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Ethics Writing Assignment
Personal information is key and needs to be protected from unauthorized parties. In health care, personal documentation is key and ought to be legally and ethically protected. In some cases patients are in critical conditions, they sometimes lose consciousness and thus unable to protect their information.  The presence of the set legal and ethical terms cements the relationship between patient’s medical practitioners and other parties. Though, decision making may be difficult in some cases, some ethical issues are often straight forward. Great care should always be taken when dealing with patients, different people have different thoughts about their lives and leaking information about them may result in disastrous effects. The paper, basing its argument on set instances elaborate more on clinical legal ethical issues.
Three Legal Ethical Issues
The legal and ethical parameters in the case study surrogate decision-making, informed consent and the patient’s capability to direct own care. Articulated in law as a privacy or a liberty right and within clinical ethics based on the patient’s autonomy. Although aspects of the case study will be used to determine the most appropriate advice, challenging issues therein will prompt a consideration of several clinical legal and ethical issues.  
Discussion of Three Legal or Ethical Issues
Informed Consent
The 72-year old patient is unable to offer informed consent regarding her medical care. Essentially, informed consent is making individual choices regarding treatment and non-treatment decisions. The medical providers of the patient reference intuitional policy, pointing out that CPR and ventilator support were clinically futile. A medical practitioner’s determination of medical futility suggests that the patient’s treatment plan is highly unlikely to result in any benefit to the patient (EU Medicine, 2018). This kind of determination are normally case-specific and therefore need to be thoroughly deliberated with surrogate decision-makers.
Surrogate Decision-Makers
 	Even though medical practitioners will not be obligated or prompted to offer medically futile interventions, based on existing situations, the patient can be relocated to another medical facility. Institutional policies are developed to offer guidance or direction to healthcare providers within the realm of medical ethics including appropriate laws and need to provide direction to the decision-makers in this area. For instance, in the state of Washington, decisions of withholding or withdrawing medical treatment are to some extent, governed by the Washington Natural Death Act (EU Medicine, 2018). At present, this act requires patients to be in terminal or unconscious condition. However, there are other situations that require a surrogate to make medical decisions on the patient’s behalf. 
Patient’s Incapability to Direct Own Care
The advance directive of the 72-year patient is a solid evidence and significance in the process of determining the patient’s wishes regarding replaced judgment. Since the legal surrogate or the patient’s husband only made unclear statement or reasons why he thought his wife would prefer continued care within present circumstances. The husband’s view or reasons were further, controverted by their adult children and seems that the situation requires more efforts as far as communication is concerned either by consulting with an attorney or an institutional risk manager or by holding patient care conferences (Markkula Center, 2020). In addition, seeking services provided by a hospital chaplain may be a significant undertaking since the patient’s husband has suggested that his religious beliefs were an important aspects to his life and that were vital in shaping his perspectives regarding his wife’s condition. 
How Each Issue should be handled
Informed Consent
In case the aforementioned communication interventions fail to resolve the apparent stalemate, one possible risk legal management tactic may to consider pursuing withdrawal of the wife’s life support following numerous ongoing consultations and steps. The first possible action is to consider contents within the patient’s advance directive or wishes (Markkula Center, 2020). These details should be verified and be inconsistent with the choices or resolutions to forego continued life-sustaining measures. Individuals who were present when she was developing or preparing and signing the documents need to be scrutinized to gather and provide more information regarding her intentions. Also, in order to activate the advance directive of the patient, clinical determinations both permanent unconscious or terminal conditions should be established and documented in clinical chart of the patient (EU Medicine, 2018).  
Surrogate Decision-Makers
Encouraging patient’s family to hold a patient care conference is an important undertaking and should be scheduled for purposes of reviewing the prognosis of their patient. Presuming that the medical team is in harmony with withdrawal, the family can relay their decisions of withdrawing treatment or care at a particular future date and time (Markkula Center, 2020). Communicating the advanced scheduled future action to the medical team, will provide the patient’s husband with the opportunity of obtaining judicial review. Also, the husband may make the decision of transferring the patient to another medical facility afore withdrawing care. Based on these benefits, it may be highly possible to solve existing quandary surrounding the patient’s medical condition at any point before the scheduled future plans and thus, allow a suitable resolution.  
Patient’s Incapability to Direct Own Care
Agreement between the medical team need to be determined and confirmed concerning several factors such as the correctness of withdrawing life support based on the best interest of the patient, clinical determinations and finally that the decisions are consisted to the patient’s advance directive (Markkula Center, 2020). Applying withdrawal or withholding policy or institutional futility should be accompanied by the process of reviewing patient’s information documented in her chart. Normally, it is expected that in such a difficult emotionally and medically charged situation, continuous communication between the family and medical team is vital. Communication should be relayed to care providers and hospital staff is also important regarding the patient’s best interests including decisions made by the patient’s family. This state of affairs underscores the significance of communication with family, both immediate and surrogate during the course of resolution process. A palliative care consultant or clinical ethicist may offer support during this resolution process (Markkula Center, 2020).          
Conclusion
In summary, legal and ethical issues should be prioritized in all medical practices. The health sector comprises of; infants, youngsters, middle-aged and the aged, that being said, not all people can make sound decisions and stand by them and thus their information should not be shared or exposed to anyone without the consent of an intelligent family member. In any case, individuals should be assisted and be attended with the highest degree of integrity, the case of the 72-year-old patient serves a perfect example of what ought to be done. As presented, the medical practitioners should not make decisions on their own and thus the need for a surrogate decision-maker. The health sector is significant and should always be treated with the highest degree of honesty and soberness ever.
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