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Ethical Issues
Question 1 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The practice where researchers pay physicians who connect them with patients used to test new drug therapies is unethical. One of the reasons for the claim is that informed consent is not ensured, which entails several demands. The patients should be informed that they are taking part in research and the expectations set (Ruggiero, 2014). In this case, they ought to understand the aim of the study, the approaches to be used, possible outcomes as well as risks involved. After this information is given, the participants should be given a chance to decide if they would quit the process. Therefore, informed consent also entails voluntary participation, where one should not be forced. Based on the information given, the physicians do not ensure informed consent while referring patients to the researchers. It is for this reason that they are given $350 as a bribe to engage in the unethical act. 
The practice is also unethical because the parties do not adhere to the non-maleficence principle that guards participants against harm. The policy insists researchers should have strategies to ensure that harming patients is reduced through informed consent and regular debriefing (Ruggiero, 2014). Moreover, the type of harm referred to here is physical, psychological, social, financial status as well as privacy invasion. Thus, the aspect insists that the participants should remain as they were before the exercise, and if changes are noticed, they should be positive. The researchers and physicians, in this case, have not respected the ethical principle as the side effects of the new therapies are not known. As a result, the participants are exposed to health and psychological risks that would harm them. Based on the above concerns, the exercise should be stopped because its operations are not in line with ethical principles.


Question 2 	
The radiation experiments done between 1940 and 1970, where over 4000 participants were involved were morally offensive due to the following reasons. The beneficence ethical principle was not ensured. It states that the participants should benefit from the process (Ruggiero, 2014).  For example, they should be paid due to time sacrifice or their conditions improved, especially where the research is medical related. The radiation experiments' main aim was to determine the effects of radiation on participants rather than curing them, indicating that the beneficence principle was ignored. The exercise was also morally offensive because the non-maleficence idea was assumed, which focus on the participants being safe. It is known that some radiations are harmful to the body, where some of the effects are irreversible. The researchers exposed the patients to emissions that could harm them physically, psychologically, or financially. 
Informed consent was also not ensured, indicating that the practice was morally offensive. The chosen people were the poor and uneducated, and the necessary information regarding the research was not given. Moreover, the justice principle was not practiced because the participation method was not voluntary. Instead, the investigators chose the economically disadvantaged and illiterate people so that the expected number would be reached. One would claim that the clients were suitable because most of them were suffering from terminal illnesses. However, every human has the right information regardless of the situation around (Ruggiero, 2014). They should have been educated and allowed to decide if they were willing to participate. Therefore, the exercise was morally offensive because the participants did not benefit; there was exposure to harm, the process was unjust, and informed consent was not practiced.
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