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Coma 1978
The movie coma 1978 involves the ethical problems that exist in healthcare in our post-Christian society. One of the ethical issues portrayed in the movie touches on beneficence whereby instead of Dr. Harris acting beneficently towards his patients by helping his patients maintain and improve their health status, he induces them into a coma for premature organ harvesting. An example is when he almost makes Doctor Susan undergo an appendectomy, which was not in her best interest (Stengler, 2015). Secondly, the ethical principle of no maleficence is not adhered to because Dr. Harris intentionally plans to harm his patients to gain as organ donors without their consent. 
Also, the movie touches on the issue of the relationship between health care professional and their patients, whereby Dr. Harris involves himself in immoral behavior without telling his patients who trust him as a healthcare provider. Moreover, the issue of the right to life is a focus point in the movie and is portrayed in how DR. Harris gets to choose which patients are in good health and hence can undergo premature organ harvesting, which is another way of killing them, this is both ethically and morally wrong. Lastly, the issue of organ procurement and transplantation whereby a patient has to give consent for organ harvesting, and in many cases the transplant happens after the patient is deceased, harvesting organs from living patients is morally wrong and goes against medical ethics.
The nature of the dilemma in the movie involves Dr. wheeler suspecting that something is not right when too many patients come out in a coma after undergoing minor surgery such as abortion, but when she tries to come out with this information in the male-dominated hospital, she is termed as being paranoid, hysterical and neurotic. She is forced to choose between proving that her suspicions are real and the fact that she is normal in as far as paranoia and hysteria are concerned. Human dignity is often treated as the moral basis of human rights, and universal human dignity holds the view that all human beings equally share the value and right of human dignity, which involved being treated as means to themselves rather than a means to an end. In the movie, various characters are involved in selective human dignity, whereby Dr. Harris harvests human organs prematurely, and through the Jefferson, institute sells them in the black market (Lewis, 2017). The two contrasts in that some characters behave as if they are aligning to universal human dignity but in the real sense, involve themselves in selective human dignity in hoe they associate with several of their patients.
Universal human dignity is devoid of ideological and political influences, and all normal human being has at least the same level of human dignity because we all share this equally. In the movie, if all the characters aligned to universal human dignity, then Dr. Harris would not have been involved in the morally wrong behavior of inducing his patients into a coma to enable him to harvest their organs prematurely. The actions of the characters would have changed because they would value human life just as they value their own, and this could have tremendously changed the plot of the narrative to something else. The plot could have changed to the challenges in patient care and health status improvement rather than the causing of harm to patients by doctors. From a Christian’s perspective, all humans and especially doctors have a responsibility to preserve sacred life and a characteristic that we all share as human beings.
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