Conclusion
According to their supporters, the donation of both blood and organs represents the giving of the “gift of life”, where a fellow human being is provided with a thankless gift at a time of extreme need. Here, it is believed that the only way in which these physical elements of the body should be provided to others is if they are given according to a spiritual concept of enlightened altruism. By contrast, if they are acquired through commercial channels, they would somehow be less valued by those who receive them, as the commercial nature of their provision would somehow destroy their overall value to society. In this thesis, questions were raised as to how valid such beliefs actually are, for while in other areas of social interaction people have happily moved away from the unpaid provision of good and services in favour of market based mechanisms, when it comes to blood and organs, we continue to use policies whose underlying principles may be outdated and in need of extensive revision.

In our discussion on blood, it was shown that the hypothesis proposed by Richard Titmuss that unpaid donation was superior to commercial trade, based on an evaluation of the merits of each system according to various criteria, could not be supported. Along with countering his views with logical responses, various material errors relating to the data he presented were uncovered during this study, in particular to information concerning the efficiency with which blood was collected and managed in the UK. While such flaws may seem irrelevant now, they are still worth mentioning, as they formed a vital component of his arguments and undoubtedly played a role in the decision making processes of policymakers worldwide when these considered how to restructure their national blood collection systems. If it had been known in the early 1970s that the information relied upon by Titmuss to make his claims was incorrect, and that the efficiency with which the British blood service operated was less than was alleged, it is possible that a different route could have been taken at the time, when new public policies were being drafted with respect to blood donation.

This thesis clearly demonstrated that paid donation can be used as a suitable alternative system of collecting blood to unpaid donation, especially since many of the arguments used to explain the alleged inferiority of paid donation are either outdated or have no real value. Whereas in the past, blood acquired from paid donors may have been inherently less safe than that which was provided by their unpaid counterparts, this is no longer the case, as technical advances have helped ensure that the potential problems of adverse selection that are encountered when it comes to selecting donors and dealing with their blood have been largely eliminated. It has also been seen that non-profit blood banks have had problems meeting the demands placed on them to supply increased volumes of blood, even though they have, in many instances, held a virtual monopoly on the collection of this product (and have, indirectly, depended on commercial blood banks, whom they usually disavow, to help them out when blood products were needed). 

In a similar manner, we have seen that while there is no single champion of altruistic organ donation similar to Titmuss, many people share broadly similar views opposing the provision of any payment to donors, irrespective of whether they are alive or dead when organ removal takes place. The arguments that have been raised against trade in organs are very similar to the ones against blood selling, although they are presented with a greater degree of emotional interest by their proponents, since they deal with integral parts of a human being that can never be replaced (unlike blood) and which are believed to constitute the very essence of our physical existence. As with blood though, the arguments in favour of the selling of organs suggests that adopting such a policy will be likely to either eliminate or alleviate the problems that currently exist in this sector, to the obvious benefit of potential recipients.

Given that voluntary organisations are facing increasing difficulties in getting people to give blood and organs for free, and have no real prospect of relying on substitutes to help them out to a large extent in the near future, it is only logical that serious consideration be given by policy makers towards lifting the restrictions that currently exist and allow for a properly regulated system of paid donation to be introduced. Only then, when the positive forces of the market are unleashed to help supplement the activities of the charitable sector, can we hope to move in a direction that allows for the true value of these desirable body parts to be determined, enabling us to thereby view them in their proper social context. At this time, we will also be able to eliminate what is arguably the greatest market failure in this sector, namely rent-seeking behaviour whereby organisations and individuals are able to gain a measurable degree of economic benefit from the unpaid provision of all sorts of human tissues by altruistic donors. 

There is likely to be substantial opposition to proposals for trade in organs and blood to be permitted, for as was first mentioned in the Introduction to this document, resentment to the tools and concepts of economics remains widespread amongst those in the medical profession. This contempt of economic principles can be best summarised by considering the comment of an renowned authority in the field of bio-ethics, who stated that “the resource allocation debate surrounding transplantation will not be settled by economists who, in their hopeless pursuit of ideals they will never achieve, have essentially rendered themselves, and the work they do, irrelevant to the public policy development process”
. Here, such a statement seems more befitting of those who oppose commercial procurement than of those who feel that such a policy represents an efficient means of acquiring and allocating all manner of tissues to recipients. This is since advocates of altruistic donation, especially of organs, have relentlessly pursued a policy that has not succeeded fully in meeting the demands that have been expressed for these human tissues, with the effects of such failures being most noticeable when we consider that a substantial portion of those who wish to receive a transplant will die before they do so. If anything, the work of economists is critical to the success of this entire process, with the only reason that they have become “irrelevant” being because those in the medical profession has chosen to ignore them and the obvious messages that they have been sent (for which their patients are now paying the price).

It would be appropriate if we left the final remark on the issue of commerce in blood and organs to an eminent advocate of unpaid altruistic blood donation. When pondering the role and value of the NBTS in the UK, which was, in the 1960s and 1970s, presented as being the pre-eminent organisation on which many other non-profit blood banks were later modelled, our commentator expressed the following insightful view of the value of its operating ethos: “…it is a myth, a central government fantasy”
.     
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