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On April 12, 2001, the United States’ Boston Globe published an article about a woman named
Susan Stevens who had a son who urgently needed a kidney transplant. Unfortunately, her kidneys
were incompatible as transplants for her son. A doctor recommended that Susan donate a kidney to
someone she was not acquainted with as an exchange, after which her son could then be placed at the
very top of the kidney transplant waiting list. The result was that two patients received transplants and
both made a full recovery. This article’s title was called, “A Mother’s Love Saves Two Lives.”

This article’s original intention was to laud the greatness of motherly love. However, based on
this story, American economist, Gregory Mankiw, wrote a case in Principles of Economics (third edition)
proving the regulatory function of market mechanisms. He believes that normal people can survive with
a single kidney, and for those with two kidneys, one kidney is an unused resource. Furthermore, every
year in America there are about six thousand kidney disease sufferers who die because they cannot
receive a kidney transplant. If we allow this kind of free human-organ trade, then through market-

mechanism regulation, patients’ lives can be saved and those who sell their kidneys will increase their
income. Isn’t this a win-win situation?





