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Thesis 
The deeply emotionally and tragic case of Charlie Gard reached its conclusion on the 24th July 2017. After the medical examination of the infant, doctors and parents of Charlie Gard reached an agreement that did not favour the interests of Charlie. It was expected that the life support of Charlie would be withdrawn in the days ahead. This raised a number of ethical questions. 
Potential ethical lessons to learn from the case
1. Parents role in the child’s decision making
From the case, it is clear that doctors frequently overrule parents in the United Kingdom. It is important for parents and doctors to reach decisions together.
2. Decisions for children versus decisions for adults: adults should choose treatments on their behalf
From the case whether Charlie Gard should have been provided with treatment raises a lot of debate on the decisions about medical treatment in adults. If Charlie was an adult who made clear wishes to be kept on a ventilator in order to get experimental treatment, it would have been provided for. 
3. Experimental treatment 
Charlie Gard’s parents sought for experimental treatment that could benefit him. The treatment, however, had not been tried in any of the Charlie’s treatments and on that basis Charlie was denied treatment as offering no benefit. Charlie is one among the 4 patients in the world with similar conditions and no models that had been developed since then to help Charlie.
4. Role of resources
This case of Charlie’s treatment raises questions on the role of resources in the health care pie. The community has a stake to ensure that patients are not denied medical care. This would translate to explicitly rationing treatment.
5. Role of courts
We need expedient and fair way that will help in resolving disputes ethically. There is need for impartial process for arbitration if parties are unable to resolve disputes. 
6.  Ethical decisions vs clinical decisions
A reasonable agreement/disagreement is important. This raises the question whether the disagreement in this case was reasonable. There is need to provide a coherent and clear reasons why the clinical circumstances were arrived at and be able to revise their view in the changing facts.
Conclusion 
Before he died, Charlie Gard suffocated for 12 minutes. I believe that it would have been better to let him go with his parents if that was what was in store for him. Though they argued that they did not want the baby to suffer, this is unethical and disgraceful. When death happens naturally, there is some form of acceptance but when it is forced, it is agonizing.
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