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UNIT 5: Discussion Question 1
Introduction
The discussion is entirely concerned about the duty of a bystander to a person in need. In the paper, an illustration will be provided to determine whether a bystander may be liable to the damages inflicted to the person in need.    
Personal view towards the law
In my view, a bystander has no legal obligation to take care of a person in need. However, a person may opt to act morally by helping the needy, though it is not a must for one to intervene. When it comes to the rule of law, there is no formalized statute which requires a passerby to aid a person in need. I do not think that a passerby can be awarded a civil penalty for failing to volunteer in helping the needy. The passerby needs to have a moral obligation by assisting the needy when necessary because no one knows who will have an encounter with a similar situation next time (Water at al. 2017).     
Effects of law to nurses or doctors 
The law tends to contradict with the professional ethics of nurses and doctors. Precisely, the law holds that passerby can opt to assists a person in need or dispute, and they cannot be held liable for the damage caused. Differently, the doctors have both moral and legal obligation to help the sick regardless of the situation at hand because a patient's demands cure to recover (Water at al. 2017). Overall, it will be against the doctor's profession to apply the rule, and it should not be applied in the healthcare industry.  

[bookmark: _GoBack]Reference
Water, T., Rasmussen, S., Neufeld, M., Gerrard, D., & Ford, K. (2017). Nursing's duty of care: 
From legal obligation to moral commitment. Nursing Praxis in New Zealand, 33(3).





