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Primary Sources of Law on US Health Policy
Healthcare is one key area that evokes the interests of most of the population. The policy guiding healthcare is such important, that it has consistently been a major issue in elections. Stakeholders in this sector must seek to understand the sources of health policy (Martin, 2008). The primary sources of health policy in the United States include the US constitution, state constitution, federal and state statutes, common, statutory, and administrative laws. These laws originate from the three arms of the government, that is, the legislature, the executive, and the judiciary. 
The constitution is the supreme law of the land where every other regulation springs from. Being the supreme law of the land, every other law, statute, or regulation must be based on the constitution failure to which they are deemed unconstitutional and thereby unenforceable. The constitution does not explicitly mention health policy but it gives guidelines that are used in policy formulation such as the bill of rights. State constitutions are also sources of healthcare law (Pomeranz & Pertschuk, 2017). States constitutions are subordinate to the federal constitutions, and they are a critical source of law. Constitutions both states and federal provide the blue print on how government should be run. Every piece of law including that of public health must be based premised on the principles of the constitutions, simply put, the constitution is the backbone of the law. On matters of healthcare, the 10th amendment gives states all powers to make laws concerning public health and any other powers not given to the federal government. 
The federal and state statutes refers to laws which are legislated by legislative assemblies of the country and states. Federal statutes are legislated in the congress and senate and are binding to all states in so much as they are consistent with the constitution. An example of federal statute would be the clean air act which regulates emissions from stationary and mobile pollution sources. This act is applicable to the entire territory of the United States. State statutes are legislated by the respective legislative bodies of the state and are applicable to the particular state. The constitution of the United States gives significant power to states on matters of public health (Gostin and Hodge, 2020). It is not uncommon to find different legislations in different states regarding the same issue. Like federal statutes, state statutes must be compliant with the constitution. 
Common law refers to legal precedent established by a court ruling. These laws involve matters which there is no specific law that has been established by the other arms of the government. As a rule, a court ruling can only be overturned by a higher court ruling (Scalia, 2018). In the United States, the Supreme Court is the apex court, and all its decisions are binding to all other courts. However, the court is not bound by its previous rulings and can vacate its decision making the new decision the precedent. Sometimes common law arises from rulings challenging the enactment of a certain policy or government directives. In times of pandemic such as covid-19, some rights are suspended through public health policy aimed at protecting the lives of the population. Some of the regulations and directives may be challenged in court, for example, mask mandates or the operation of religious institutions where the intervention of courts are sought. Once a court pronounces itself on the matter, it becomes a source of law. The court can either agree to those regulations or order the suspension of directives. 
Statutory law refers to laws passed by the legislative body. Federal legislations are passed by the United States congress while at local level they are passed by the municipality. Congress has overseen some of the most far-reaching legislation impacting public health (Fagan et al., 2019). Laws such as the affordable healthcare act, HIPPA act, and many other acts that have redefined healthcare have been passed by congress. The law-making process is quite complex and involves a number of stages during which stakeholders and the public are invited to make contributions. 
Administrative law is formulated by administrative agencies. Agencies can be created by the president or congress at the federal level. Their purpose for existence and their mandate is outlined, including the powers vest to them (Kinney, 2002). Agencies created by an act of congress are deemed independent agencies.  Agencies act as quasi-judicial entities in that they prepare the las and are responsible for enforcing them, and can arbitrate them. Examples of agencies include Food and Drugs Authority (FDA), Centers for Disease Control (CDC), and many others, which formulate laws that impact healthcare including authorization of medicine and vaccines. 
The three branches of government have mechanisms in which they address ethical issues. The legislative branch consists of all the elected representatives and is the body that is primarily responsible for legislation and oversight of government. This branch deals with ethical issues by formulating legislation, that aims at minimizing ethical behavior by placing punitive damages to those who act unethically. The executive arm of the government is the one in charge of enforcing law and order and determining the agenda of the government. It consists of the presidency and the cabinet at the apex. Ethical issues at this level are dealt with by taking disciplinary measures against those who are affected, including sacking or interdiction. The judiciary arm of the government is entrusted with the interpretation of the law. Ethical issues at this arm are solved by awarding the appropriate consequences to those who act in an unethical manner. It also helps give clarity where there are questions about ethical issues.  
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