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How do you define privacy? - Do you believe privacy is a moral right? Why or why not? - Are there any cases in which public health policy justifies the violation of the right to privacy? 
I define privacy as the ability of a person or a group of people to segregate themselves, or data about themselves, and thus express themselves selectively. In other words, it is an individuals or a group's right to determine what data they would like other people to know about themselves; which individuals are allowed to know that data; and the ability to decide when those individuals are able to get that data. The United States highly acknowledges and supports the right to privacy. The concept of privacy it seems to be a largely accepted legal and moral idea (Goldenberg, 2017). As such, and given the considerable role that privacy plays in moral argumentation, I think privacy is a moral right. In some illnesses such as HIV/AIDS, partner notice is important so that people know they are at risk, get the appropriate advising and testing, and receive suitable medical care. In such cases, doctors may face liabilities for failing to warn third parties of foreseen dangers. As such doctors have a legal obligation to caution possible third parties of the risks of exposure to a noninfectious infection. In such cases, public health policy exercises it a legal guide that justifies the violation of the right to privacy through disseminating information to protect third-party harm. 
Is access to health care a moral right? - Why or why not? 
I think that access to health care is a moral right. Giving the care required to keep healthy, prevent illnesses and restore health following an injury or ailment is a duty every individual owes others and government owes to every citizen, a duty government ignores at its risk. All people must be able to access the health care they require irrespective of their earnings. Access to quality health care should not be dependent on people's financial resources, or the kind of work they have, or the medical condition they undergo. It is the society's duty, through the government, to assure its citizens of this moral right (Lützén et al., 2006). The right to select and change an individual's doctor is very important to patient independence. Patients ought to be free to look for medical attention from an accredited health care specialist. All American citizens have a human right to health care. Reform actions ought to guarantee that all people have access to comprehensive, quality medical care. People should not be discriminated on wealth, health conditions, and sex, age or race grounds. Loopholes in access to health care should be removed so that every community, wealthy or poor, have access to health care.  Health care is not a commodity; it is a public good, and as such, a moral right. 
Discuss what you feel are the potential benefits of stem cell research for Alzheimer's patients and their families. - Share your perspective on the stem cell debate regarding donation of surplus embryos to couples for “embryo adoption.” - Why is the task of disposing unused frozen human embryos different from disposing of other medical tissue? - Discuss why you think embryonic stem cell research “crosses a moral boundary.”
I think that stem cell research for Alzheimer's has two major benefits to both the patients and their families. First, stem cells are being applied to model the illness in a laboratory, assisting researchers experiment and see the most useful medications in helping to slow the ailment. Secondly, the stem cells might be in future used in the brain to create new nerve cells or at least moderate their death. Many people would argue that embryo donation is significantly cheaper compared to adoption (Huntly & Gilliland, 2005). I, however, think that donation presently lacks the safeguards of traditional adoption arrangements. I believe that this act can be interpreted as increasing the ethical respect or offering legal protection for the human embryo. This, in my opinion, is a stealth assault on abortion rights, irrespective of the situation. Disposing of unused frozen human embryos differs from disposing of other medical tissue since frozen human embryos have a right to live. Embryos are fertilized eggs and disposing them is equivalent to abortion.  In my opinion, embryonic stem cell research crosses a moral boundary, since it supports the taking of innocent human life hoping to get medical benefits for other people. As such, I think it crosses a moral limit that our decent culture needs to honor.
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