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Healthcare and Federal Laws
Question 1
The Federal Trade Commission Act was launched in 1915 as a response after the public aired grievances following the ruling of the Supreme Court against Standard Oil and American Tobacco in 1911 (Showalter, 2012). In these times, businesses in America benefited from the accumulation of profits since monopolistic companies received abnormal profits. The Act was implemented to control unfair methods of competition as well as deceptive practices that affected business and commerce. In addition, the Act aimed at preventing partnerships, corporations, and persons from using methods of competition which were unfair hence affecting commerce in general. The Federal Trade Commission Act applies to a healthcare operation in the promotion of privacy and data security during the administration of care. Under appropriate circumstances, the Federal Trade Commission Act demands that all healthcare providers protect data from being shared and accessed by third parties. 
Again, the Federal Trade Commission Act is applicable in a healthcare operation since it asserts that healthcare providers are subject to be investigated and charged if they have violated the obligations of the state or HIPAA. According to Ward (2019), the actions of the healthcare givers involved are ruled out based on the statutory and authorities within the context of the law. The Act can also be applied in the healthcare context since it emphasizes the essence of implementing, applying, and monitoring fundamental privacy as well as data security practices by healthcare givers. Hence, the Act can be used to promote and make healthcare provision valid.
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Question 2
Efforts towards examining hospital competition based on their geographic and product markets of large healthcare organizations serve as the new basis of new hospital payment mechanisms. In addition, Mayo Clinic and Johns Hopkins are some of the healthcare facilities, which accommodate a lot of patients in all the departments for both in and out-patients (Ginter, Duncan & Swayne, 2018). For that reason, they are bound to have large geographic and product markets. Geographically, large healthcare organizations such as Mayo Clinic and Johns Hopkins would attempt to make their appearance look friendly and accommodative to make people notice the kind of healthcare facility they provide. The main aim of seeking recognition is to attract and encourage patients to seek quality and adequate medication from the hospital. In addition, product markets would attempt to have sources of patients as well as family members in case they need anything as they receive care. On the same note, product markets may provide services and offer funds in case the hospitals are out of stock. 
One new competitor’s barrier to entry to geographic and product markets is keeping up with advanced medical knowledge. The field of healthcare has recognized the essence of technology during the provision of medication. According to Showalter (2012), advanced medical knowledge enables physicians to give treatment, which is free from errors and negligence. However, there have been many medications which lack proper treatments up to date, and as such, these hospitals have been unable to introduce technologies which can be used for treatment. As healthcare continues being in demand, the market is challenged to meet the patient’s needs. 
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Question 3
Greater Anchorage Area Borough v. Sisters of Charity is a case that concerns the exemption of taxes as far as buildings and spaces are concerned in the healthcare context. The primary issue as far as this appeal is concerned is the tax-exempt status of a building that was owned by Sisters of Charity of the House of Providence. According to Showalter (2012), the Sisters of Charity was a long-term provider of healthcare in Alaska, and as such, they decided to build a professional building in an adjacent position to their building. After the construction of the building was completed in 1972, it had four floors, including a basement. Three of the floors are the subject of this particular appeal because the parties had agreed earlier that the tunnel and basement would be exempted from taxation. The three floors were rented to the doctors at Providence Hospital, although they were subject to treat all patients who require care. However, a taxpayer who claims tax exemption is tasked with the task of showing that the property should be taxed. On the same note, the Sisters must show that the office space left is exempted from being taxed through showing that the property is not meant to accumulate profits in its efforts to administer care (Showalter, 2012). 
The Supreme Court concluded that since the Sisters failed to use the first, second, and third floors exclusively for the benefit of the hospital, it failed to qualify for tax-exemption. On the other hand, the case for Barnes Hospital v. Collector of Revenue is an appeal by Barnes Hospital concerning the taxation of Queeny Towers, which was a building that was connected to and used by the hospital for the benefit of tax-exempt reasons of offering treatment to patients (Showalter, 2012). On the same note, Washington University-leased Queeny Towers away from Barnes Hospital. The court concluded and ruled the case in favour of Barnes Hospital, and as such, the Collector and the Assessor appealed to the Supreme Court. In this case, the main issue is whether the property which was owned by tax-exempt hospital leased to the medical school for use was to be taxed or not even though it was used for part-time faculty members. According to Showalter (2012), the court reversed the case, and as such, the cause remanded with directions and the questioned property was to be withheld from the tax rolls of St. Louis City while the City Collector was prohibited from levying any form of taxes. 
The two courts reached opposite conclusions since the case for Barnes Hospital v. Collector of Revenue was more complex as the part of building was used for charitable purposes. Since the Missouri Supreme Court failed to define the meaning of the words ‘‘used exclusively’’. According to Showalter (2012), the court discovered that rent which was paid to Barnes Hospital by the Medical School failed to produce any profits and ended up yielding to losses. This was different in the case of Greater Anchorage Area Borough v. Sisters of Charity since the Sisters of Charity failed to use the floors exclusively to benefit patients fully during care delivery. Just like the property of any other type of business, the property for-profit healthcare organization or hospitals is subject to be fully taxable. If the owner of the healthcare organization claims to be a state constitutional, charity or statutory, the provisions are keen to determine exempt status. In addition, the interpretation that I find to be more persuasive is that of Greater Anchorage Area Borough v. Sisters of Charity. According to this Grigsby (2018), it is clear that all organizations that exempt tax are not for profit but not all organizations that are not for profit are tax exempt. On the same note, allowing non-profit hospitals to rent their property out to other organizations would mean that they take money from the government via the tax exemptions. The government would not benefit since the healthcare facilities would be serving those in need of care.
Leasing hospital space to vendors such as McDonald’s Restaurant would change the perspective and direction of the argument. The primary reason for any hospital or healthcare facilities is to provide adequate healthcare through an extended coverage. In this case, the primary purpose of leasing would be to accumulate profits for the benefit of both McDonald’s Restaurant and the hospital. In other words, leasing would not benefit the patients in the delivery of care since the hospital will not have adequate space to conduct activities that may increase health coverage (Wiist, 2018). On the same note, leasing hospital space to vendors such as McDonald’s Restaurant would affect tax rates in the exemption of tax. The main reason why McDonald’s Restaurant would lease space from the hospital is to cater to its customers with an intention to improve customer services to its customers. However, customers will benefit at the expense of patients who are struggling to receive healthcare. However, this will not benefit the patients who are receiving care in the hospital. In this case, the hospital would not be exempted from tax since McDonald’s Restaurant would pay for the leasing activities. As a result, the hospital would benefit from the accumulation of profits and revenue. In addition, leasing would attract fines from a court of law in case the hospital exempts from the payment of taxes since the actions are not aimed at promoting healthcare or improving the conditions for patients. 
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