INTRODUCTION first two paragraphs, p. 94.

BODY 

1. Sections giving background information sufficient to understand the issue = None
2. Sections giving a review of previous opinions on the subject, especially arguments that are opposed to the thesis = None.
3. Sections evaluating the targets and showing their errors  = “Crucial Assumptions” argues that informed consent is not a meaningful ethical concept.  “Accepted Legal Standards” argues that neither the community practice standard nor the reasonable patient standard sends the proper message to the physician.  “The Conversation Model” argues that the conversation metaphor does not lend itself to ready translation to a legal standard.
4. Sections giving positive arguments for the thesis = “The Transparency Standard”
CONCLUSION “Transparency in Medical Practice,” p. 99.
