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Discussion Questions

1st discussion

Physician assisted-death entails using lethal means that are available to the patient to be employed at a time when the patient chooses to die. On the other hand, euthanasia encompasses the physician’s taking or choosing to undertake an active duty in executing the request of the patient, and in most cases it entails the use of intravenous administration of a poisonous or deadly substance, (Sabaté 2003).  Reasonably, I feel that the physician-assisted suicide is much easier as it does not have much emotional attachment. The attachment emanates from the aspect it is the doctor who decides to terminate the life that can be otherwise save. Besides, it is the role of the medical practitioner to ensure that he or she saves life a opposed to taking life away. The feeling that the doctor can not save the life of a patient makes him feel bad. As compared to euthanasia whereby the physician is the key cause of death; that is the physician himself or herself supplies the deadly substance to the patient for the purpose of the patient to terminate his or her life.  Both activities tend to be risky as it times it may fail to happen. In comparison, euthanasia has a less probability for mistakes and can be effective in instances where the patient is extremely suffering from pain with no hope of recuperating. In line with the above discussion, my observation on the rationale behind both euthanasia and physician-assisted death is that they both compromise the legal and moral right of an individual to ensure life. Both work to terminate the sanctity of life as they take away the life that should be safeguarded. Regardless of the motives this is both illegal and a compromise to the moral ethics that govern life.  
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2nd Discussion 
Designer babies’ concept borrows from the concept of genetics and eugenics. In that, the idea benefits or replicates the procedure in genetics that works to substitute a gene that results to deadly disease with a health gene that is free from diseases. Eugenics is a science that targets at advancing the concept that exists in genetics. Eugenicists’ champions for selective breeding to attain desirable objectives. The concept of designer babies is incredible and works to effect various improvements to the general wellbeing of a person. The rationale argues that this idea can be applied on a fetus (Haller, 2010). In that, it works to ensure a physical and desirable features being transferred to an infant. In fact, it works substitute better genes that spare the infant from immense suffering and accord them the likelihood to lead a life that is normal. Similarly, the idea contends that it can be employed to achieve better and desired traits, as, for instance, an infant can be given a blond hair as opposed to brown hair, green eyes or blue eyes among other desirable traits. Reasonably, the technique is achievable; as it entails scientific heredity principles to come up with desirable breed and embraces the natural principle of selection of positive or desired genes. However, there is no proof that eugenics has led to improvement of genes and for this reason there is need to undertake further researches to guarantee the safety of the process.   
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3rd Discussion

Undertaking experiments are expansively employed to develop innovative and new medicine. Besides, tests on animals work to determine the safety and suitability of medical products. A number of the experiments tend to inflict immense pain or curb the prevalence of pain hence impacting on the life quality of the animals. Reasonably, I feel that an animal test is morally or ethically wrong. For instance, in the case of Silver Spring Monkeys where by students attempted to gain laboratory experience by undertaking tests on animals. The students subjected the monkeys to debilitating surgeries whereby their backbone nerves were detached, therefore, making one or more of their limbs not functioning. In addition, this was a cruel act to the animals, and subjected them to uttermost pain, (Ekeh 2009). However, the process proves ethical when the tests are done for the purpose of bettering human life. Human life is very important and should be safeguarded at all costs. However, there is need to preserve the rights of the animals as well since they are living things. And anything that causes them pain and discomfort works to limit there rights since they depict the similar genetic make up hence the need to observe the rights of the animals. Rationally, the animals do not show a complete resemblance of genetic composition to validate the use of tests on animals. In that, the tests can work for the animals but have severe effects to the human beings and vice versa. Therefore, regardless of the implication of the tests, animal tests should be done with regards to the Animal Welfare Acts. Besides, there is need to come up with better approaches of testing drugs in the laboratory to limit the torture of animals and disregard of the Animal Welfare Acts. 
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Ekeh, P. P. (2009). Colonialism and the two publics in Africa: A theoretical statement. Comparative studies in society and history, 17(1), 91-112.
4th Discussion 

Abortion is morally wrong.  Abortion is perceived to have diverse and deadly effects to the mother. In that, it subjects the expectant mother into the risk of either surviving the ordeal or death. Consequently, surviving as well exposes the mother into various side effects. As, for instance, the mother is subjected into excessive bleeding leading to anemia and other diseases. Besides, it subjects the woman to womb or uterus perforations, therefore, implying that the woman risks discouraging of subsequent pregnancies. Also, the abortion is generally painful and in the long run can cause psychological breakdown and trauma. In this regard, whether deliberate or not deliberate, the ultimate result of abortion is that it achieves termination of an innocent infant. Research argues that a fetus is a person. In that, a fetus entails an exceptional genetic code, and is an individual with its uniqueness. Besides, abortion causes pain to the fetus. Research shows that fetus has the capacity to feel pain at the age of 18 weeks. In line with that, ethics designates that causing pain to an individual or an entity that has life is unethical. Therefore, in the same way causing pain is wrong and unethical. Rationally, killing or terminating the life of a human being is both legal and ethically wrong.  However, abortion as well can be perceived as ethical when it is done to save the life of the mother, or the pregnancy has complications and cannot survive, (Mike 2008). Besides, scientists contend that it is problematic to determine the time when life starts in the womb. Therefore, pointing that abortion generally is an unethical till when the scientists will be in a position to determine the point where life starts. 
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5th Discussion

Organ transplant is important. It seeks to save life of an individual. In fact, organ transplant has risen to be recognized as among the most fascinating medical innovation of the century as it restores the gift of life to the patients who have incurable failure on vital structures. As concerns the issue of morality, I feel that the aspect that it works to save life guarantees organ transplant to be a moral right. Life is important and highly regarded by humanity. There are legal and ethical principals that work to uphold the right to life. Therefore, the idea or the science of organ transplant influences the quality and duration of life as it restores life where there seems ot be no life. Furthermore, it is the moral obligation of the society to ensure that they life is protected and upheld regardless of the costs that one can incur in the course of saving a life. As concerns the donor, the matter of choosing a donor should be left to volunteers, (Fishman 2007). As a matter of fact, donors are supposed to volunteer and accept to donate their organs willingly since donation of vital organs is a matter of life and death, therefore, should it go wrong, the person is morally responsible of his or her death, as opposed to when he or she is coerced to donate. Besides, this raises concerns on how to manage the donation of organs since of late there exists cases of abduction with the motive to acquire organs that are in return sold to the needing patients. For that reason, there is need to put in place measures and laws that work to ensure security and legal acquirement of the organs. 
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6th Discussion

Privacy is the liberty to be free from surveillance and to decide whether, who, whom, when, how one’s organizational or personal information is to be released. As well, privacy is the liberty or right not to be interfered with or be let alone. Practically, I think that privacy van be perceived with a moral value (Rogers 2006). In that, it is the moral and legal right of an individual to have privacy. Privacy is important to a person as it gives room for deliberation and improvement of one’s self being. Consequently, the life of a person should be free from interference by whatsoever thing that influence and interfere with their personality. It is a moral obligation for the society to accord someone privacy and not to interfere with one’s privacy. At the same time, it can be referred to as a legal or moral right that should be protected by the law or the society. The rationale is true since privacy can be derived from the free speech right, religion freedom among other freedoms. As a result, to achieve this it acts as a moral value or moral right. Hospitals do not interfere with privacy as it puts life fast. People go to hospitals to seek medical attention for the purpose of improving life. Without life, the aspect of privacy is not there. However, hospitals have put in places measures to ensure that privacy is upheld. For instance, the hospitals have wards and private wings that work to ensure that a patient has privacy. In addition, have principles and laws that guide and guard the information of the patient hence guaranteeing privacy of a person. 
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7th Discussion 

Health care is subject to human life. Health care seeks to ensure that man survives to live and has life. Life is subject to moral right. In that, moral right is something that is accepted globally. Similarly, life is a universal need and every entity perceives life as being important. Subsequently, morals work to ensure that life is cared for through various ways, as, for example; proper health care, good behavior among other features that enhance quality of life. Moreover, health care is not only a policy concern, since, several Americans, as well as, the majority of the people leaving in other developed states contemplate the access of reasonably priced healthcare is a moral concern as well. However, the moral concerns hint at policy standpoints that not many individuals are considering. Moreover, there exist some simple and insignificant consequences of policy as concerns this position, (Nelson, 2002). Similarly, the intervention of governments to ensure that the people access quality healthcare points the fact health care is a moral right. It is the role of the government to come up with better health care programs and services, as, for example, the Obama Care Act, Medicaid, and Medicare among other programs. The programs named above work to ensure that the people access quality healthcare to sustain life. Just imagine if the government neglected its role to provide quality healthcare to its citizenry which is both their legal and moral right? The situation would be unimaginable! There is need for the government to intervene in healthcare since the free market may fail to satisfy the obligation. The obligation functions to offer affordable and quality coverage to the people with pre-existing conditions. Reasonably, this justifies as access of health care as moral right. 
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8th Discussion 
The stem cells therapies meant for the treatment for Alzheimer’s disease are yet to be availed. The treatment using the stem cell approach encompasses hematopoietic or transplantation of blood stem cells, as, for example; transplantation in the bone marrow, brain to treat a particular immune, as well as, blood system disorders such as the Alzheimer disease. Stem cells have showed motivating and prospective reparative treatment for the patients suffering from post stroke infirmity that are similar to Alzheimer disease. Alzheimer disease affects the brain cells, as well it affects the neural cells that are responsible for communication from one part of the brain to the other thus affecting the judgment of the aged people. Research shows that there are several diverse neuron types in all the brain parts are affected by the Alzheimer disease. This makes it problematic to attempt to replace the brain cells that are damaged. However, one treatment to treat the Alzheimer’s disease would be to undertake a transplant of neutral stem that is stem cell in the brain of a patient suffering from AD with the inclination that this will lead to generation of new and healthy neurons, (Rosen 2000). As well, one can consider using stem cells from additional embryos to treat the Alzheimer disorder. However, critics argue that using embryo stem cells is unethical as it puts life in danger. On the other hand, this is next to impossible as the process is difficult and critical to undertake as it lead to or instantly cause more severe complications to the brain, which is delicate and vital organ should fail to be effective. As a result, there is need to undertake more research on the concept as concerns stem cells therapy in a bid to find cure for the Alzheimer’s disease. 
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