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	Bob and Mary Schindler ethical fight was based on moral suffering.  The Schindlers’ are practicing devout Catholics as was Terri until her collapse.  The Schindler’s ethical concerns were:  Right to Life and the Christian Right.  According to Caplan, McCartney and Sisti (2007),   	Catholic moral theologians have argued that providing artificially delivered nutrition and hydration to persons in a persistent vegetative state is often disproportionate because it prevents lethal pathology (the inability to swallow) from achieving its end (natural death, and therefore, is ethically optional.  Others argue that withholding or withdrawing it is the moral equivalent of euthanasia by omission because the motive is to cause death. (p. 423)
The Pope spoke on behalf of Terri with regards to right to life.  He was consistent in stating the removing the feeding tube was a form of euthanasia.  He did not argue motive citing it as “a distinction without a difference.”  He simply argued that if the feeding tube was removed, the patient would die. (Caplan et. al., 2007, p. 424)

Is withdrawing or withholding life-sustaining treatments the same as physician-assisted suicide or euthanasia? (Mueller, 2009, p. 574, Abstract)
What were Terri’s values, preferences, and goals regarding life-sustaining treatments?  (Mueller, 2009, p. 574, Abstract)  As Terri’s court-appointed surrogate, Michael said Terri would not want to be kept alive artificially.  If Michael really believed this, why was Terri allowed to be kept alive for four years through the use of hydration and a feeding tube?
 Schindler’s argued that the hydration and feeding tube was in place in Terri’s best interest of preserving her right to life (beneficence).   According to Mueller (2009), “Notably, Florida law also states, ‘Before exercising that incapacitated patient’s rights to select or decline health care,…the surrogate’s decision to withhold or withdraw life-prolonging procedures must be supported by clear and convincing evidence that the decision would have been the one the patient would have chosen had the patient been competent, or, if there is no indication of what the patient would have chosen.  (p. 578)
[bookmark: CurLocation]The Schindler’s fought for Terri’s respect for autonomy because of her religious beliefs in accordance with “sanctity of life.” 
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