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Last week on the TV show 20/20, there was a segment about the shortage of organ donors.  Despite the widespread knowledge of this shortage, there still aren’t enough donations to provide for those who need transplants.  People are dying because of this.





Current legislation prohibits the sale of organs.  This was thought to be needed to keep poor people from being tempted or coerced into “donating” an organ to a specific recipient in return for a payment of some kind.  It turned out this restriction served a worthy purpose.





It resulted in the development and permanent establishment of a national organ transplant clearinghouse.  This organization provides a mechanism that insures those in most need of a transplant get the next available organ and not those with the most money.  Chalk up one for the good guys.





In many countries not prohibiting the sale of organs, poverty stricken people are selling one of their two kidneys as a way to survive.   





Our system is based on the voluntary donation of a deceased’s organs with his or his family’s approval without any monetary consideration. This is a wonderful system as long as it results in the supply of donated organs meeting the need for transplants.  Unfortunately, this is where the system is failing.





There is no reason for people to die just because the first set of rules developed wasn’t perfect.  In this country of 270 million people, we should be able to develop a method to eliminate this shortage of organs transplants.


 


Following my belief that almost anything can be accomplished in this country by offering an appropriate monetary reward, I suggest we change the present law to permit payment for an organ.   However, to retain the prohibition against the sale of an organ from someone to someone, I believe any compensation should only be to the estate of a person already deceased.  And to eliminate any aspect of there being a seller and a buyer, the monetary benefit could be in the form of a federal tax credit.  This could provide the monetary incentive while keeping the transaction in the public domain.





Now the logic for all this.  First, we must accept that real people are really dying due to the lack of organs for transplantation.  Then we must think of our national attitude towards how much a human life is worth. 





We readily accept paying additional costs for airline safety, automotive safety devices (including infant seats), job site safety, food inspection, testing of new drugs, and on and on.  This attitude is also carried over to life threatening situations of individuals when their need is brought to the national attention.





Remember that the medical infrastructure; doctors, hospitals and private pharmaceutical companies are receiving tremendous monetary benefits (fees) as a result of the transplants.  Transplants that wouldn’t occur if the needed organ wasn’t provided free by someone.  No one calls these doctors, hospitals and drug companies greedy, money grubbing parasites because they don’t donate their time, skill and products.   





The only person in an organ transplant procedure who isn’t expected to be paid is the owner of the organ. Why, when we pay for blood “donations”, can’t we pay for organ “donations”?





When there is a shortage of a vital product, there are reasons to change the rules.  It’s time to ask the question, “If the present system doesn’t result in the availability of enough organs for transplants, why aren’t revisions to the system being explored?”





Those who aren’t involved in trying to get a transplant aren’t interested in the problem.  Those who are, focus on obtaining one within the existing system.  The result is that nobody is trying to improve the system.





Maybe it’s time somebody did. 





