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Criminalization of HIV
 	I agree with the argument that the use of coercion in criminalizing HIV is not proving effective. Most HIV positive individuals are not aware of their status. They always assume they are negative and this increases chances of infections. Charging HIV positive individuals on the basis that they did not disclose their HIV status to their sexual partners then proves unfair. This unawareness of one’s HIV status contributes to the greatest number of new infections. This owes to the fact that undiagnosed persons are not under any drugs that reduce the toughness of the virus and thus the virus in them is highly strong and infectious as well. The charges on failure to disclose one’s HIV status should only be placed on individuals who are already aware of their status prior to infecting others. This could be proven if they are using antiretroviral drugs. It is true that disclosure will only encourage people to have sex with HIV negative people which is equally more dangerous as it does not readily show that a person is infected and it might be too late to discover.
The criminalization of HIV is truly abusive. It tends to stigmatize and lower the dignity of the people living with HIV. The fact that Rangel was arrested for drug and felony, yet his HIV status came into play in the hearing and deciding of his case, proves how bias this criminalization is. The fact that HIV disclosure was born out of stigma, makes it wrong to criminalize it. As in the case of the infectious tuberculosis control that brought about racial segregation, criminalizing HIV is no better. It only promotes stigma and defies the respect for the human right to life and dignity. Worse still is the fact that people who criminalize HIV may not necessarily be experts and do not understand the infection. It is therefore wrong for them to handle a matter they do not have sufficient knowledge on.
 	Criminalization of HIV is right to the extent that the outright infectors of HIV are imprisoned for long unlike the author’s assertions. It is criminal to infect other people cautiously and so to reduce these infections, charges should be very high. It is right for such criminals to be punished by being denied employment, the right to vote and the right to social benefits. The fact that they do not want other people to live in good health and work to develop the nation, means they are ill motived. This type of punishment will therefore, ensure that people stop infecting others knowingly. The branding of these criminals as sexual offenders on their licenses, will always remind them of their mistake. This will surely lower the numbers of known infections. Criminalization for deterrence is an effective methodology and it helps society get rid of unwanted characters.
I am in agreement with the author’s judgment that the aspects used to criminalize HIV are quite unfair. The treatment of HIV that it arises homophobia and discrimination of individuals in society based on their HIV status is unfair. People have their rights to sex and the existence of HIV should not restrict people from having sex with whomever they wish provided there is consent. The conservative Americans charging people for being HIV positive is illegal. It is against human rights and most especially the right to dignity. HIV should be treated as any other disease that people acquire because of some alterations in the normal functioning of their bodies. No one should be blamed for being sick, instead sick people should be cared for. 
It would be fairer as the author argues, that research be conducted on the lawmakers that criminalize diseases. Lawyers in the health profession are better placed to make these laws as they understand what an infection means as well as what victimization feels like. HIV should also be a collective responsibility as opposed to an individual’s responsibility. Let society members be watchmen of one another ensuring that their friends, relatives are tested for HIV and if infected are living responsibly and taking drugs. This will get rid of the HIV stigma and will ensure HIV victims are treated as dignified people and not as criminals. The use of such things as PREP should also be used responsibly. Society achieves this through information sharing.
I disagree with the author’s suggestion that punishment for intentional infection be relented. It should continue to be criminal for perpetrators to pay for their crimes and for those who intend to, to be deterred. However there should be a clear understanding by the policy makers of HIV including the worth of punishing a known and an unknown infection. This will ensure people are not punished while they are not guilty. 
I agree with the author’s recommendation that an alternative punishment to HIV should be sought. His advice that these victims of HIV should be given lighter punishments like forcing them to volunteer for community work is human and sensible. However this should only be applicable to victims who have infected others with HIV without their knowledge. This alternative treatment will ensure these victims will live longer as they will not be stressed over lack of love and affection. The community will also interact with these victims in their daily undertakings and this will give victims a sense of belonging. The victims’ work will also make them appreciated as human beings who deserve to be respected and treated as human.
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