
 
 

Basic Information: 
Course Title: Reproductive ethics 
Lecturer: prof. Stoyan Stavru, assistant prof. Lyuboslava Kostova 
Phone: 0876278085 
Email: Kostova.lyuboslava@ips.bas.bg 

 

Total Teaching Hours: 120 

 

Annotation (up to 150 words) 

The purpose of this course is to introduce basic concepts and currents in reproductive ethics. To 

create the skills to analyze and reconstruct the most contemporary reproductive practices and the 

processes involved in their dissemination and implementation. Special emphasis will be placed on the 

reproductive decision-making process and its attendant dilemmas. 

 

...................................................................................... 

...................................................................................... 

 

Course content (brief description by topics or modules) 

Topic / Module 1: Medicalization as biopolitical process 

 

Topic / Module 2: Medicalization of reproduction 

Topic / Module 3: Biotechnological discourse 

 

Teaching and assessment methods 

Lectures, 

Seminars 

 

Competencies acquired as a result of training (3–5 points) 

 

Students who successfully complete this course will know: 

· Key concepts and trends in the development of reproductive ethics. 

· Key methods and approaches for resolving case studies. 

· Key trends in the development of reproductive practices. 

· The implications of new reproductive technologies for reproductive processes previously 

regarded as natural, such as pregnancy, motherhood, and parenthood. 

 

They will be able to: 

·         Engage with these concepts. 

·         Analyze bioethical case studies. 



 
·         Examine the main reproductive processes and practices from the perspective of the biopolitical 

parameters within which they are situated. 

·         Analyze the degree of autonomy in the process of choice and decision-making regarding 

specific reproductive practices. 
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Additional information (optional) (е.g., special requirements, laboratory equipment, prior 

knowledge) 
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