Applying the Four Principles: Case Study
Part 1: Chart (60 points)
Based on the “Healing and Autonomy” case study, fill out all the relevant boxes below. Provide the information by means of bullet points or a well-structured paragraph in the box. Gather as much data as possible.

	Medical Indications
Beneficence and Nonmaleficence
	Patient Preferences
Autonomy

	· James, an 8-year-old twin brother is suffering from acute glomerulonephritis, kidney failure. 
· Normally the condition does not require medication but James condition was very acute and required immediate treatment. The goal of the treatment is to relieve elevated blood pressure and require temporary dialysis. 
· There is usually a 90% chances of success in treatment. 
· Medical and nursing care is important since it helps a specialist to monitor to condition and perform dialysis when necessary.
	· The patient is only 8 years old and not in a position to understand what he’s going through. 
· However, his parents Mike and Joanne understands the benefits and risks, they have also understood all the information provided to them and have given consent (Werth & Blevins, 2017). 
· The patient is not mentally capable and legally competent enough because of his age. 
· The patient does not have any preferences but his parents at first preferred to take him to a healing service at their local church. 
· Much of the decisions related to treatment is made by the patient’s parents.

	Quality of Life
Beneficence, Nonmaleficence, Autonomy
	Contextual Features
Justice and Fairness

	· This is a serious condition that requires urgent treatment. 
· A patient has a 4% chances of survival without treatment, but with treatment the patient has an 85% chances of returning to his normal life. 
· Even when treatment succeeds, it’s not possible for the patient to get back fully to their normal lives. 
· More than 10% of patients who succeed in treatment end up experiencing serious mental issues and more than 23% are in one or another affected and cannot perform some tasks as they used to (Sperry, 2017). 
· The patient is required to be kept under constant care and placed under a special diet depending on his condition. 
· This is the criteria for judging the quality of care but there are biases that might prejudice the provider’s evaluation of care such as family medical history. 
· Some kidney conditions are hereditary and providers’ might solely consider that factor. 
· There are some issues that might arise in improving the patient’s quality of life such as lack of a compatible kidney donor during transplant and patient’s age. 
· The need to sacrifice a kidney so as to help one patient is very a serious ethical issue and is likely to affect the patient’s life-sustaining program (Werth & Blevins, 2017). 
· A kidney transplant is the only plan that can guarantee a patient a life-sustaining program.
	· There are professional, business, and interprofessional interests might in any way create a conflict of interest in the clinical treatment of the patient. 
· It’s more likely that the facility would prefer James to remain in the hospital until a compatible donor is found so that the facility might make money. 
· The patient’s parents have so much interest in the entire treatment program and they are actually the sole decision makers in this case.
·  There are confidentiality limits on how much information the parents can access considering that the parents is still a minor. 
· Buying a kidney from another person is very expensive and this is a financial factor that the parents are considering, this is why a donor is more appropriate. 
· There is also a concern on who will donate the kidney and the health issues or complications that might arise after the donation. 
· There are no religious issues that might in whichever way affect the clinical decisions.
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Part 2: Evaluation
[bookmark: _GoBack]Answer each of the following questions about how principlism would be applied:
1. In 200-250 words answer the following: According to the Christian worldview, which of the four principles is most pressing in this case? Explain why. (45 points)
	Ethical choices, whether major or minor is something that confronts us each day. The principle of respect for autonomy according to the Christian worldview is the most pressing in this case. This is a principle that advocates for moral decision-making with patients being required to make informed and voluntary decisions. A patient should be allowed to make decisions that they feel are appropriate and good to them and under no circumstance should a decision should be made against the patient’s consent (Maville & Huerta, 2018). In health care decisions, this principle implies that a patient has the capacity to act intentionally and with an understanding of what they are about to give into. This is a principle that promotes the concept of informed consent. The physician should provide the patient and any other relevant third part with all relevant information so that they can make the right decision. 
In this case, James is a minor of only 8 years and so it’s most probably that has no capacity to understand the information provided to him but his parents Mike and Joanne can help in making critical decisions. The patients and his parents need to be told all relevant information including the risks of a kidney transplant as well as the probable outcome of the operations. There is also a donor and the patient should know what might happen to the donor and the risks of donating a kidney. Both the donor and the patient also need to be informed of their chances of survival after the transplant and the expected mental and social implications thereafter.




2. In 200-250 words answer the following: According to the Christian worldview, how might a Christian rank the priority of the four principles? Explain why. (45 points)
	The four principles are non-hierarchical and, therefore, none of the principles can trump another. This is a general principle governing the four principles but in reality, Christians believe that there is the concept of a lesser evil. In this sense, some principle carries more weight than the other and are likely to be considered first or prioritized in the event a decision need to be made (Sperry, 2017). When two or more principles conflict with each other, it is more likely that Christians will apply their common knowledge based on Christian teachings to decide which principle should trump over the other. The principle of justice is the most important principle according to the Christian worldview. This is a principle that requires all patients who are equal to get equal opportunity for treatment. No patient should be considered more special than the other and no one should be denied the opportunity to qualify for equal treatment. This is the most important principle because it rhymes with Christian teachings that all people are equal before the eyes of the lord. 
The principle of nonmaleficence is the second most important principle according to the Christian view, this principle requires us not to intentionally harm or injure a patient intentionally. Patients should be exposed to minimal risk at all time, this principle is important to Christians because the Bible requires us to treat each other as we would want to be treated. The principle of respect for autonomy is the third most important principle and lastly, the principle of beneficence is the least important according to the Christian view.
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