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A consequentialist approach of ethics judges the wrongness or rightness of an action based on the consequence of the action while, the non-consequentialist approach of ethics judges the wrongness or rightness of an action based on properties essential to the action and not the consequence (Alexander, 2016).
One of consequentialism theory is the theory of utilitarianism which states that a give action is ethical if its consequence creates happiness and well-being of others (Alexander, 2016). One of the objections to this theory is that the theory does not suggest that people should act ethically as a duty. To demonstrate the application of the theory, there is the assertion that a doctor can kill one person so as to make other people happy. It is too demanding because it says that one should act in a way that makes many people happy. For example, one should donate their wealth to the needy because that will make more people happy. It encourages murder, for example, it is right to kill one person so as to save 10 lives. Although the theory protects the majority some people find it difficult.
One of the non-consequentialism theories is Deontological Ethics where the principle of action is based on the moral decision (Alexander, 2016). According to this theory the wrongness of an action is based on the moral status of the action; so it means it is wrong to lie or kill. The theory is not sustainable on some occasions as it would mean it is wrong to kill someone in self-defense.
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Discussion 2.
Euthanasia is the process of killing someone to end their suffering or their pain. Most of the times, it is done on terminally ill people who are going through so much pain. Some nations allow it while others do not. Physician-assisted suicide is where a physician recommends drugs that could end life to a person who wants to commit suicide. The doctor may give counseling to the person by giving him or her suggestions of lethal combinations. In most cases, euthanasia and physician assisted suicide are conducted and strict ethical aspects and the principle of autonomy is highly embraced. 
Euthanasia should not be allowed unless the patient asks for it. As hinted, euthanasia gives pressure to some people who may feel like they are not worthy to live. It may also not be for the best interest of the person (BBC, 2014). To demonstrate, family members should suggest euthanasia to be done on their sick relative so that they may inherit his or her wealth. Also, there is an assertion that euthanasia weaknesses the society’s sanctity of life. If each time a person becomes very sick, people carry out euthanasia on him or her then the value for life will be lost. 
Accepting euthanasia means that some lives are more valuable than others and that the lives of the sick or disabled are not valuable (BBC, 2014). Accepting euthanasia will lead to the killing of people who are viewed as undesirable and this will encourage murder. Again, from the religious perspective, only God or Allah has the right to take away life thus man has no right to take the life of another (BBC, 2014).
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DISCUSSION 3:
Eugenics is geared toward coming up with a perfect population. Due to technology, the idea of giving birth to a perfect baby is now possible through embryo screening. Embryo screening is a process where the embryo is screened for any disabilities, diseases or any deformation that would make the child imperfect. 
In addition, the process involves taking one cell from an eight-celled embryo and analyzing the DNA of that cell. If the cell does not have any genetic mutation, then the cell can be planted into the uterus. The process prevents parents who suffer from any genetic diseases from transferring the disease to their generations. The process also minimizes the number of pregnancy termination that some couples have to take if the embryo has a genetic problem. 

The practice is justifiable because one parent with genetic diseases will not transfer the diseases to their generation meaning there will be fewer people who will require healthcare, thus it promotes a healthy generation (Kolata, 20140.The idea of embryo screening is an excellent idea as it provides a couple with what they want. Further, some parents abandon their children after birth when they realize the child has a problem. 
With this new technology, the number of child abandonment will reduce. The couple can also choose the gender of the child. Some couples will give birth to too many children trying to get either a girl or boy in vain. With this practice, they can give birth to a child of the gender they want (Kolata, 2014). Since the practice screens the embryo for any deformities and diseases, then there will be less sick people in the world.
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DISCUSSION 4:
Animals have always been used for medical study and some of these experiments done on animals have caused them a lot of pain. An example of an experiment that had ethical issues is the cosmetic medical experiment. 
	Cosmetic industries have used animals for medical experiments which have caused the animals a lot of pain and suffering. Such experiments are not ethical as they cause the animals’ permanent damage or death (Liou, 2017). Animals and humans are the same as all can feel pain. The animals were injected with toxic chemicals which inflicted so much pain on them. The animals are never given the chance not to participate. The experiments carried out on animals are disrespectful to them. As the life of the animal is not considered; all that the scientists want to know are the effect of certain drugs or chemicals on the animals. The animals are not cared for in the labs making the experiences more dreadful. There is a notion that animals do not have cognitive capabilities and autonomy and hence, this notion seems to gives scientists the mandate to exploit them.
However, such exploitation is immoral and unethical and as such, animals should be protected since they have life. To ensure that the animals do not suffer, the scientists should use chemicals that do not cause permanent damage to the animals. Again, they should come up with pain relievers for the animals to relieve them from the pain. Also, they can come up with a cure to cure the animals after the experiment. Authorities should investigate on some of the experiences carried out on animals to ensure they are ethical. When such measures are taken, then animals will not suffer as much as they do in these experiments.
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Discussion 5: Should Abortion Be Illegal?
Abortion can be defined as the deliberate termination of a pregnancy. According to Martin (2018), abortion has been a common act in the modern world especially in the United States. Abortion should be an illegal practice because it is murder since the developing foetus has got full rights as it starts growing after eighteen weeks. In other words, the developing foetus has already acquired a legal status that should be considered before an abortion is done. In reference to this justification, abortion should be illegal because it violates the importance of having children in the society. Children in the society are considered important as a way to allow the continuation of the next generation. For that reason, abortion should be illegal.
On the other hand, abortion should be legalized because women have rights too. Women are definitely the carriers of the developing foetus hence they should have rights regarding their bodies without consulting anyone. In addition, women have rights to decide and shape their own futures as well as the future of the unborn child (Tasset & Harris, 2018). For that reason, abortion should be legalized since women have full rights regarding their bodies. Abortion should also be considered legal for the benefit of complicated situations that women may face such as a growth or tumor. This practice may save the mother but at the expense of the developing foetus. Based on such a case, abortion should be legalized to make it easier for women to confidently make the decision to abort.
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Discussion6: Organ Donation and Transplantation
Organ transplantation has been a debatable issue over many years because different groups of people have various justifications towards it. According to Rana et al. (2015), 22 people die on daily basis in the United States as a result of lacking organs. As such, a person in need of an organ transplant has a moral right to obtain the transplant depending on the availability and the urgency of the organ needed. The idea of the love of humanity can be used to explain this justification since human beings have a responsibility to show dignity to fellow human beings. Through this, pain and suffering for the ailing patients is significantly reduced. Hence, a person in need of an organ transplant has a moral right to obtain that transplant.
Organ transplant is often the only end treatment for organ failure in case of damage or injury. In case there are not enough organs for all who need organ transplantation, the seriousness of the case should be used as the criterion (Mangat et al., 2016). It is accurate to say that patients who need organs have different cases that may be either critical or less critical. Using this assertion, patients with more critical conditions will be given the first priority for treatment with an aim to save their lives. This is because the less critical patients can wait for longer sessions compared to the critical patients. Conclusively, there is need to come up with concrete ways that can be used to differentiate who should get the available patients first. 
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Discussion7: Privacy and Public Health
Privacy involves the right to control personal information that may feel too essential to share with others. Again, privacy is the entire right that permits an individual to be alone as well as free from interference from other people. Privacy is a broad term that touches many aspects in the daily life human beings live based on the social and professional life. Privacy is also a term that is defined and interpreted differently by people in aspects like salaries, health conditions and marital statuses (Baum, 2016). I believe that privacy is a moral in the life of human beings because it is crucial in maintaining relationships in life. Every one values the need to have their privacy as a way of preventing certain things from being known by people. Therefore, privacy is a moral right that should not be violated or ignored. 
A case in which public health policy can justify the violation of the right to privacy is when the family members or relatives might demand to know the administration of interventions and surgical methods for their patients. According to Mooney & Pejaver (2017), it is essential that care givers maintain the code of conduct and ethics and avoid sharing clinical information with the public. Family members may demand to know the manner in which their patients are being treated probably over suspicions they are not granted adequate care. Such a case might lead to the violation of the right of privacy since the healthcare facility will be forced to release important information to the family members through records of patients. 
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Discussion 8: Access to Healthcare
The United States has considered improving healthcare for the benefit of its citizens. This has been done through programs such as Medicare and Medicaid which improve the healthcare coverage and delivery. As such, access to healthcare is a moral right because everyone has full rights to have the highest standards of healthcare. In addition, the healthcare standards are characterized by excellent physical aspects which involve complete access to medical services, a clean environment and hygiene (Stoddart & Evans, 2017). Additionally, access to healthcare should be a moral right because it incorporates the government in the providence of good health.
Notably, there have been a lot of critical conditions that have continued to affect people. These conditions demand a lot of funds in order to treat them since healthcare providers demand a lot of money. Insurance companies through the government are fundamental in easing the cost of healthcare. In order to solve this, the government has to intervene in order to uphold and strengthen the moral position thus using its power via efficient ways to improve health accessibility. 
Health care is a moral right because it is supported by key human rights standards such as the universal access and availability. The access to health care among people is supposed to be universal and provided equally (Ginter et al., 2018). In addition, affordable and comprehensive health care services should be provided when they are needed. Health care should be readily available by ensuring that hospitals, drugs, and services are provided to the ill patients. 
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Discussion 9: Benefits of Stem Cell Research to Alzheimer’s Patients
Alzheimer’s disease is a complex condition that affects the nerve cells in the brain hence making treatment very difficult to perform. This condition is the most common cause of dementia cases that is hard to cure. Some of the signs that are attributed to Alzheimer’s are frequent memory lapses, confusion and memory loss. According to Hunsberger et al. (2016), researchers have given patients hope of recovering by discovering stem cell research results to optimum health and better quality of life. Stem cell treatment can be fundamental for patients suffering from Alzheimer’s disease in which their brain cells have died. Researches from the 1990’s, supports that the brain continues developing stem cells that divide and reproduce throughout the whole life of the patient and responds to normal drug treatments. 
Again, stem cell therapy benefits patients suffering from Alzheimer’s condition that are not willing to start drug treatments. Many patients prefer being administered to therapies rather than the actual drug treatments. Hence, therapies are cheap as compared to the application of drugs treatment in reference to this condition. In addition, stem cell research can be crucial in repairing damaged tissues that are connected with Alzheimer’s disease. This is possible through the considerations of functional properties that are based on anti-inflammatory and immune-modulatory properties. The damaged and blocked tissues are cured through the stem cell research procedures hence benefiting patients who have Alzheimer’s disease (Mungenast et al., 2016). Consequently, this relieves patients of extreme pains and also that of their families from using extra costs for drug treatments. 
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