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Abstract 

Heart death has been widely recognized by the public only death standard, namely 
through breathing and heartbeat to judge whether a person has a vital signs, and with 
the development of The Times, science and technology, brain death determination 
standards gradually entered the public view, more and more countries began to that 
brain death standard for death, and as the brain death legislation, also gradually 
introduced into our country in recent years, with the traditional standard of cardiac 
death, and cause public questioning and ethical thinking for brain death. 
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1. Introduction 

1.1. The need for brain death Essential requirements of human nature 

Cardiac death and brain death key lies in the "shape" and "consciousness" who is the problem 
of ontology, with the life both biological significance, but also has social significance, and social 
attribute is human nature, though there is part of the brain death of biology function, but has 
lost sociology function, if a person the irreversible loss of consciousness and self-consciousness, 
the irreversible loss of social relations, for he has actually been there is no relationship, it is 
death. On the other hand, the loss of function after brain death cannot be reversed, so all rescue 
measures are meaningless. Therefore, we should respect the dignity of the deceased after brain 
death. Excessive rescue will only increase the suffering of the patient, which is also a disregard 
for the dignity of the patient. 

1.2. It is conducive to establishing value judgment 

From the perspective of philosophy, existing fixed reference standard is objective things, it can 
accurately distinguish between the two, brain death as a judgment standard clear the concept 
of life and death, this is not just as a fact judgment, life and death has always been considered 
to be a big question, it involves the responsibility of the society, the rights, ethics, legal aspects, 
such as accurate judgment for death is the basis to solve the problem of the complex, it is not 
only a basis in fact, is a kind of value judgment. The limitation of traditional heart death makes 
its evaluation standard lack of reliability, while brain death can form a reliable order and norm 
in the society and form a fixed value judgment in the society. 

1.3. Ensure the rational use of resources and funds 

Modern medicine has proved that once the brain dies, the unique state of human consciousness 
will also disappear randomly, this disappearance is irreversible, so far there is no successful 
case at home and abroad. Under such circumstances, the patient's family members will not only 
bear great economic pressure and mental torture, but also consume a large number of limited 
health resources, affecting the fair distribution of health resources. The promotion of brain 
death standards can make the public clearly recognize the value of implementing rescue 
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measures, have a certain understanding of the results of rescue measures, and also play a great 
role in the public interest and mitigation of public resources of the whole society. 

1.4. Conducive to the development of organ transplantation 

Organ transplantation has been the focus in the medical community concerns, with the 
continuous improvement of human quality, more and more people are willing to donate organs 
after death to those in need, which greatly improved the organ transplants in China occupy ratio, 
transplant success rate increased year by year, the organ donation after death is also widely 
accepted by the public but the acceptance of the heart transplant is very low. Heart keep beating 
heart transplantation is generally to ontology of transplantation, but due to the generally 
accepted heart death standard that most people believe that the heart has not stopped beating 
when the donation is a live donor, is considered to be inhuman, breach of ethical and moral 
behavior, so the case of heart transplant rare, brain death standard can not only promote more 
work of heart transplantation, but also can improve the survival rate of transplanted organs, 
provides the high survival rate for the owners are the high quality of the organs. 

2. Problems in promoting standards of brain death 

2.1. Lack of laws related to brain death 

Since brain death criteria are put forward in 1968, various countries have different degree of 
recognition of brain death, so far has more than 100 countries formulated the standard of brain 
death, there are more than 90 countries will brain death legislation, the United States, Japan 
and other countries will brain death and death as death criteria at the same time, the Taiwan 
region's announcement "brain death determination program" in regulation of brain death 
criteria is: one of the criteria to determine the death facts ", and the traditional judgment 
standard death coexist, Hong Kong and Macao regions also have relevant statute, the judgment 
standard of brain death can be a death. There is no relevant law on brain death in mainland 
China, but China has stepped into the substantive legislative stage. 

2.2. Conflict with values 

The uniqueness and uniqueness of life make the public extremely cautious when facing this 
problem. Brain death is very different from the previous heart death, which is a paradigm shift 
including the view of death, life, cognition and emotion, which makes it difficult for the public 
to accept the standard of brain death in the short term. According to the original heart death 
standard, only have a heart and breathing that is the main body, there is still life but require 
people to give up the original ideas, brain death to brain death as the basis, and even families 
need to make the decision of the shearing machine auxiliary breathing and heartbeat, on ethics 
seems to be a kind of self to give up treatment, general public for this change is rooted in the 
inner values at that time the difficult to accept, think it is an inhumane practices, conflict with 
the traditional ethics. 

2.3. Social utilitarianism 

When discussing the necessity of the existence of brain death standards and considering the 
social value and practical significance, many people have questioned the starting point for the 
establishment of brain death standards. Criteria to judge from the objective reality, heart death 
makes patients do a lot of unnecessary rescue measures, not only unable to save the patient's 
life, but also to create huge economic burden and mental pressure, at the same time, a waste of 
public resources, has already made a shortage of health resources become more scarce, to ease 
the burden of the family of brain death, promote the allocation of health resources is of great 
significance. But because of this, many people think that the brain-death standard is a typical 
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utilitarian standard, which aims to make profits regardless of the patient's right to life and 
survival. 

2.4. Judge difficulties 

The judgment way of brain death and heart death is different, the general people can judge 
whether dead according to the standard of heart death, but the brain death judgment needs a 
professional, through the professional instrument down to make the judgment, compared to 
the heart death cost is higher. At present, there are also many interfering factors in the criteria 
for the determination of brain death. Through the auxiliary examination of neurology and 
toxicology, all interfering factors can be eliminated to make clear the brain function activity 
without eeg and cerebral nerve reflex before brain death can be determined. Due to the 
complexity of brain death determination, the lack of a clear decision institution, the lack of 
transparency and openness in the decision process and other reasons, the public cannot always 
know the real situation in the decision process, so it is difficult to maintain the impartiality and 
objectivity of some bad behaviors in the decision process. 

3. Principles to be followed in brain death determination 

3.1. Principle of keeping informed 

As the decision of brain death is relatively unfamiliar to the public, its criteria and process are 
relatively complex, so it is particularly important to protect the family members' right to know 
in the process of implementing the brain death standard. First of all, the relevant brain death 
assessment center should be established to ensure the authority and objectivity of the center, 
provide an objective and fair assessment standard for brain death identification, clarify the 
specific content of the assessment, ensure the qualification of the assessor, issue the relevant 
assessment certificate for brain death patients, and ensure the standardized operation. 
Secondly, the center always ensures the openness and transparency throughout the evaluation 
process, so that the family members can always understand the details and procedures of the 
evaluation, and reduce the misunderstanding and trouble caused by ignorance. The Center 
takes full responsibility for the results of the evaluation process. 

3.2. The principle of self-choice 

The values that have been formed for a long time in the development of the Chinese nation are 
not so easy to change and accept brain death completely. The mandatory execution of the 
criteria for brain death is also a shock to the traditional ethics. Therefore, in such a special 
period, the implementation of the double standard of heart death and brain death is moreable 
to reflect the society's ethical concern and humanitarian spirit. The double standard of free 
choice refers to the decision in accordance with the standard of death identified by the patient 
or family members, and have the right to change at any time, such a principle of independent 
choice is the first principle when doctors follow the standard of brain death. 

3.3. The principle of fairness and justice 

Perform the primary aim of brain death must be based on the dignity of patients and the 
premise of life, and brain death can not only reduce the economic and mental burden of family 
members, also can maintain the dignity of the patients, indirect saving health resources, to 
promote the development of organ transplantation, among which need to first clear the 
necessary purpose of brain death, can't reverse black and white, to save health resources and 
promoting organ transplantation as a target, otherwise, the patients and their families for the 
determination of brain death, be misleading to give up even misguided organs removed, causes 
huge to the families of patients with the conscience condemnation. 
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