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Question 1
Medical malpractice occurs when doctors cause an injury, error in treatment or diagnosis to a patient (Oh, et al., 2018). Based on the scenario, the family of patient B can sue the hospital for malpractice. Given that the hospital conducted surgery to the wrong patient and took her organs, then it can be termed as negligence that has violated the rights of patient B. Hospitals need to provide their services without violating the rights of patients. It was clear that patient B was against the donation of her organs, but due to errors by the hospital, they instead operate on her. The family of patient B can sue the hospital for unnecessary surgery to their patient. The operation was also against the faith of their religion and without consulting the family members of the two patients before beginning the surgery. 
Question 2
Hall (2019) defines standard of care as the established practices and standards that health practitioners need to follow while providing care. Standard of care is essential as it acts as a baseline for quality care. Healthcare providers are expected to perform their duties based on the rules and standards of their profession. Standard of care, therefore, outlines the professional expectations to be met. Standard of care is also vital as patients can be given quality care. Standard of care provides relevant information concerning how to provide quality care, and as a result, patients obtain quality care. The violation of the standard of care occurs if it is proven that a medical provider was unable to work per the standards of care. For this case, if a medical provider did not meet the degree of care required, then he or she is termed to have violated the standards of care. For example, misdiagnosing a condition or violating the privacy of a patient. When a medical provider violates the standard of care, it can impact the prudent person rule. Before a doctor deciding on a treatment, he or she must inform the patient about the treatment. Failure to do so, the medical provider will have violated the standard of care, and legal consequences can result. It is therefore essential for medical providers to abide by the standard of care both for the benefit of the patient and to retain their profession.
Question 3  
Laws are essential as they help in maintaining stability and justice within a nation. The primary sources of law include; the constitution, case law, statutory and administrative regulations. The constitution acts as the most fundamental source of law. Each country has a constitution that states the laws that govern how the government runs. The constitution states the rules that govern the government as well as outlining the rights and freedom of each citizen. Furthermore, the responsibilities and the powers of the government are as well discussed in the constitution which then helps in organizing the government. Administrative regulations, on the other hand, are laws issued by state agencies. For example, the Environmental protection Agency publishes laws on how to conserve the environment. The laws developed by Administrative regulations are either made formal or informal. Through the informal process, the agency proposes law and the public provide their views through comments. The agency will later formulate a final rule based on the comments of citizens. Formally, the agency issues a public notice concerning the rule. 
State legislation is also a source of law. In America for instance, Congress passes federal rules that apply in all the American states. Example the Clean Air Act which all air pollution sources need to follow. Case law also is known as common law is another source of law. The legislature and judges write such laws are required to interpret them and apply them in solving cases. In cases that have never been witnessed, the court uses definitions as well as traditional rules to deal with the issue. The decision by the court will then be applied in other related cases that occur in the future. It is essential to understand the difference between these sources of law as they help in the governing of a nation. Citizens also need to know how the laws and rules governing them are formulated. 
Question 4
Based on the medical analysis of the doctor, the right leg that was injured was a threat to the patient’s life. It was therefore wise for the doctor to remove the left leg too which was infected even though the patient had not presented his consent. Given that the patient had already given the consent to remove his right leg, it was irrelevant for him to permit the removal of the left leg yet it was life-threatening. The patient could have died if the left leg had not been removed as it was a threat to his life. The doctor, therefore, decided to remove the infected leg without the consent but instead save the life of the patient. Even if the surgery turned to be successful and helped in saving the life of the patient, the patient could have the following claim against the doctor. Given that doctors need the consent of their patients before any major operation, the patient can sue the doctor for the violation of his rights. Patients have a right to denying a treatment even though their lives are in danger. The patient can as well sue the doctor for violating the standard of care. It is clear that the doctor might not have diagnosed the patient with care as the doctor was unable to realize the left leg was infected before the surgery.
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