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Balance for individual rights with the greater good proves an uphill task.  As Etzioni, (2019) argues, most countries across the globe, battle with the balance between protection of individual rights and finding the common good for all citizens. In some states, laws, and policies created by the government infringes on individual’s rights in one way or another. Taking for instance, in cases of infectious disease outbreaks, a government uses quarantine and isolation policies to contain and minimize the spread of such diseases. In so doing, the government considers such policies as justifiable and morally mandatory to benefit not only individuals but the entire society.  Nonetheless, the implementation of quarantine and isolating individuals during an outbreak of disease may seem morally controversial especially to the non-infected individuals as they may consider it a measure that hinders their freedom of movement (Etzioni, 2019).
Question 1
The implementation of the quarantine and isolation policies come in handy with the outbreak of infectious disease. When an infectious disease threatens the public health, economy, or national and human security, the government has to come up with stringent measures and policies that ensure effective prevention and containment of the disease (Madan & Gupta, 2020). For example, the current pandemic: coronavirus’ outbreak came with a myriad of challenges. The infected individuals and non-infected suffered in equal measure. The disease did not care about the natural rights of individuals. Those individuals who would protest against the government policies got infected and later infected thousands of people.
Question 2
Isolation and quarantine policies impact individual rights in various aspects. First, the policy may be interpreted by most individuals as a limit to their freedom. Just like wearing seatbelts, obeying the quarantine and isolation laws may be considered to hinder the freedom of movement.  As Chia & Oyeniran (2020) puts it, most individuals, especially those who happen to have traveled from high prone zones of infectious diseases considers it a punitive measure to undergo quarantine. As most states would prescribe that persons coming from regions with a high prevalence of the coronavirus must undergo mandatory quarantine for two weeks or so, many people considered as a hindrance to their rights. In that regard, it became unfortunate that some could escape from such isolation centers thus ending up further spreading the virus. 
Question 3
The use of isolation and quarantine policy protects the greater good. According to Giubilini et al., (2018), isolation and quarantine policy reduces transmission of infectious diseases and protects the health of the general public. Isolating an infected group helps in limiting the spread of disease to a larger group of people. In so doing, a country stands a better chance of managing such disease through proper plans. For instance, on the verge of a coronavirus outbreak, many countries embraced quarantine and isolation policies as a means of protecting their citizens. Consequently, the initiative became instrumental in protecting physicians and other healthcare frontline workers who would maneuver their ways and provide care to many people.
Also, it is critical to note that isolation and quarantine impositions enable individuals to enjoy freedom from death and injury. Notwithstanding people's divergent opinions in such government policies, the regulations protect freedom and save lives. People at first will perceive the government policies and impositions as bondage. More often than not, most people will condemn such government policies as overreach as in the case with the Covid-19 pandemic (Madan & Gupta, 2020). However, that is not the case. Most nations always champion the best services of their citizens. The problem comes following a constant tension between individual rights protection and the realization of the common good. Ideally, finding that balance proves difficult during the best times and even harder during a crisis. Nonetheless, all government policies will, and in most cases, protect the greater good of its citizens.
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