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INSTRUCTIONS: Answer all the questions in each prompt. Each response should be at least one paragraph. Be sure to cite your sources for each response in APA format.
Prompt #1
Q: In your own words, describe the difference between euthanasia and physician-assisted suicide. Select an argument for or against either euthanasia or physician-assisted suicide. How would you defend your argument?
A: There is a difference between Euthanasia and physician assisted suicide. The difference is seen in the degree of involvement as well as behaviour. Physical assisted suicide is basically using a doctor to help a patient commit suicide upon  their request . Euthanasia on the other hand is when a doctor is allowed by law to end ones life through painless means, this happens upon agreement by the family members. Those who support physician assisted suicide claim that it has some added benefits to the patient because one can willingly  determine the time one wants to die, the patient can be allowed to change his mind the very last moment.  I would argue that such possibilities do exist even with the voluntary active euthanasia as there is that opportunity when the doctor can discuss with the patient the motives behind suicide and the available options up to the very last time.  
Prompt #2
Q: Choose and describe a scientific technique or practice related to genetics and eugenics (stem cell research, cloning, and genetic testing and treatment). Provide the rationale behind the use of this technique or practice. Discuss your thoughts and ideas regarding the technique or practice. Is it ever justifiable? Why or why not?

A: There are various reasons for cloning. For instance companion animals can be cloned to be models for the endangered species or rather purely for emotional purposes.Horses are cloned in order to retain genetic type that are exceptional performers. Farm animals can be cloned mainly for biomedical reasons or agricultural. Some agricultural application involves producing animals that contain valuable production traits for instance the high producing dairy cows. I think that Cloning is justifiable, it has more advantages than disadvantages.  It helps cure some of the life threatening diseases and organ failures. It also helps in battling some of the worst feared diseases like kidney failure, leukemia as there are possibility that livers, kidney can be cloned. It completely put an end to the  suffering of patients. 
Prompt #3
Animal research is a necessary practice in the world of medical research, allowing scientists to develop life-saving interventions and to spot catastrophic problems before new techniques or products make their way to actual patients. However, this does not mean that we should deny that there are serious ethical issues involved. 
Animal testing is not a pretty or pleasant process. It causes pain and suffering to animal subjects, and legitimate cases of abuse have been uncovered by animal rights groups. Consequently, the practice should be tightly regulated, and alternative methods should be employed whenever possible.
Q: Discuss a specific research study involving animals that had ethical issues. What were the ethical issues involved? What could have been done to conduct the research study differently to avoid these ethical issues?

A:  In the year 1997 Dr Jay Vacanti together with  his team grew a human ear at the back of the mouse. The reason for that was because it is very difficult to repair human ear because it is  made of cartilage, developing a spare ear could solve lots of problems. In such a case, before the final experiment was reached at, several mice died during the research and at the same time causing a lot of pain to the animals. It is therefore very morally wrong to subject animals to such untold suffering. They therefore should come up with an alternative way of testing such kind of scientific discoveries but not on the use of animals.  If by performing such kind of an experiment, ethically its good to weigh the situation and determine if it can cause more harm than good.  
Prompt #4
Abortion is one of the most difficult and controversial moral issues we will consider. Listen to both sides, even if it is difficult to do. Both sides have important moral insights, even if ultimately these insights are outweighed by the insights of the other side. The goal is not to convince you to accept one position over the other, but to help you to understand both sides. As you consider this difficult issue, it is important to distinguish two questions: Is abortion morally wrong? Should abortion be illegal?
Q: Choose one of the questions above and argue both sides with supporting evidence.
A: Unborn babies are innocent and cannot make any decisions to either live or die. I believe every child deserves the chance to live; it is not the fault of the child if the parents make a decision of aborting the child.  Abortions happen most of the times since women are afraid of taking responsibilities of caring for the child due to being financially or mentally unstable. Use of abortion as a birth control measure is wrong and immoral too but it is unfortunate that most women still do it.  People have to be educated in the truth as well the change of laws this is because there are so many abortions being practiced making children lack a chance of life. Many who are for abortions argue that in cases such as rape, incest or when incidences of pregnancy could threaten the life or health of a women then abortion should be allowed.  
It is unfortunate that some people still believe that abortion has to remain legal because a woman should have a right of controlling both her body and her destiny. This to me is not true since the consideration has to also favor the unborn child who needs protection. A fetus is known as a helpless being, cannot screen or get away in case an abortion is performed. Therefore, the person who should protect the child is that who made the choice of disallowing the fetus to live. 
Prompt #5
Q: Does a person in need of an organ transplant have a moral right to obtain that transplant, supposing the availability of the needed organ? How should we choose who gets a transplant, supposing that there are not enough organs for all who need them?
A: Yes a person that is need of an organ transplant has the moral right of obtaining another body organ. Organic transplant does a great deal of saving lives. Individual with kidney diseases that receive a transplant can live for a very long time compared to those that undergo daily dialysis. It only becomes unethical when entrepreneurs engage in the sale of body organs for financial benefits.   Doctors are the ones that decide who gets a transplant in an event the demand for the body organs is more than the supply. Some factors play a great role for instance the age of the patient, gender, religion and income. For instance you will not make same consideration for someone whose body organ got injured while robbing a bank compared to a young man with terminal cancer that needs the same body organ.  
 Prompt #6
Q: 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?
A: Privacy is basically a state of being free from the attention of the public. I believe that privacy is a moral right. In case there is no restriction of how public can access ones information, then many people can be harmed or even debilitated. Loosing control of ones individual information can be equated to loosing an identity as a person. Good information is most likely needed for good decisions.However, getting too much information can be misused maliciously.  Public healthy policy does justify  privacy violation because a health facility cannot give private information of a patient to anyone without the patient’s consent.   
   
Prompt #7
Some consider fair access to health care a moral right, while others disagree. We have defined the term moral right as "a privilege to act in some specific, intentional manner or to obtain some specific benefit because one is a moral agent living in a community of moral agents under a shared moral standard."
Q: Is access to health care a moral right? Why or why not?
A:Access to healthcare is definitely a moral right by everyone.  Everybody gets sick at some point in life and without affordable health care; it becomes very hard for the poor to get treated. The reason why majority of US citizens access of healthcare as being a moral issue.  However, the Affordable care Act has not increased the quality of life as it was projected. Americans’ ever lifelong unease over the wisdom of the affordable care act  has resulted in the opponents presenting their ideas for a better and more convenient alternative approach on the issue which includes coming up with a suitable and long-lasting solution in provision of insurance and health services to the poor.  As many people respond to the high cost of sharing by using less of their health services, they at some point miss services that seem to be necessary and those that are too optional or otherwise ineffective.  It has enormous effects as households with low incomes are likely to experience negative health outcomes that are directly related to cost sharing. This is to mean Everyone has the right to get quality healthcare be it reach or poor since its a moral right. 
Prompt #8
"Stem cells are undifferentiated, primitive cells with the ability both to multiply and to differentiate into specific kinds of cells. Stem cells hold the promise of allowing researchers to grow specialized cells or tissue, which could be used to treat injuries or disease (e.g., spinal cord injuries, Parkinson’s disease, Alzheimer’s disease, diabetes, strokes, burns)." (Slevin, 2010)
Q: Discuss what you feel are the potential benefits of stem cell research for Alzheimer's patients and their families. 
A: Alzheimer’s Disease (AD) is among the worst illness that have faced humanity. It tends to destroy the brain by making it shrink after a period of time. Stem cells play a very vital part when it comes to such kind of illness. Stem cells have two main properties . First of all, they do reproduce themselves into many cells. They can also be used in producing various cells that make human beings. This is to mean that the stem cells can be able to grow into brain cells and through that, they have a potential of repairing damaged brain as a result of neurological conditions e.g Dementia. 
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