, the refusal to continue treatment is one that 
is often overlooked in favor of those who choose to keep fighting. For patients that have made the decision to not follow 
through with their cancer treatment, they are met with considerable resistance and consternation from their physicians. 
These two conflicting perspectives between patient and oncologist come with serious implications into what it means to 
provide care in the medical field.  
 
The following paper entitled “Quality of Life and the Cure,” written for the Spring 2015 Honor Scholar seminar “Ethics of 
Cancer Research,” seeks to break down the significance behind the dichotomy of a patient’s decision to put quality of life 
above possible extension of life and the physician’s desire to conquer disease. These perspectives are placed in direct 
comparison with the values established in the Hippocratic Oath that underscore the argument of care versus cure.  
 



Through examination of both patient and physician perspectives through interviews conducted in relation to a patient’s 
choice to refuse chemotherapy or other treatment, the ultimate conclusion seems to be that the parties approach life from 
micro and macro scales, respectively. To the patient that chose to not spend weeks of their life in chemo-induced 
suffering, life is about spending their remaining time fruitfully in the small daily moments. To the physician, life is 
something that doesn’t necessarily have to end when the body says it does, it can be pushed and there is hope for more of 
those precious daily moments in the long run. Ultimately, however, it’s the role of the oncologist as outlined by the 
Hippocratic Oath to not impose further pain and suffering onto patients if they choose to not seek arduous methods of 
curing their cancer. 
 
 

Katie Tozer, “Borderland: Between My Forest and Your Pen” 
Professor Harry Brown and Professor Jeane Pope 

 
This paper takes the often abstract and remote issues of environmental crisis and makes them personal. I write about my 
summer home in International Falls, Minnesota and the paper mill located there that produces the paper we use here at 
DePauw. Experiences in the wilderness, the history of the region, and the pollution I’m just now becoming aware of have 
all changed my perspective on the environment and our place in it as humans. The paper does not get philosophical, but I 
think I raise ethical questions concerning the responsibility of individuals, organizations, and the government with regard 
to protecting the environment. For example, is it my own fault I drank water with carcinogenic chemicals in it, or Boise’s, 
or the government that allows it? I also hope to challenge readers to consider the inherent value of nature and wild places. 
 
I hope to connect production to consumption in a way that will make all readers more aware of the interconnected cycle 
and care about the people and places producing the goods they use. To inspire readers, but also root the piece in history 
and culture, I have included a few quotes from my summer camp’s “Law of the Woods.” They ask us to be strong, brave, 
and helpful. I am making an ethical claim by using them that at least part of the responsibility rests with the individual, but 
also implying that a cultural change may be needed. 
 
 

Lauren Arnold, “Containers and Vessels” 
Professor Lori Miles 

 
Betty Friedan interviewed several of her former classmates from Smith College at their 15th reunion for her book The 
Feminine Mystique. Many of these women became stay at home housewives. Friedan found out many of them were very 
unhappy with themselves post academia. The overall consensus was many women felt stuck within their bodies, 
nonexistent within society, estranged from the identities they once created for themselves. 
 
This body of work- Containers and Vessels- is a reflection of some of the women in my life who feel similar about 
themselves today. Many of them are no longer proud to be who they are because of the confining social standards put onto 
their bodies, minds, and potentials as women. Although Friedan wrote this book several years ago, these archaically 
gendered confinements still affect how we socialize women today. 
 
Regarding ethics, I fear for myself, for the women I know, and for our future daughters how society socializes female 
bodies in our society. Although some forms of socialization may be empowering for some women, I have realized how a 
lot of it is quite limiting for both genders.  
 
I hope that my work can help to spark an awareness and concern for how we socialize our children to take up and engage 
spaces that they inhabit based on their gender. I hope that we can take charge of our own agencies as women and men, 
take up space how we wish to, and pave a new path for our future children.  
 
 

Sarah Ertelt, “The Salvation of Man” 
Professor James Wells 

 
The following essay utilizes ancient ethical thinkers such as Aristotle and Plato as well as a modern philosopher, Viktor E. 
Frankl, to attempt to answer the question: what is the purpose of living? This essay is formatted as a non-fiction personal 
narrative, and instead of using traditional expository methods to answer this question, I share experiences from my own 
life that relate to meaning, faith and love. My goal is not necessarily to dictate to others what the meaning of life should 
be, but to prompt readers to ask themselves the same question. The overall frame of this essay is based on my experiences 
on a mission trip in Nicaragua, and how the meaning of love there differs from the potentially materialistic meaning of 



“love” in the United States. My personal journey is supplemented by ideas from Aristotle’s Nicomachean Ethics, Plato’s 
Five Dialoges, and Frankl’s book Man’s Search for Meaning. Throughout the essay I discuss how material things cannot 
be the meaning of life, because they do not provide complete satisfaction. This argument is proven true by the generosity 
of families I encounter in Nicaragua and through my mother’s story of chronic scoliosis. Eventually the essay progresses 
into an introspective analysis of my own faith and how it has changed since coming to DePauw University. Coming from a 
strictly Christian environment to a liberal arts college challenged my faith, forcing me to adopt my own beliefs as opposed 
to those only taught to me. Hopefully the account of my own journey in faith will spur readers to question their own 
virtues and discover what meaning is for them. 
 
 

Anh Nguyen, “Burden” 
Professor Lori Miles 

 
Burden is an installation of one hundred stones, each of which was mounted with fragmentations of the female bodies I 
shot in the past one year. The inspiration for the piece was rooted in my background as a native Vietnamese woman. I see 
the similarity between the fate of a rock and the fate of a woman in Vietnamese society: heavy, burdened and abandoned. 
Growing up, I had witnessed how sexism had been a severe issue in Viet Nam and Asia Pacific countries. At least two of 
my best friends once stood up against their dads beating their moms. Statistics by “the Supreme People’s Court estimated 
that 21 per cent of couples experience domestic violence” and even sadder, almost “tw-thirds of women believe it is 
acceptable for men to beat their wives” according to the “General Statistics Office 2006 Survey.” Vietnamese women were 
also the targets for human trafficking while Vietnamese government was placed in Tier 2 Watch List […] on the 2011 
U.S. Department of State’s Trafficking in Persons Report for not fully complying with the Trafficking Victims Protection 
Act’s minimum standards for the elimination of trafficking (humantrafficking.org). Rape was also rampant in Vietnamese, 
especially in rural area, and most victims had not yet reached puberty. 
 
As I came to America four years ago, I realized that sexism still existed but in more complex forms. For example, the 
photographic project about female menstruation by photographer and poet Rupi Kaur was banned on Instagram recently or 
Casey Jenkin’s performance called “Casting Off My Womb” in which she knitted the wool out of her vaginal tunnel in 
twenty eight days- a resemblance of a woman’s menstruation cycle- went viral online with violent threats and insults. 
Public and social media response toward these feminist artists and their works clearly indicated how grossed out our 
society was about female body. I realized that, regardless region and culture, the female body had been and will be the 
subject of objectification. The female body has always been something to be desired and looked at for pleasure but at the 
same time to be heavily judged and considered offensive and grotesque. Therefore, my act of transferring these body parts 
on stones and arranging them in a ruin tied these bodies with the stones, thus metaphorically represented the agony and 
challenge female had to face in a world still full of judgment, restraint and patriarchy. 
 
However, the main reason why I picked stones instead of other materials was, despite their misfortunate fate, each of these 
stones contained strength. Stones were well known for being stubborn and sturdy. They surpassed time and destruction, 
like how Vietnamese women were often crowded “perseverance” as their main virtue against prejudice and violence, or 
many international women still had to face sexism in their daily lives. Stones were also the main material in construction, 
in building homes that provided shelters and happiness, institutions that provided education, jobs and medical care, like 
the crucial roles of women in our community. The implication of rock and female body in architecture dated back since 
Ancient Greece when female body was carved into caryatids that held up temples and sacred buildings. The female body 
in my work, although arranged in a ruin that implied destruction, was not victimized, but rather, glorified. Burden, all in 
all, is not an art piece about pain and vulnerability but about the tremendous strength that emerged and blossomed from 
within. 
 
 

Rudra Vishweshwar, “Trendstar” 
Professor Khadija Stewart 

 
In today’s world one of the biggest complaint we hear from parents is that children don’t read the newspaper and they 
don’t watch the news. Ethically, this is concerning as it could possibly lead to a society where people are unaware of the 
world around them But somehow some this generation still knows about everything that is going on and are developing to 
be some of the strongest leaders. How is this possible? - One may ask. The answer is simple, the way we receive news 
today is different. With the recent boom of the social media world, this is how the young minds get their news. Facebook a 
has column called trending topics and twitter has top trends too, so people can see what people around the world are 
talking about and can learn about it.  Also, since these forums allow free discussion, the generation gets to see both sides 
of the coin.  



 
This semester as part of my senior project for computer science, I created an android app called TrendStar that combined 
the two worlds of news and social media. The app pulls trends from twitter using its API. These trends are shown to the 
user on a simple user interface where they then choose to click on a specific trend to learn more about it. When they do 
choose the trend, the user will be given an option of tweet or news. If the user chooses tweet, then the app will use the 
twitter API to pull tweets related to the trend and display it to the user. If they choose news, it will run a google search and 
pull news articles related to the trend. The user can also choose their location, thereby the app will pull trends that are 
closer to them. This program will combine social media which is the hottest place to discuss issues right now with news 
and provide the user quick, uncensored news and information. It also personalizes the way news is received.  
 
This app has various ethical implications, both good and bad.  First of this app is providing information and in most cases 
opinions on topics from both sides as well as that reported by traditional news websites. This is important because it 
allows individuals to get a more holistic view on a particular topic which can be sometimes skewed if all the information 
was only based on one source. Another ethically important issue this app solves is providing an avenue to someone who 
believes their opinion need to be heard by the people. Sometimes certain important facts and opinions are never heard 
because they don’t have the avenues to voice them. This app provides them with that opportunity. One might make the 
claim, this could be bad as certain opinions that are incorrect and wrong may be voiced too but these opinions need to be 
heard to so people can have the freedom to really see what is true and form their own opinions.  
 
 

Erin O’Brien, “The DePauw Robotics Club and the Ethics of 3-D Printing” 
Professor Larry Abed 

 
The introduction of new technology often raises ethical concerns, and the 3-D printer is no exception. This video gives 
some introductory information about the DePauw Robotics Club. The group’s president and vice president speak first 
about the day-to-day activities of the club and the robots they build. Then, they talk about their recently acquired 3-D 
printer. They bought it last year to expand their group and learn more about the technology. Though this video does not 
explicitly address the ethical concerns of 3-D printing, the issues should still be considered.  
 
The DePauw Robotics Club creates very simple prints: small toys, miniature replicas of famous landmarks, and models of 
Pokemon, for example. But the possibilities of 3-D printers extend far beyond toys yet also introduce many ethical issues.  
 
Club president Jack Sampson briefly mentions some of the possibilities of 3-D printing. For example, he says that body 
parts can be created with a flesh-like material. Creating artificial body parts is not new, but 3-D printers greatly expand the 
possibilities. Part as small as liver cells and eye tissue cells can be printed. Anytime humans interfere with natural, 
biological processes, questions can be raised about the ethicality and morality of the situation. For instance, the 3-D 
printing of vital organs is a distinct possibility of who will be able to afford and access a life-saving 3-D printed organ. 
Will only the wealthy be able to bypass the long waiting list for an organ by simply purchasing one? 
 
3-D printers can also be used to create dangerous objects. Guns and other weapons can be 3-D printed, and Congress has 
had to compete with this threat by eliminating loopholes in the Undetectable Firearms Act. It is also possible to print 
drugs. While there are benefits to printing healthful medicine, the capability also opens the door for the production of 
illegal drugs. As the DePauw Robotics Club’s vice presidents Noemi Benitez says in the video, 3-D printing eliminates the 
manufacturer from the process. It brings the consumer much closer to their product, this removal of the manufacturer may 
present a problem. 3-D printing would make it easier for the consumer to avoid the manufacturer, avoid the law and 
simply print harmful or illegal substances to either consume or sell.  
 
 

Tazree Kadam, “The Impact of Arranged Marital Custom’s on Women’s Autonomy in Rural India” 
Professor Jason Fuller 

  
It will be argued that while modernization in India has allowed for small improvements to women's autonomy, in rural 
India today the little autonomy women do have is constricted through traditional norms and expectations related to the 
fundamental notion of love, rural economic constraints, and contemporary dowry culture. This thesis works to understand 
how women’s autonomy may be restricted through the fundamental notion of love, which emphasizes group cohesion over 
individualism, the lack of structural economic resources in rural areas, and high financial expectations in relation to dowry 
culture. This research will conclude by arguing that the future of women’s autonomy in India rests on the ability for 
women to escape acts of violence and become financially independent.   
 



The prevalence of arranged marriages in modern India suggests there is still a greater emphasis placed on group values 
over individuality. Because dowries are still a necessary component of an arranged marriage, the increased price 
expectations for these gifts prevent some women who lack financial resources from securing eligible husbands regardless 
of caste. Furthermore, larger younger cohorts, and the resulting surplus of women in the marriage market, have played a 
role in the increase of dowry prices throughout India. Consequently, because many women rely on their parents to support 
their dowry, they are structurally bound to comply with their parents’ wishes in the selection of their future husband. This 
leads women to sacrifice some autonomy in leaving their homes in search of greater independence, rejecting an 
unfavorable match, or pursing a love marriage. In extreme cases conflict over the appropriate dowry can lead to “dowry 
deaths” or domestic violence. Feminist activist groups across India argue that today the dowry system creates the 
expectation that women should forfeit control of their financial resources to their in-laws upon marriage. Not only do 
reporting and prosecuting issues help support these acts of violence, but also societal beliefs related to women’s 
subordination to men and unequal access to financial resources further restricts women’s autonomy after marriage. Future 
dowry legislation must strike a balance between maintaining the positive aspects of dowry culture while at the same time 
creating harsher punishments for negative, and at times fatal, outcomes.  
 
The future of women’s autonomy in India depends largely on women’s ability to gain financial independence. In rural 
areas, while increased access to education has helped support women outside the household, in the future greater structural 
access to career oriented jobs will enable economic independence for many women. As women gain more financial 
equality through modernization and urbanization, individualism may become more prevalent throughout India, leading to 
less oppressive dowry expectations and a reduction in the emphasis placed on classism. While these factors can only help 
support women’s autonomy, and change is clearly possible, future social cultural evolution in India is bound to be a slow, 
bumpy journey. 
 
 
Colleen McArdle, “Zoo Animals, Livestock, and Pets, Oh MY!: An Exploration of the Ethics of Captive Breeding” 

Professor Vanessa Fox 
 
As an aspiring veterinarian and avid animal lover, I was appalled when I heard about the Copenhagen Zoo’s controversial 
decision to cull its perfectly healthy 2-year old giraffe Marius this past February. I wanted to explore the motivations 
behind the zoo’s decisions, and this became the impetus for my Honor Scholar Thesis topic: “Zoo Animals, Livestock, and 
Pets, Oh My! Exploring the Ethics of Captive Breeding.” While captive breeding typically refers to breeding wild animals 
in zoos, it is important to also consider the animals we encounter everyday – livestock and pets. The three groups of 
animals are very different, and we breed them for different purposes, but what connects them is the fact that we control 
every aspect of their reproduction from ovulation to rearing of their young.  
 
Therefore, my thesis focuses on the issue of mate selection. Many species exhibit mate choice, and when animals are 
denied this behavior, it can have devastating effects for their offspring. Here we are caught between favoring individual 
animals’ reproductive autonomy or favoring species preservation, low prices for food, and behavioral predictability in our 
pets. While many ethical arguments would favor the individual animals, incorporating mate selection into breeding 
programs often conflicts with our goals for those programs, so in many cases it is impractical. However, I tried to devise a 
few solutions to see how we could begin to incorporate it more into our breeding programs.  
 
I have divided my thesis into chapters and used questions as subheadings to better organize each chapter. Chapter 1 is 
introduction, Chapter 2 provides some background about views on captive breeding from three ethical perspectives, 
Chapter 3 is about zoo animals, Chapter 4 covers livestock, Chapter 5 covers pets, and Chapter 6 includes my 
conclusions.  
 
 

Emily Vincent, “The Feral Cat Conundrum: Assessing the Science and Ethics of Trap-Neuter Return” 
Professor Jennifer Everett 

 
My Honor Scholar senior thesis project explores both the science and ethics of population control methods for feral 
cats.  There may be 50 million feral cats in the United States today, and many experts believe that they are 
environmentally destructive and a public health concern.  Because cats can reproduce quickly and thrive in areas of human 
development, populations of feral cats will continue to grow if no actions are taken to control them.  Wildlife advocacy 
organizations, therefore, promote the euthanasia of all free-roaming cats as a solution to their population explosion. Many 
animal welfare advocates, on the other hand, believe that euthanizing healthy feral cats is unethical and instead promote 
Trap-Neuter-Return (TNR) programs.  TNR programs remain controversial because they do not remove free-roaming cats 
from their outdoor homes, but instead reduce populations slowly through sterilization.   



 
My senior thesis project explores the TNR debate using literature from ecological journals, veterinary journals, animal and 
environmental ethics literature, information from advocacy organizations, and the popular press.  Both sides of the feral 
cat debate use peer-reviewed, scientific evidence to support their claims, but this evidence can sometimes be directly 
contradictory.  My project analyzes scientific journal articles used on both sides of the debate and assess for myself which 
claims are more convincing. I also rely heavily on ethical arguments to evaluate population control methods because the 
most effective methods are not necessarily ethically acceptable.  
 
My 85-page thesis uses over 100 sources to create an argument for TNR based on both ethics and effectiveness. I analyze 
empirical and model-based scientific studies of TNR, assess ecological studies about the impact of free-roaming cats, 
apply ethical theories to various facets of the feral cat question, and use first-hand conversations with people involved in 
TNR to explain how this method works in the real world.  I apply my findings to the Greencastle community and suggest 
possible policy changes and student research projects that could help better our community.   
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