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Organ donation is a practice that has been in the medical field for many years. Over the years, organ donors have voluntarily given out their organs without influence from third parties and, most fundamentally, having the consent of organ removal. However, the recent development of the “opt-out” model seeks to change the narrative that revolves around organ donation. According to the “opt-out” model, organ donors are deprived of consent before their organs are removed.  Removal of a person’s organ without the consent of a person is morally wrong and raises ethical concerns across the medical practice. 
Moral status
Moral status refers to the understanding of the reason behind having a responsibility to some individuals and not others as well as the rights entitled to human beings (Childress & Beauchamp, 2001). Humans are entitled to rights that protect their life while protecting their decision. 
Based on the case study presented, it is essential to determine the moral status of the donor. This is because the donor is entitled to protection from activities that harm the body of a person. Ethically, a person has the right to understand the activities that are taking place in his or her body. Donation of an organ involves activities that interfere with the body, and therefore donors have rights that exclusively protect them from intended harm. 
The determination of donors moral status is based on the ability of the procedure to cause suffering to the donor. It is critical to ensure that the donor does not suffer any consequences after the donation of the organ. The moral status of the donor is protected by the law in which the law stipulates that a person should not be denied the right to life or, therefore, their private property taken for public use. The determination of the ability of organ transplant to affect a person is arrived at through thorough medical analysis to predict the advance effect of the procedure on the donor. Also, determination of whether the organ has been taken for public use without authorization of the individual is determined through assessment of the medical standards that dictate that the donor has to have the consent of the donation of the organ.  The violation of taking of private property for public use id determined through a lack of compensation for the same process.  The Supreme Court under the eminent domain recognizes just compensation for taking of private organs for public use. 
Also, the determination of the moral status of the donor is dependent on the non-violation of the fundamental right to medical treatment. Recipient of organs should not have their needs at the expense of other person. Despite the recipient having the right to medical treatment, they are not entitled to obtain treatment sat the expense of others. Both the life of the donor and the recipient are essential, and therefore, without the voluntary action by the donor, the recipient does not receive the organ required.  The determination of non-violation of medical treatment right is determined through the assessment of the ability f the donor to give out the organ without coercing influence form the medical department or any other third party. 
Ethical questions posed by the fact pattern
Is organ transplant ethical?
Do medics care about donor’s rights and morality?
Application principlism and factors of common morality to the questions
Is organ transplant ethical?
Organ transplant is a medical topic that has stirred many debates and causing a dilemma in medical decisions. However, according to Beauchamp and Childress, organ transplant becomes ethically justifiable when it meets the requirement of principlism, which includes respect for autonomy, non-maleficence, beneficence, and justice (2001).  Respect for independence implies the ability of a person to make an independent decision without influence from third parties. In this case, for an organ transplant to be morally acceptable, it has been a voluntary action from the donor. The informed consent of the individual also guides Donors' ability to choose to donate an organ. Respect for autonomy is governed by rules such as telling of truth, the confidentiality of information as well as respect for others' privacy.  
The principle of justice is applicable in this case in that there should be equal rights between the donor and the recipient. The specific rule that governs the principle of justice includes each person receiving a fair share. Each person receives based on the need, among others. Justice is more common among the recipient of donor organs in that each patient deserves equal chances of given the organ. The decision of the patient to receive the organ will be based on the justice principle, such as the extent of need of the organ. 
Do medics care about donors rights and morality?
The principle of non-maleficence and beneficence guides ethical values that are incorporated by medical team in organ transplant.  Beauchamp and Childress state that ethical practices of physicians need to be governed by the diverse principles to allow for the right medical decision (2001).  The principle of non-maleficence prohibits the habit of causing pain, suffering, offense, and deprivation of goods of life. Medics often apply this principle during organ transplants in that they take caution to prevent causing harm both to the patient and the organ donor. Lack of organ transplant places the life of the patient at risk, and therefore, medics ensure that patients are not deprived of organs. 
Also, the principle of beneficence emphasizes the need to help others. Through organ transplants, the medics are helping the patients who are central in medicines. Patients always seek the help of medics, which leads to patient recovery. 
 The unjust decision in the scenario
One of the ethically untenable situations is the extent to which we allow technological advances to manipulate our ability to become organ donors.  This scenario is not justifiable because it turns out to be a manipulation that fundamentally violates the ethical principle for respect for autonomy. No amount of pressure should influence a person to become an organ donor without voluntary action.  According to the opt-out model that has been proposed, the demand for organs outweighs that supply for organs and therefore. Therefore, technology is being used manipulation tool to influence organ drive. 
The use of technology to influence organ transplants is also not justifiable because it violates human dignity. Respect for life is an important ethical consideration. When humans begin to lack respect for their bodies and experience, it leads to ethically wrong medical decisions.  The dignity that should be accorded to human life should be both for the benefit of the donors and the recipient. Human dignity is the basis for the respect of human life, which allows for a carefully considered medical decision. 
The other issue that I find not to be ethically justifiable is the fact that the use of the opt-out system will be a government-initiated that forces people to donate their organs. With the government regulating the bodies of people, it becomes almost impossible to resist the orders given. Also, government control of organ transplants will leads to a violation of the respect of autonomy. The greed of money will also influence the workers in the government and therefore, the organ donation may be converted to a financial gain venture. This will risk the life of the donors as medical hastening of death will be on the rise for the benefit of high organ harvest. Allowing the government to have control of people's organs and body is morally wrong because each person has the right to decide on activities that take place within his or her body. Human have been given different capabilities, and therefore, respect for life goes hand in hand with respect for the human body. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The scenario of using the government to influence organ transplant and donation is not justifiable because it also violates the medical ethics of non-maleficence and beneficence. Many people will be exposed to harm, and therefore, their safety will not be guaranteed. It is essential to have practices that deal with the lives and bodies of a person to be accorded to the correct ethical codes of conduct. The medical personnel and the public have the task of ensuring that medical ethics are followed and adhered to protect the rights of each side. The decision of what is right and wrong lies purely on both the medical practitioners and the patients. Morality is a joint effort that needs to be enforced by both patients and medics. 
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