Response to Inquiry
Part A
Physicians who testify as experts in malpractice filed against their fellow physicians may be faced with more challenges and devastating consequences than they can imagine. In the case, the physician who is asked by a lawyer to testify on behalf of another doctor who is charged with criminal negligence may face serious consequences, including expulsion from work and losing practitioner license, which may make it difficult for him or her to get a job anywhere (Pandit & Pandit, 2009).  Even though the rural doctor claimed that his action resulted from the fact that he was not versed with the latest knowledge, but his actions resulted in medical negligence, which should not be tolerated. The action to compel the urban doctor to convince the court that the rural doctor’s action was proper treatment represents the greater good because he is the only doctor serving a big population of more than 2,000 people in the rural area. 
Part B
The ethics of reproductive technologies have been discussed and debated for many years, yet there seems to be no consensus on what is right. In the case, ruling to deny the child that was born after the mother used the sperm that her father frozen before he died out of terminal cancer is not right. The child should be treated just like any other child because biologically, she is related to the father and deserves to benefit from the father's property. Granting her the status of an heir would seem morally and ethically right because she qualifies under any circumstance to be called the heir. However, it may be possible that the man’s sperms may be used by other women to bear children, but this would not mean that they also deserve the rights that this child does. This child is different because she is born from parents who were legally married. In this situation, should that child be denied her rightful status? The law would deny her the status because she was not recognized in the man’s will. As such, she can be treated like adopted or child born out of sperm donation. Therefore, the answer to this case is yes, because probably the man did not know about his wife’s decision to freeze her egg. For the child to receive status and benefits, she would have been conceived when the father was alive. 
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