A Bigot Needs Medical Care
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1. Patients with bigoted views are in need of medical care.
2. The healthcare provider is ethically obligated to provide care despite their personal beliefs.
3. The healthcare provider could be conflicted because of the patient’s views.
4. The patient could be discriminatory or conduct themselves in a prejudiced manner towards other patients or medical staff.
Judgments About Bigotry
1. Bigoted beliefs do not interfere with their right to receive medical care.
2. Personal feelings by the healthcare provider should not interfere with the duty to provide healthcare services.
3. Healthcare providers could struggle with upholding their professional responsibilities versus their duty to care.
4. It would be necessary to set boundaries if the patient’s behavior is harmful or disruptive.
Possible Actions Regarding Bigotry
1. Refusal to treat the patient.
2. Treating the patient with limited engagement.
3. Providing care by setting clear boundaries and upholding professional ethics.
4. Advocating for training and policy to address such cases.
Chosen Action and Affected Individuals
The best action is to set clear boundaries and maintain professionalism when dealing with such patients. This will help ensure respectful interactions while avoiding possible conflict. The affected individuals in this case are the patient and healthcare provider as they are both involved in the process of receiving and delivering healthcare services respectively. 
Ethical Justification of the Chosen Action
1. Good for the Person vs. Good for the Group
The action involves setting clear boundaries to maintain respectful interactions. This means that the action is good for the person and group because providing care will benefit the individual and uphold professional integrity for the healthcare provider.
2. Right for the Person vs. Right for the Group
The action is right for the patient receiving care as it is their right to medical attention. Setting clear boundaries to maintain respectful interactions is also right for the healthcare system as it will have maintained ethical integrity and self-respect.
3. Duty to Self vs. Duty to Others
The provider is dutiful to others in this case the patient since they require medical intervention.  Implementing the action is also a duty to self as the provider will maintain ethical integrity and self-respect. 
4. Teleology vs. Deontology
The action is ethically necessary which reflects deontology and it promotes positive outcomes hence reflecting teleology. 
Ethical Motivations Supporting the Chosen Action
The ethical motivation supporting the ethical actions is that the healthcare provider is ethically and legally compelled to provide indiscriminate care. On the other hand, the decision or action respects the dignity of each individual which includes the healthcare provider. Therefore, acting with integrity and professionalism upholds justice and compassion as ethical virtues. 
Positive Outcomes
1. Ensures the patient accesses the necessary medical intervention.
2. Upholds professional and ethical standards.
3. Maintains the healthcare system’s integrity.
4. The action is an example of ethical behavior in challenging situations.
Negative Outcomes
1. The healthcare provider may be emotionally uncomfortable when dealing with bigoted patients.
2. There could be potential tension during the treatment process.
3. The patient may continue expressing their bigoted views. 
Do the Positives Outweigh the Negatives?
The positives definitely outweigh the negatives because maintaining patient-centered care and ethical integrity is the duty of healthcare providers in any scenario. This is because the main focus of healthcare providers is providing respectful and equal care despite the different views from patients. Setting professional boundaries will help healthcare providers to ensure equity in care without entertaining harmful behavior. 
