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Case 1:
In this case I think that the patient gave implied consent for the treatment (regardless of the gender of the nurse) unless she asked for or conveyed her concern regarding the situation.  The fact that she claims she suffered emotional distress does not usually stand alone in court because it is vague and subjective and unable to attach a value to it.  
I think this case is an ethical dilemma because it assumes that a nurse can be of either gender and that care will be provided and that is the social acceptance.  If there were no other nurses available, would she have decided to receive the care or not.  I think in a dilemma there are usually no good answers for both parties.


Case 2:
In this case regarding ROI and the interim HIM director, there is an ethical violation as the interim director is in direct conflict of interest with his company that is in competition with the current ROI.  Since the interim director now has the language if the terms and pricing of the current contract, he is able to review that information and use it to adjust his own terms for a contract that may look more appealing and cost-effective than the current ROI service company.  This unfair advantage puts the interim director at a place that he is putting his own needs first along with profiting off from the advantage.
[bookmark: _GoBack]I would like to think that the organization would notice this and look into the practice.  I also wonder if there was a contract with the original ROI service company and if there was a breach of contract that may have happened as well.


Case 3:
1. The principle of autonomy is raised in this scenario
2. The challenge is that the patient’s decision is in direct conflict with the providers in their oath and to do no harm and do good, which directly conflicts with the patients decision and the providers best judgement.
I believe that the patient does have the right to make this decision once she turns 18, is competent to make the decision at that time, is aware, and understands all of the information that has been provided to her regarding her diagnosis.  
I feel that the parents are supporting their daughter in this decision but I would wonder if it is their actually decision and maybe they know what’s best for her at this age.  
I think if she turned 18 during court proceedings and there were no other concerns about neglect or competency, then her wish should be honored.  
I believe that the provider would have to document that the information regarding the diagnosis and treatment risk and benefits, etc were reviewed with patient’s parents (& patient) and that refusal of treatment was chosen.  A written and signed by parents and provider document is the best option.  Documentation of informing Child Protection Services would need to be documented as well.

