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	In the short story excerpt given to us, I have come to the reasonable conclusion that Dhara Smith’s rights were blatantly violated in this certain circumstance. Moreover, I believe that Smith’s rights to consent and personal ownership were the most evidently violated rights. However, before I get into why Dhara Smith’s rights were violated I would like to discuss a few key terms that are relevant to this discussion and the main guidelines that I used to make my claim. I would like to discuss the idea of informed consent and the two themes of Uncertainty and Context-dependence pertaining to Privacy discussed in the Acquisiti paper.  
Widely regarded as the core of bioethics, informed consent is of paramount importance when discussing such interactions that bend the line between publicity and personal privacy. Informed consent is described as the following: “shorthand for informed, voluntary, and decisionally-capacitated consent… [It] is considered fully when a patient or research patient to whom full disclosures have been made and who understands fully all that has been disclosed consents voluntarily to treatment or participation” (Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy). In medical practice, the rationale for the importance of informed consent revolves around seven main arguments. But for the sake of my argument I will only focus on those that I feel apply to Dhara’s predicament. Protection, to protect participants and patients from harmful effects from not completely understanding the risks being taken with the procedure/research, given to them possibly by a neglectful second-party that is solely participating based off of their own success (be it through research recognition, or a successful complicated surgery) or any other motive that doesn’t focus on the well being of the participant. Autonomy and Self-ownership, [I placed these two together because I felt like they shared too many similarities to be separate, but this may just be a misunderstanding on my part] to allow the participants and patients to have complete control over their own well being and acting in accordance with their own plan. And Personal integrity, which allows the participants and patients to maintain to their own moral and ethical principles and values without being disrupted by an outside force. If we apply this definition to the short story the first major issue arises, Marcela never obtained informed consent from Dhara Smith. Dhara was completely unaware that she was being filmed at the competition and was never given a full disclosure on participation in the “flying scissor takedown” picture. At no time did Marcel approach Dhara and show her the picture that she took and what she was going to do with it.
This violates all three of the arguments I mention before, this goes against the argument of Protection because Marcela is putting Dhara in a position where she could possibly get bullied or her picture may be exploited sexually as a result of Marcela wanting to share the video because “nobody at school would believe it”. This also goes against Autonomy and Self-ownership because Marcela has the right to her own person and should be able to decide how the pictures are used, etc. And it also goes against her Personal Integrity, because while the picture was being taken she was simply doing what she loved to do, a life-long passion of martial arts. Being so proficient at such a difficult skill must come with an appreciation for the mechanisms and details of the sport deeper than most could imagine. But with the picture this was degraded to a laughing stock and was eventually turned into a ‘meme’. This is why it is so imperative that Marcela asks Dhara if sharing the picture is okay, because by avoiding this confrontation the picture could violate unequivocally one of the most basic human rights. The right to sustaining not only your own personal character but also your physical and emotional well-being. 
	As discussed in the Acquisti paper, individuals all have their own ways of dealing with the line between publicity and personal privacy. Some of the ways they can do this is through “Separateness, reserve, or anonymity” to keep their personal information and privacy protected from any violations. However, most of the time people are pretty uncertain as to how vulnerable their privacy is and how it could possibly affect them. Uncertainty can arise from many things, but mostly it comes from a lack of knowledge on the information being collected and a clear misunderstanding in what rights to privacy they hold. Furthermore, when a person is unsure about their right to privacy, “they often search for cues in their environment to provide guidance” (Acquisti) and also context which makes it easier for them to make a self-assuring decision. This context-dependence can either lead a person down a path that places their privacy at the upmost concern or another path that leads to indifference about privacy depending on who is around them and their previous experiences. When we bring it all full circle, this discussion of Uncertainty and Context-dependence tells us that for most trade-offs including privacy, people can’t be trusted with having the ability to completely comprehend what violates their right to privacy and what doesn’t. So even if Marcela confronted Dhara and asked for her informed consent this discussion may give us the assumption that even then she actually can’t make a truly informed decision without at least a brief understanding of any outcome that could come from the picture and also understanding the potential violations that could follow suit.  
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