1st response  
Hi, I agree with you Luara’s sister acted completely out of the moral boundaries by disconnecting the respirator resulting into the death of her sister. In legal sense, Laura was still alive the reason as to why doctors continued giving her medication while still on the respirator. It is advisable that the decision to withdraw life supporting machines from someone who is in deep pain and in a coma has to be widely consulted by all parties (patient, family members and the doctors) who have to be involved. Through this, the patient can be allowed to die in peaceful manner and with dignity. For the case of Laura’s sister, she did not follow the right procedure to withdrawal Laura from the respirator and hence such cannot be justified at all.   

2nd response 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Hi, you are right on this. Proponents for withdrawal of respirator like you might argue that in circumstances where the patient’s life is a misery, then there is no need to have her alive. However, for this case there were signs that Laura was still alive as she could react to pain and even her eyes could sometimes open.  I would say that for one to make decisions such as that of Laura’s sister, then it is important to make a consideration on the value of life as there is nothing precious that can be compared to sanctity of one’s life. The decision has to be based upon respect for autonomy. This calls for the justification of decisions within the moral boundaries. 

