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Abstract
Introduction: Despite increased awareness efforts, many countries continue to face critical challenges in organ donation registration rates. 

Academicians and students from medical, nursing, theology, and law faculties are in pivotal positions to shape societal perceptions and practices 
related to organ donation, yet their own knowledge and attitudes remain under-investigated.

Objectives: This study aims to evaluate and compare the knowledge, attitudes, and opinions of academicians and final-year students from the 
faculties of medicine, nursing, theology, and law.

Methods: This descriptive cross-sectional study was conducted between September 2021 and August 2022 at the University, involving 481 
participants (155 academicians and 326 students). Data were collected using a researcher-developed online questionnaire addressing socio-
demographic variables, knowledge, and attitudes toward medical, religious, ethical, and legal aspects of organ donation.

Results: While 80% of participants had previously received information about organ donation, only 20.6% of academicians and 7.4% of 
students were officially registered as donors. Misunderstandings about brain death, concerns regarding bodily integrity, and religious uncertainties 
were more prevalent among theology participants. Altruism was the most frequently cited reason for willingness to donate, but this intention often 
failed to translate into action.

Conclusion: There exists a pronounced gap between awareness and behavior concerning organ donation. Targeted educational interventions—
especially within theology and law faculties—must go beyond knowledge transmission and actively address ethical reasoning, cultural values, and 
behavioral intent. Collaborative and interdisciplinary education involving health professionals, theologians, and legal experts is crucial to fostering 
informed and proactive attitudes.
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Introduction

Organ transplantation stands as a critical therapeutic solution 
for individuals suffering from end-stage organ failure. Advances 
in surgical techniques and immunosuppressive therapies have 
significantly improved graft survival and patient outcomes. 
However, the global organ shortage remains a pressing concern, with 
a growing discrepancy between the number of patients on waiting 
lists and the availability of donor organs [1]. In many developing 
countries, this gap is particularly pronounced. Despite nationwide 
awareness campaigns and increasing public discourse, actual organ 
donor registration rates remain low, and cadaveric donation levels 
are consistently reported below the European average according to 
the International Registry in Organ Donation and Transplantation 
(IRODaT). This highlights that awareness alone is insufficient; 
social, cultural, ethical, and religious dimensions must also be 
addressed [2].

Attitudes toward organ donation are strongly influenced by 
individual beliefs and societal values. In countries where religious 
convictions and moral perspectives play a significant role in 
shaping public behavior, the involvement of key opinion leaders—
especially from the medical, legal, and theological domains—
is essential in promoting accurate knowledge and acceptance 
of organ donation [3]. Academicians and students in faculties 
such as medicine, nursing, theology, and law not only represent 
future professionals but also serve as societal influencers. Their 
perceptions and knowledge directly affect both clinical practices 
and public discourse. However, comparative data on their attitudes 
toward organ donation remain limited [4,5]. This study aims to 
evaluate and compare the knowledge, attitudes, and opinions 
of academicians and final-year students from the faculties of 
medicine, nursing, theology, and law. By identifying discipline-
specific gaps and misconceptions, the study seeks to inform the 
design of targeted educational and policy interventions to improve 
organ donation rates at the national level.

Materials and Methods

Study Design and Setting

This descriptive and cross-sectional study was conducted 
between September 2021 and August 2022 at the University, a 
large public institution. The study aimed to assess the knowledge 
and attitudes of faculty members and final-year undergraduate 
students from the Faculties of Medicine, Nursing, Theology, and 
Law regarding organ donation and transplantation. These four 
faculties were selected based on their potential influence on 
public perceptions and their unique disciplinary roles. Medical 
and nursing faculties are directly involved in organ procurement, 
transplantation, and health education. Theology faculties contribute 
to the religious discourse surrounding the permissibility and 
ethics of organ donation, while law faculties inform the legislative 
and policy frameworks that regulate transplantation practices. 
Including these disciplines enabled a comprehensive evaluation of 
diverse perspectives influencing organ donation.

Study Population and Sampling

The study population comprised 1787 individuals, including 
1325 final-year undergraduate students and 462 academic staff. 
The student population was distributed as follows: Faculty of 
Medicine (n=288), Faculty of Nursing (n=290), Faculty of Theology 
(n=400), and Faculty of Law (n=347). Academic staff included 259 
from Medicine, 64 from Nursing, 91 from Theology, and 48 from 
Law. A total of 481 participants were included in the final sample, 
consisting of 326 students and 155 academic staff members. 
Participants were selected using stratified cluster sampling, 
where each faculty represented a separate stratum. Sampling was 
performed proportionally within each stratum to ensure adequate 
representation of both students and academic staff across faculties. 
A priori power analysis was conducted using G*Power 3.1 software 
to ensure adequate sample size. Based on a medium effect size (w 
= 0.30), alpha level of 0.05, and 95% confidence level, the minimum 
required sample size was determined to be 350 participants. With 
481 respondents, the study achieved sufficient statistical power 
(power = 0.95).

Data Collection Instrument

Data were collected using a structured questionnaire 
developed by the researchers [4,6-10]. The instrument was based 
on an extensive literature review and feedback from subject matter 
experts in medical ethics, theology, public health, and health 
education. The questionnaire comprised three main sections:

a)	 Socio-demographic characteristics (e.g., age, gender, 
marital status, economic status, academic position),

b)	 Knowledge and awareness related to organ donation and 
transplantation,

c)	 Attitudes and beliefs regarding the medical, legal, 
religious, and ethical dimensions of organ donation.

No standardized measurement tool was employed, and internal 
consistency analysis (e.g., Cronbach’s alpha) was not conducted 
since the objective was to analyze categorical variables rather than 
to generate scale scores. Content validity was ensured through 
expert review by five academicians in relevant disciplines.

Data Collection Procedure

The questionnaire was distributed electronically via Google 
Forms. Participation was voluntary, and informed consent was 
obtained from all participants prior to data collection. Responses 
were anonymous and confidential. The study was conducted in 
accordance with the ethical principles outlined in the Declaration 
of Helsinki and received approval from the Ethics Committee.

Data Analysis

The data were analyzed using IBM SPSS Statistics Version 24. 
Descriptive statistics, including frequencies, percentages, means, 
and standard deviations, were used to summarize participants’ 
characteristics and responses. In addition, chi-square tests (χ2) 
were applied to examine statistically significant differences 
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between groups (e.g., among faculties). A p-value of <0.05 was 
considered statistically significant.

Results

A total of 481 individuals participated in the study, including 
155 academic staff members and 326 final-year undergraduate 
students from the Faculties of Medicine, Nursing, Theology, and 
Law at the University.

Demographic Characteristics

The mean age of the academic staff was 35.79±9.51 years, and 
57.4% were female. Of the academicians, 67.7% were married 
and 52.3% described their economic status as moderate. Faculty 

distribution was as follows: Medicine (35.5%), Nursing (30.3%), 
Law (23.2%), and Theology (11%). Regarding academic positions, 
38.7% were research assistants, 8.4% lecturers, and 52.9% faculty 
members; in terms of academic degree, 39.4% held research 
assistant status, 36.2% were assistant professors, and 12.3% 
each were professors and associate professors. Nearly one-third 
(33.5%) had been working for less than five years (Table 1). Among 
students, the average age was 23.29±4.35 years. Females made up 
67.5% of the sample, and 92.6% were single. Regarding perceived 
economic status, 72.1% reported poor, 14.4% good, and 13.5% 
moderate financial conditions. The distribution by faculty was as 
follows: Nursing (27.9%), Theology (27.3%), Medicine (23.6%), 
and Law (21.2%) (Table 2).

Table 1: Descriptive Characteristics of Academic Staff (n=155).

Descriptive Characteristics n (%)

Gender

 Female 89 57.4

 Male 66 42.6

Marital Status

 Married 105 67.7

 Single 50 32.3

Economic Status

 Good 71 45.8

 Moderate 81 52.3

 Poor 3 1.9

Faculty

 Faculty of Medicine 55 35.5

 Faculty of Nursing 47 30.3

 Faculty of Theology 17 11

 Faculty of Law 36 23.2

Years of Work

 <5 Years 52 33.5

 6–10 Years 33 21.3

 11–15 Years 33 21.3

 16–20 Years 14 9

 21–25 Years 11 7.1

 >25 Years 6 3.9

Academic Title

 Research Assistant 60 38.7

 Lecturer 13 8.4

 Faculty Member 82 52.9

Academic Rank

 Professor 19 12.3

 Associate Professor 19 12.3

 Assistant Professor 56 36.2

 Research Assistant 61 (9.4

Age (Mean ± SD) 35.79 ± 9.51
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Table 2: Descriptive Characteristics of Students (n=326).

Descriptive Characteristics n %

Gender

Female 220 67,5

Male 106 32,5

Marital Status

Married 24 7,4

Single 302 92,6

Economic Status

Good 47 14,4

Moderate 44 13,5

Poor 235 72,1

Faculty

Faculty of Medicine 77 23,6

Faculty of Nursing 91 27,9

Faculty of Theology 89 27,3

Faculty of Law 69 21,2

Age (Mean±SD) 23,29±4,345

Organ Transplant Knowledge and Experience (Students)

Among students, the rate of those who had a relative who 
underwent organ transplantation differed significantly between 
faculties. The highest rate was observed among Theology students 
(16.9%), while medical students reported the lowest (1.3%) 
(p<0.05, Table 3). No significant difference was found between 
faculties regarding those with relatives waiting for transplantation. 
The rate of students who had received prior information about 
organ donation also varied significantly (p<0.05). Medical students 
had the highest rate (94.8%), whereas Nursing students had the 

lowest (73.6%). The most commonly cited sources were mass media 
platforms. Among Medical students, 49.3% reported learning via 
internet/TV/social media; this rate was 53.7% in Nursing, 33.3% 
in Theology, and 29.6% in Law (Table 3). Students who reported 
knowing how to donate organs also differed significantly across 
faculties (p<0.001), with 87.0% of medical students affirming this 
knowledge versus 58.4% in Theology. However, actual registration 
as organ donors did not show a statistically significant difference 
between faculties; the highest registration rate (11.7%) was still in 
the Faculty of Medicine (Table 3).

Table 3: Comparison of Students’ Opinions on Organ Transplantation by Departments.

Questions About Organ 

Transplantation

Faculty of Medicine Faculty of Nursing Faculty of Theology Faculty of Law X2

n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) X2

Has anyone in your close circle (parents, siblings, relatives, close friends, etc.) undergone organ transplantation?

Yes
1

1,3%

8 
8,8%

15 
16,9%

9 
13,0%

11,847*

No 76 
98,7%

83 
91,2%

74 
83,1%

60 
87,0%

Do you have any relatives in your close circle (parents, siblings, relatives, close friends, etc.) awaiting organ transplantation?

Yes 4 
5,2%

4 
4,4%

5 
5,6%

7 
10,1%

2,564
No 73 

94,8%
87 

95,6%
84 

94,4%
62 

89,9%

Have you previously received information about organ donation?

Yes 73 
94,8%

67 
73,6%

69 
77,5%

54 
78,3% 13,584*

No 4 
5,2%

24 
26,4%

20 
22,5%

15 
21,7%
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“If yes, where did you obtain this information?”***

Friends/other family members 7 
9,6%

8 
11,9%

15 
21,7%

14 
25,9%

Internet/TV/social media 36 
49,3%

36 
53,7%

23 
33,3%

16 
29,6%

Newspaper/magazine/scientific article 7 
9,6%

8 
11,9%

19 
27,5%

12 
22,2%

Doctor/nurse 22 
30,1%

14 
20,9%

13 
18,8%

13 
24,1%

Do you know how to make an organ donation?

Yes 67 
87,0%

61 
67,0%

52 
58,4%

43 
62,3%

17,698**
No 10 

13,0%
30 

33,0%
37 

41,6%
26 

37,7%

Have you ever donated organs by filling out the Organ Donation Form?

Yes 9 
11,7%

4 
4,4%

4 
4,5%

7 
10,1%

5,144
No 68 

88,3%
87 

95,6%
85 

95,5%
62 

89,9%

Have you shared your opinion/attitude/decision about organ donation with your family?

Yes 43 
55,8%

36 
39,6%

22 
24,7%

31 
44,9%

17,317**
No 34 

44,2%
55 

60,4%
67 

75,3%
38 

55,1%

Do you consider donating organs?

Yes 63 
81,8%

52 
57,1%

38 
42,7%

55 
79,7%

37,296**
No 14 

18,2%
39 

42,9%
51 

57,3%
14 

20,3%

“If yes, what is your reason for wanting to donate organs?” ***

To do good and save lives 20 
31,7%

18 
34,6%

23 
60,5%

16 
29,1%

Because organ donation is of vital 
importance

25 
39,7%

17 
32,7%

11 
28,9%

18 
32,7%

Because it is religiously appropriate and 
meritorious

8 
12,7%

2 
3,8%

4 
10,5%

6 
10,9%

Because I received information during 
my education and see it as a social 

responsibility

7 
11,1%

8 
13,4%

15 
22,3%

Because I watched encouraging informa-
tion and programs in the media

2 
3,8%

Because there are people in my family 
and close circle who need organ 

transplantation

2 
3,8%

Other 3 
4,8%

3 
5,8%

“If no, what is your reason for not wanting to donate organs?”***

Because I think it is not religiously 
appropriate

1 
7,2%

12 
30,8%

12 
23,5%

1 
7,1%

Because I think it is not ethically and 
legally appropriate

3 
21,4%

4 
10,2%

7 
13,7%

1 
7,1%

Because I do not want my body integrity 
to be compromised

5 
35,7%

8 
20,5%

12 
23,5%

10 
71,4%

Because my own life could be at risk 3 
21,4%

9 
23,1%

7 
13,7%

1 
7,1%

Because my family did not allow it 2 
14,3%

9 
17,6%
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Because the patient dies despite the 
transplant

2 
5,1%

4 
7,8%

Because it is not socially accepted 2 
5,1%

Because I am afraid of organ mafias 2 
5,1%

1 
7,1%

*p<.05, **p<.001, ***Multiple answers were given, X2=Chi-Square Analysis

Attitudes Toward Organ Donation (Students)

Among students, willingness to donate organs significantly 
differed by faculty (χ2=37.296; p<0.001). The highest rate was 
observed in the Faculty of Medicine (81.8%), while the lowest was 
in Theology (42.7%) (Table 3). The most common motivation was 
altruism—“doing good and saving lives”—most frequently cited by 
Theology students (60.5%). Among those unwilling to donate, the 
most common deterrent was “not wanting the body to be physically 
altered,” reported by 71.4% of Law students, 35.7% of medical 
students, 23.5% of Theology students, and 20.5% of Nursing 
students (Table 3).

Perceptions of Medical, Religious, and Legal 
Appropriateness (Students)

Perceptions regarding the medical, religious, and legal 
appropriateness of organ transplantation significantly varied by 
faculty among students. The highest agreement that living donor 
transplantation is medically appropriate was in the Faculty of 
Medicine (97.4%) and the lowest in Theology (70.8%) (χ2=28.299; 
p<0.001). Similar trends were observed for religious (χ2=21.981; 

p<0.001) and legal (χ2=19.586; p<0.001) appropriateness (Table 
4). For cadaveric transplantation, the highest agreement on medical 
appropriateness was again in Medicine (90.9%) and lowest in 
Theology (78.7%) (χ2=8.464; p<0.05). Only 62.9% of Theology 
students found cadaveric donation religiously appropriate 
(χ2=23.462; p<0.001) (Table 4).

Organ Transplant Knowledge and Experience 
(Academicians)

Among academicians, prior exposure to organ donation 
information significantly differed between faculties (p<0.001). 
Academicians in Medicine (90.9%) and Nursing (91.5%) reported 
the highest rates, while those in Theology (64.7%) and Law (63.9%) 
were lower (Table 5). The main sources of information were 
healthcare professionals and academic publications. Knowledge 
of the donation process also differed significantly (p<0.001), with 
96.4% of medical faculty members affirming this knowledge versus 
52.8% in Law. Completion of an official donation form also showed 
statistically significant variation, with Medicine at 30.9%, while 
Theology and Law were below 6% (Table 5).

Table 4: Comparison of Students’ Views on the Medical, Religious, and Legal Aspects of Organ Transplantation Across Faculties.

Questions About Organ 
Transplantation

Faculty of Medicine Faculty of Nursing Faculty of Theology Faculty of Law
X2

n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)

“Do you think organ transplantation from a ‘living’ donor is medically appropriate?”

Yes
75

97,4%

70

76,9%

63

70,8%

64

92,8%
28,299**

No
2

2,6%

21

23,1%

26

29,2%

5

7,2%

“Do you think organ transplantation from a ‘living’ donor is religiously appropriate?”

Yes
67

87,0%

67

73,6%

52

58,4%

58

84,1%
21,981**

No
10

13,0%

24

26,4%

37

41,6%

11

15,9%

“Do you think organ transplantation from a ‘living’ donor is legally appropriate?”

Yes
75

97,4%

70

76,9%

68

76,4%

62

89,9%
19,586**

No
2

2,6%

21

23,1%

21

23,6%

7

10,1%

“Do you think organ transplantation from a ‘cadaveric’ donor is medically appropriate?”
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Yes
70

90,9%

70

76,9%

70

78,7%

61

88,4%
8,464*

No
7

9,1%

21

23,1%

19

21,3%

8

11,6%

“Do you think organ transplantation from a ‘cadaveric’ donor is religiously appropriate?”

Yes
71

92,2%

61

67,0%

56

62,9%

56

81,2%
23,462**

No
6

7,8%

30

33,0%

33

37,1%

13

18,8%

“Do you think organ transplantation from a ‘cadaveric’ donor is legally appropriate?”

Yes
72

93,5%

73

80,2%

73

82,0%

64

92,8%
10,151*

No
5

6,5%

18

19,8%

16

18,0%

5

7,2%

“Do you think the medical aspect of organ transplantation and donation has been adequately researched?”

Yes
40

51,9%

41

45,1%

38

42,7%

28

40,6%

7,394No
4

5,2%

10

11,0%

6

6,7%

11

15,9%

Partially
33

42,9%

40

44,0%

45

50,6%

30

43,5%

“Do you think the religious aspect of organ transplantation and donation has been adequately researched?”

Yes
24

31,2%

18

19,8%

32

36,0%

18

26,1%

9,153No
18

23,4%

23

25,3%

19

21,3%

23

33,3%

Partially
35

45,5%

50

54,9%

38

42,7%

28

40,6%

“Do you think the ethical and legal aspects of organ transplantation and donation have been adequately researched?”

Yes
41

53,2%

27

29,7%

37

41,6%

28

40,6%

11,415No
9

11,7%

19

20,9%

13

14,6%

15

21,7%

Partially
27

35,1%

45

49,5%

39

43,8%

26

37,7%

“Do you think it is religiously acceptable to receive an organ from a non-Muslim?”

Yes
47

61,0%

42

46,2%

34

38,2%

49

71,0%

25,878**No
3

3,9%

16

17,6%

13

14,6%

7

10,1%

I don’t know
27

35,1%

33

36,3%

42

47,2%

13

18,8%

“Would you find it acceptable if your donated organ were transplanted into a non-Muslim?”
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Yes
71

92,2%

62

68,1%

54

60,7%

61

88,4%
31,526**

No
6

7,8%

29

31,9%

35

39,3%

8

11,6%

“Do you think it is religiously appropriate to give money or gifts to those who donate organs?”

Yes
20

26,0%

28

30,8%

25

28,1%

24

34,8%
1,524

No
57

74,0%

63

69,2%

64

71,9%

45

65,2%

“Do you think it is medically appropriate to give money or gifts to those who donate organs?”

Yes
19

24,7%

27

29,7%

36

40,4%

24

34,8%
5,207

No
58

75,3%

64

70,3%

53

59,6%

45

65,2%

“Do you think it is legally appropriate to give money or gifts to those who donate organs?”

Yes
21

27,3%

29

31,9%

37

41,6%

23

33,3%
4,301

No
56

72,7%

62

68,1%

52

58,4%

46

66,7%

“Would you accept living with a transplanted organ from someone else if necessary?”

Yes
75

97,4%

81

89,0%

74

83,1%

67

97,1%
14,278*

No
2

2,6%

10

11,0%

15

16,9%

2

2,9%

“Would you donate an organ for a relative (parent, sibling) if necessary?”

Yes
76

98,7%

82

90,1%

84

94,4%

68

98,6%
8,854*

No
1

1,3%

9

9,9%

5

5,6%

1

1,4%

“Would you donate the organs of a relative whose brain death had occurred, if you had the right to decide?”

Yes
64

83,1%

56

61,5%

44

49,4%

52

75,4%
24,516**

No
13

16,9%

35

38,5%

45

50,6%

17

24,6%

“Are brain death and vegetative state the same concept?”

Yes
7

9,1%

27

29,7%

31

34,8%

23

33,3%
17,035**

No
70

90,9%

64

70,3%

58

65,2%

46

66,7%

“Is there a chance of recovery for someone declared brain-dead?”

Yes
8

10,4%

13

14,3%

41

46,1%

10

14,5%
41,396**

No
69

89,6%

78

85,7%

48

53,9%

59

85,5%
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“How do you think media platforms influence public opinions on organ donation?”

I think it has a positive influence
45

58,4%

42

46,2%

45

50,6%

31

44,9%

3,709I think it has a negative influence
7

9,1%

12

13,2%

9

10,1%

9

13,0%

I think it has no influence
25

32,5%

37

40,7%

35

39,3%

29

42,0%

“In your opinion, who should inform the public about organ donation?”

Doctor/Health Personnel
33

42,9%

19

20,9%

14

15,7%

13

18,8%

30,864**

Religious Leaders
0

0,0%

3

3,3%

6

6,7%

0

0,0%

Lawyers
0

0,0%

0

0,0%

2

2,2%

1

1,4%

Religious, health, and legal pro-
fessionals should jointly provide 

education.

44

57,1%

69

75,8%

67

75,3%

55

79,7%

*p<.05, **p<.001, X2 = Chi-square test

Attitudes Toward Organ Donation (Academicians)

Willingness to donate organs significantly varied across 
faculties (χ2=8.083; p<0.05). While 80% of medical faculty 
members expressed willingness, this dropped to 47.1% among 

those in Theology (Table 5). The leading reason cited for willingness 
was the “vital importance of organ donation” (56.2%). Among those 
unwilling to donate, the primary reason was “concern about body 
integrity” (64.9%), reaching as high as 90% among Law faculty 
members (Table 5).

Table 5: Comparison of Faculty Members’ Opinions on Organ Transplantation According to Their Academic Departments.

Questions About Organ Transplantation
Faculty of Medicine Faculty of Nursing Faculty of Theology Faculty of Law

X²
n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)

“Has anyone in your close circle (e.g., parents, siblings, relatives, close friends) undergone an organ transplant?”

Yes
4

7,3%

6

12,8%

1

5,9%

3

8,3%
1,231

No
51

92,7%

41

87,2%

16

94,1%

33

91,7%

“Do you have any relatives or close acquaintances (e.g., parents, siblings, relatives, close friends) who are waiting for an organ transplant?”

Yes
4

7,3%

3

6,4%

2

11,8%

4

11,1%
0,935

No
51

92,7%

44

93,6%

15

88,2%

32

88,9%

“Have you ever received information about organ donation?”

Yes
50

90,9%

43

91,5%

11

64,7%

23

63,9%
17,222**

No
5

9,1%

4

8,5%

6

35,3%

13

36,1%

“If yes, where did you receive this information?”***
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Friends/other family members
2

4,0%

5

21,7%

Internet/TV/social media
11

22,0%

13

30,2%

7

63,6%

14

60,9%

Newspaper/magazine/scientific article
22

44,0%

22

51,2%

5

45,5%

11

47,8%

Doctor/nurse
32

64,0%

22

51,2%

3

27,3%

6

26,9%

Clergy/religious figures
5

10,0%

6

14,0%

4

36,4%

3

13,5%

Legal professionals
1

2,0%

5

11,6%

2

18,2%

1

4,3%

School/elective courses
24

48,0%

12

27,9%

1

9,1%

2

8,7%

Other
1

2,0%

2

4,7%

5

45,5%

2

8,7%

“Do you know how organ donation is performed?”

Yes
53

96,4%

45

95,7%

11

64,7%

19

52,8%
38,930**

No
2

3,6%

2

4,3%

6

35,3%

17

47,2%

“Have you ever filled out an Organ Donation Form to donate your organs?”

Yes
17

30,9%

12

25,5%

1

5,9%

2

5,6%
11,487*

No
38

69,1%

35

74,5%

16

94,1%

34

94,4%

“Have you shared your opinion/attitude/decision about organ donation with your family?”

Yes
23

41,8%

24

51,1%

7

41,2%

13

36,1%
1,993

No
32

58,2%

23

48,9%

10

58,8%

23

63,9%

“Do you consider becoming an organ donor?”

Yes
44

80,0%

37

78,7%

8

47,1%

26

72,2%
8,083*

No
11

20,0%

10

21,3%

9

52,9%

10

27,8%

“If yes, what is your reason for wanting to donate organs?”***

To do good and save lives
26

59,1%

13

35,1%

6

75,0%

13

50,0%

Because organ donation is of vital importance
27

61,4%

21

56,8%

3

37,5%

7

26,9%

Because it is religiously appropriate and consi-
dered virtuous

10

22,7%

5

13,5%

2

25,0%

5

19,2%
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Because I received information about the subje-
ct during my education and consider it a social 

responsibility

11

25,0%

11

29,7%

2

25,0%

2

7,7%

Because I watched encouraging information and 
programs in the media

1

2,7%

1

3,8%

Because there are people in my family or close 
circle who need an organ transplant

1

2,7%

2

7,7%

“If no, what is your reason for not wanting to donate organs?”***

Because I believe it is not religiously appropri-
ate

3

27,3%

2

22,2%

2

20,0%

Because I believe it is not ethically or legally 
appropriate

1

9,1%

1

10,0%

Because I do not want my body integrity to be 
compromised

5

45,5%

5

50,0%

5

55,6%

9

90,0%

Because I believe my own life may be at risk
4

36,4%

1

10,0%

2

22,2%

4

40,0%

Because my family does not allow it
3

27,3%

3

30,0%

5

50,0%

Because the patient would die despite the 
transplant

1

9,1%

1

10,0%

Because it is not socially accepted
1

9,1%

1

10,0%

Because I am afraid of organ trafficking (organ 
mafias)

2

18,2%

2

20,0%

Other
1

9,1%

1

10,0%

*p<.05, **p<.001, ***Multiple responses were allowed, X2 = Chi-square test

Perceptions of Medical, Religious, and Legal 
Appropriateness (Academicians)

Among academicians, living donor transplantation was found 
medically appropriate by 98.2% in Medicine and 97.9% in Nursing, 
but only 76.5% in Theology (χ2=13.566; p<0.05) (Table 6). 
Similarly, 96.4% of medical faculty members viewed it as religiously 
acceptable, compared to 70.6% in Theology (χ2=12.787; p<0.05). 
Legal appropriateness also differed significantly among faculties 
(χ2=11.574; p<0.05). Overall, both students and academicians 
perceived cadaveric transplantation as more acceptable across 
all three dimensions, though faculty members from Theology 
demonstrated more cautious attitudes (Tables 4&6).

Sociocultural and Ethical Attitudes

Participants’ sociocultural and ethical attitudes toward organ 
donation varied by faculty. Among students, 52.8% agreed that 
receiving an organ from a non-Muslim is religiously acceptable, 
while 76.1% were comfortable with donating their organs to a 
non-Muslim. This acceptance was highest among students from the 
Faculties of Medicine and Law, whereas Theology students showed 

more reservations (60.7%) (Table 4). Among academicians, 81.9% 
found it acceptable to receive organs from a non-Muslim and 76.1% 
were willing to donate to one. There was a statistically significant 
difference between faculties, with Theology faculty members 
expressing more cautious views (χ2=8.626; p<0.05) (Table 6). Most 
participants, both students and academicians, considered offering 
money or gifts to organ donors as inappropriate from both religious 
(above 70%) and medical (67%–75%) perspectives. However, 
legal acceptability varied across faculties and was less consistently 
agreed upon (Tables 4&6).

Intentions and Influences

Among students, 91.1% stated that they would accept an organ 
transplant if needed. Willingness to donate organs to close relatives 
(parents or siblings) was reported by 95.1% (Table 4). However, 
when asked about donating a relative’s organs after brain death, 
the rate dropped to 66.3%, with medical students showing the 
highest agreement at 83.1% (χ2=24.516; p<0.001). Knowledge 
distinguishing brain death from a vegetative state was held by 73% 
of students. Medical students had the highest accuracy (90.9%), 

http://dx.doi.org/10.33552/AUN.2025.05.000615


Annals of Urology & Nephrology                                                                                                                                             Volume 5-Issue 2

Citation: Mehtap Kavurmaci*, Mehtap Tan, Büşra Ceren Demirel Yildiz, Idris Yildiz, Aysenur Sariaslan, Ozgur Temiz, Ali Ihsan Pala, 
Zekai Halici, and Gurkan Ozturk. Evaluation of the Knowledge and Opinions of Academicians and Students of the Faculties of Medi-
cine, Nursing, Theology, and Law on Organ Donation: A Cross-Sectional Study in Turkey. Annals of Urology & Nephrology. 5(2): 2025. 
AUN.MS.ID.000615. DOI: 10.33552/AUN.2025.05.000615.

Page 12 of 17

while the lowest rate was found among Theology students (65.2%) 
(χ2=17.035; p<0.001). Notably, 46.1% of Theology students 
believed recovery from brain death was possible (χ2=41.396; 
p<0.001). Among academicians, 97.4% were willing to receive 
an organ if needed. While 98.1% were open to donating for close 
relatives, only 70.3% were willing to donate a relative’s organs 
after brain death (Table 6). This difference across faculties was 
statistically significant (χ2=6.518; p<0.05).

In terms of the influence of media (TV, films, social media, 

etc.), 50.2% of students believed it had a positive impact on public 
attitudes toward organ donation, while 46.5% of academicians 
agreed. Among the Theology faculty, 52.9% of academicians 
perceived no impact, indicating a notable divergence (χ2=18.925; 
p<0.001). In both groups, there was a strong preference for 
multidisciplinary education regarding organ donation, with 
support for joint education initiatives from health, law, and religious 
professionals. This view was supported by over 72% of students 
and more than 80% of academicians (Tables 4&6).

Table 6: Comparison of Academicians’ Views on the Medical, Religious, and Legal Aspects of Organ Transplantation by Faculty.

Survey Questions on Organ Donation 
and Transplantation

Faculty of Medicine Faculty of Nursing Faculty of Theology Faculty of Law
X2

n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)

“Do you think organ transplantation from a living donor is medically appropriate?”

Yes
54

98,2%

46

97,9%

13

76,5%

31

86,1%
13,566*

No
1

1,8%

1

2,1%

4

23,5%

5

13,9%

“Do you think organ transplantation from a living donor is religiously appropriate?”

Yes
53

96,4%

45

95,7%

12

70,6%

32

88,9%
12,787*

No
2

3,6%

2

4,3%

5

29,4%

4

11,1%

“Do you think organ transplantation from a living donor is legally appropriate?”

Yes
54

98,2%

45

95,7%

13

76,5%

34

94,4%
11,574*

No
1

1,8%

2

4,3%

4

23,5%

2

5,6%

“Do you think organ transplantation from a cadaveric donor is medically appropriate?”

Yes
53

96,4%

45

95,7%

16

94,1%

33

91,7%
1,098

No
2

3,6%

2

4,3%

1

5,9%

3

8,3%

“Do you think organ transplantation from a cadaveric donor is religiously appropriate?”

Yes
48

87,3%

42

89,4%

14

82,4%

33

91,7%
1,090

No
7

12,7%

5

10,6%

3

17,6%

3

8,3%

“Do you think organ transplantation from a cadaveric donor is legally appropriate?”

Yes
49

89,1%

43

91,5%

14

82,4%

33

91,7%
1,326

No
6

10,9%

4

8,5%

3

17,6%

3

8,3%

“Do you think the medical aspect of organ donation and transplantation has been sufficiently researched?”
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Yes
17

30,9%

32

68,1%

6

35,3%

12

33,3%

24,114**No
12

21,8%

1

2,1%

1

5,9%

3

8,3%

Partially
26

47,3%

14

29,8%

10

58,8%

21

58,3%

“Do you think the religious aspect of organ donation and transplantation has been sufficiently researched?”

Yes
9

16,4%

27

57,4%

3

17,6%

8

22,2%

24,233**No
13

23,6%

6

12,8%

5

29,4%

9

25,0%

Partially
33

60,0%

14

29,8%

9

52,9%

19

52,8%

“Do you think the ethical and legal aspects of organ donation and transplantation have been sufficiently researched?”

Yes
14

25,5%

32

68,1%

3

17,6%

11

30,6%

25,599**No
11

20,0%

4

8,5%

3

17,6%

6

16,7%

Partially
30

54,5%

11

23,4%

11

64,7%

19

52,8%

“Do you think it is religiously appropriate to receive an organ from a non-Muslim?”

Yes
36

65,5%

35

74,5%

11

64,7%

27

75,0%

8,356No
1

1,8%

5

10,6%

1

5,9%

1

2,8%

Don’t know
18

32,7%

7

14,9%

5

29,4%

8

22,2%

“Would you find it appropriate for your donated organ to be transplanted into a non-Muslim?”

Yes
46

83,6%

41

87,2%

10

58,8%

32

88,9%
8,626*

No
9

16,4%

6

12,8%

7

41,2%

4

11,1%

“Do you think giving money or gifts to organ donors is religiously appropriate?”

Yes
16

29,1%

14

29,8%

5

29,4%

13

36,1%
0,586

No
39

70,9%

33

70,2%

12

70,6%

23

63,9%

“Do you think giving money or gifts to organ donors is medically appropriate?”

Yes
12

21,8%

7

14,9%

7

41,2%

13

36,1%
7,566

No
43

78,2%

40

85,1%

10

58,8%

23

63,9%

“Do you think giving money or gifts to organ donors is legally appropriate?”
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Yes
13

23,6%

7

14,9%

6

35,3%

11

30,6%
4,192

No
42

76,4%

40

85,1%

11

64,7%

25

69,4%

“Would you accept living with a transplanted organ from someone else if necessary?”

Yes
52

94,5%

46

97,9%

16

94,1%

35

97,2%
1,055

No
3

5,5%

1

2,1%

1

5,9%

1

2,8%

“Would you donate an organ for a close relative (parent, sibling) if necessary?”

Yes
54

98,2%

46

97,9%

16

94,1%

35

97,2%
0,908

No
1

1,8%

1

2,1%

1

5,9%

1

2,8%

“Would you donate the organs of a relative who experienced brain death, if you had the authority?”

Yes
43

78,2%

39

83,0%

9

52,9%

26

72,2%
6,518

No
12

21,8%

8

17,0%

8

47,1%

10

27,8%

“Are the concepts of brain death and vegetative state the same?”

Yes
12

21,8%

15

31,9%

7

41,2%

11

30,6%
2,836

No
43

78,2%

32

68,1%

10

58,8%

25

69,4%

“Is there a chance for someone with brain death to return to life?”

Yes
6

10,9%

3

6,4%

5

29,4%

8

22,2%
7,979*

No
49

89,1%

44

93,6%

12

70,6%

28

77,8%

“How do you think media platforms (TV, series, cinema, internet, social media) affect public views on organ donation?”

I think it has a positive effect
25

45,5%

33

70,2%

7

41,2%

17

47,2%

18,925*I think it has a negative effect
14

25,5%

1

2,1%

1

5,9%

4

11,1%

I think it has no effect
16

29,1%

13

27,7%

9

52,9%

15

41,7%

“In your opinion, who should be responsible for informing the public about organ donation?”

Doctor
8

14,5%

0

0,0%

0

0,0%

6

16,7%

20,940*

Religious officials
2

3,6%

1

2,1%

1

5,9%

2

5,6%

Healthcare personnel
2

3,6%

8

17,0%

0

0,0%

1

2,8%

Religious, healthcare, and legal professio-
nals should provide joint education.

43

78,2%

38

80,9%

16

94,1%

27

75,0%

*p<.05, **p<.001, X2 = Chi-Square Analysis
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Discussion

The Gap Between Knowledge and Behavior

One of the central findings of this study is the pronounced 
gap between participants’ self-reported knowledge about organ 
donation and their actual donation behaviors. For instance, 
although 87% of medical students claimed to know how the organ 
donation process works, only 11.7% reported having filled out an 
official donation form. This discrepancy aligns with prior literature 
highlighting the disconnect between awareness and action in the 
context of organ donation [11,12]. These results underscore the 
need for behaviorally informed educational interventions that 
bridge this knowledge-behavior gap, rather than relying solely on 
informational campaigns.

Conceptual Misconceptions and Clinical Definitions

Despite high levels of perceived understanding, a significant 
number of both students (22.1%) and academic staff (52.2%) 
believed that recovery from brain death is possible. This 
misconception indicates that even participants who consider 
themselves well-informed may lack fundamental knowledge 
about key medical definitions. As emphasized by Skowronski et 
al., such conceptual confusion may erode public trust in organ 
donation systems, highlighting the critical need for clearer clinical 
communication and education regarding death and donation 
criteria [13].

Religious Perceptions and Inter-Faculty Variations

The study also revealed distinct variations between faculties, 
particularly regarding religious interpretation. Theology students 
not only demonstrated the highest rate of confusion about brain 
death (34.8%) but also had the lowest rate of formal donation 
registration (4.5%). These findings support those of Bulut [14] and 
Aykaş et al. [15], who noted that religious ambiguity can act as a 
barrier to donation. As such, targeted educational interventions that 
provide clear, theologically sound, and evidence-based information 
are especially needed for faculties of theology and law.

Sociocultural and Ethical Barriers

Across both participant groups, the most frequently cited 
reason for reluctance to donate was a desire to preserve bodily 
integrity post-mortem. This concern illustrates the deep-rooted 
sociocultural and spiritual significance attributed to the physical 
body, particularly after death [16]. These findings suggest that 
educational initiatives must go beyond cognitive instruction and 
incorporate value-based discussions that respectfully address 
emotional, cultural, and spiritual sensitivities.

Educational and Informational Approaches

A large proportion of participants expressed dissatisfaction 
with educational efforts led solely by healthcare professionals and 
instead advocated for interdisciplinary approaches that include 
religious leaders, legal experts, and medical staff. This aligns 
with findings by Bas-Sarmiento et al. [7], who demonstrated that 
multidisciplinary education significantly enhances comprehension 
and positively shapes attitudes toward organ donation. Integrating 

such models into university curricula may foster more holistic 
understanding and ethical reflection.

Analysis of Behavioral Intentions and Tendencies

Although over 95% of participants stated they would accept an 
organ transplant if needed, only 66.3% of students and 29.7% of 
academic staff expressed willingness to authorize the donation of 
a deceased relative’s organs. This suggests that while individuals 
may be altruistic regarding themselves, they become significantly 
more cautious when making decisions for others—a finding 
echoed in recent international studies. Liu et al. (2021) observed 
a similar disparity: 68.1% of individuals consented to donate their 
own organs, but only 51.8% would donate a family member’s [17]. 
This discrepancy is often attributed to “surrogate decision-making 
heuristics” and overconfidence—decision-makers feel sure they 
know what their relatives want, even without prior discussion. 
Recent literature highlights the role of cultural and relational 
autonomy—that is, how social norms and family dynamics influence 
end-of-life decisions. Alolod et al. [18] showed that individuals 
switch from individual autonomy to a relational autonomy 
framework when deciding for family members, emphasizing familial 
harmony over personal preference. This reflects the emotional and 
ethical complexity behind surrogate consent.

Moreover, frontline medical research [19] points out that 
family refusal remains a major obstacle in organ procurement; 
their findings suggest that intensive care families desire accurate 
and timely information but remain hesitant in decision-making. 
Together, these data indicate that educational initiatives not 
only need to provide factual knowledge but also address family 
dynamics, surrogate decision-making confidence, and culturally 
mediated hesitations. Future content should especially focus on 
encouraging family–relative discussions to reduce ambiguity and 
improve consent rates.

Conclusion

This study highlights critical insights into the knowledge, 
perceptions, and behavioral tendencies regarding organ donation 
among academicians and final-year students from four key 
faculties. Despite widespread awareness and generally positive 
attitudes, a clear disconnect remains between knowledge and 
actual donor registration, particularly among those expected to 
lead societal change such as medical and nursing professionals. 
The findings underscore the need for faculty-specific, culturally 
sensitive educational interventions that move beyond information 
delivery to address cognitive misconceptions, ethical hesitations, 
and religious uncertainties. The data further suggest that 
integrating interdisciplinary collaboration—particularly involving 
healthcare providers, legal experts, and religious authorities—can 
enhance trust and clarity in organ donation processes. By revealing 
discipline-based gaps and shared challenges, this study provides 
a foundation for the development of structured curricula and 
public health strategies that can promote informed, value-aligned 
decision-making. In doing so, it contributes to the broader national 
and international efforts to bridge the gap between organ donation 
awareness and action.
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Limitations of the Study

While this study offers valuable insights into the knowledge 
and attitudes toward organ donation among academicians and 
students from diverse disciplines, several limitations should be 
acknowledged. First, the study was conducted at a single university, 
which may limit generalizability; however, the inclusion of four 
distinct faculties—medicine, nursing, theology, and law—adds 
richness and interdisciplinary depth to the findings. Second, 
although chi-square tests were applied to assess group differences, 
the cross-sectional design does not allow for causal inferences. 
Nonetheless, the use of stratified sampling and a reasonably large 
sample size enhances internal validity and representativeness. 
Third, the data collection tool was researcher-developed rather 
than based on a previously validated instrument. However, it was 
rigorously reviewed by experts from relevant fields to ensure 
content validity and alignment with current academic discourse. 
Future studies may benefit from multi-center designs, validated 
instruments, and longitudinal approaches to assess behavioral 
changes following educational interventions. Despite its limitations, 
this study provides meaningful baseline data that can inform future 
educational strategies and policy development.

Authors’ Contribution

Conceptualization: Mehtap Kavurmaci (MK), Büşra Ceren 
Demirel Yildiz (BCDY), Mehtap Tan (MT)

Data curation: Büşra Ceren Demirel Yildiz (BCDY), İdris Yildiz 
(İY)

Formal analysis: Mehtap Kavurmaci (MK), İdris Yildiz (İY)

Funding acquisition: Mehtap Kavurmaci (MK)

Investigation: Mehtap Kavurmaci (MK), Büşra Ceren Demirel 
Yildiz (BCDY), Aysenur Sariaslan (AS)

Methodology: Mehtap Kavurmaci (MK), Mehtap Tan (MT)

Project administration: Mehtap Kavurmaci (MK)

Resources: Büşra Ceren Demirel Yildiz (BCDY), Aysenur 
Sariaslan (AS), Ali Ihsan Pala (AIP)

Software: Büşra Ceren Demirel Yildiz (BCDY), İdris Yildiz (İY)

Supervision: Mehtap Kavurmaci (MK), Zekai Halici (ZH)

Validation: Mehtap Kavurmaci (MK), Gurkan Ozturk (GO)

Visualization: Mehtap Kavurmaci (MK), Büşra Ceren Demirel 
Yildiz (BCDY)

Writing – original draft: Mehtap Kavurmaci (MK), Büşra Ceren 
Demirel Yildiz (BCDY), İdris Yildiz (İY)

Writing – review & editing: Mehtap Kavurmaci (MK), Mehtap 
Tan (MT), Gurkan Ozturk (GO), Ali Ihsan Pala (AIP), Ozgur Temiz 
(OT), Zekai Halici (ZH), Büşra Ceren Demirel Yildiz (BCDY)

Ethical Considerations

All ethical issues (including plagiarism, data fabrication, and 

double publication) have been completely observed by the authors. 
The study was approved by the Ethics Committee of Atatürk 
University.

Declaration of Interests

The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest regarding 
this manuscript.

Funding

This study was supported by Atatürk University Scientific 
Research Projects Coordination Unit (BAP) under Project No: TCD-
2021-9370.

References
1.	 Yussim A, Mor E (2023) Organ transplant history in israel. Harefuah 

162(9): 575-580.

2.	 IRODaT (2024) International Registry in Organ Donation and 
Transplantation.

3.	 Manninen DL, Evans RW (1985) Public attitudes and behavior regarding 
organ donation. Jama 253(21): 3111-3115.

4.	 Akbulut S, Demyati K, Toman I, Gaygili Z, Kaya S, et al. (2022) Medical 
students’ knowledge, attitudes and awareness toward organ donation. 
Transpl Immunol 73: 101634.

5.	 Sağiroğlu M, Günay O, Balci E (2015) Attitudes of Turkish Medical and 
Law Students towards the Organ Donation. Int J Organ Transplant Med 
6(1): 1-7.

6.	 Saleh EEN, Tan JW, Lim HB, Annamalai O, Sim Chii M, et al. (2024) 
Attitudes and Intention to Donate Organs among the Public, Health 
Sciences Students and Health Personnel: A Scoping Review with a 
Systematic Review of Malaysian Studies. Malays J Med Sci 31(1): 181-
199.

7.	 Bas-Sarmiento P, Coronil-Espinosa S, Poza-Méndez M, Fernández-
Gutiérrez M (2023) Intervention programme to improve knowledge, 
attitudes, and behaviour of nursing students towards organ donation 
and transplantation: A randomised controlled trial. Nurse Educ Pract 
68: 103596.

8.	 Oktem H, Pelin C, Kurkcuoglu A, Yildirim RV, Yazici Guvercin AC (2020) 
Attitudes of Turkish university employees and their relatives towards 
whole body and organ donation. Ann Anat 229: 151426.

9.	 Araujo CAS, Siqueira MM, Pires A (2022) Brazilian Health Care 
Professionals Attitudes and Knowledge Regarding Organ Donation and 
Transplantation: A Systematic Review. Transplant Proc 54(8): 2069-
2074.

10.	Silva ESV, Silva AR, Rochon A, Lotherington K, Hornby L, et al. (2024) 
Organ donation following medical assistance in dying, Part I: a scoping 
review of legal and ethical aspects. JBI Evid Synth 22(2): 157-194.

11.	Kocaay AF, Celik SU, Eker T, Oksuz NE, Akyol C, et al. (2015) Brain Death 
and Organ Donation: Knowledge, Awareness, and Attitudes of Medical, 
Law, Divinity, Nursing, and Communication Students. Transplant Proc 
47(5): 1244-1248.

12.	Tsubaki M, Tougo S, Kobayashi M, Arakawa S, Yoshida K (2020) Narrative 
review on attitudes toward organ donation of undergraduate nurse 
students. Jpn J Nurs Sci 17(1): e12291.

13.	Skowronski G, Ramnani A, Walton-Sonda D, Forlini C, O’Leary MJ, et al. 
(2021) A scoping review of the perceptions of death in the context of 
organ donation and transplantation. BMC Med Ethics 22(1): 167.

14.	Bulut A (2019) Knowledge, Attitudes, and Behavıors of Theology Faculty 
Students Concerning Organ Donation. Kocaeli Medical Journal 8(1): 
202-209.

http://dx.doi.org/10.33552/AUN.2025.05.000615
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/37965853/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/37965853/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/3999296/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/3999296/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35623595/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35623595/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35623595/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25737771/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25737771/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25737771/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/38456104/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/38456104/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/38456104/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/38456104/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/38456104/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36889166/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36889166/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36889166/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36889166/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36889166/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31676348/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31676348/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31676348/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36116947/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36116947/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36116947/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36116947/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/37477350/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/37477350/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/37477350/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26093691/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26093691/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26093691/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26093691/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31454162/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31454162/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31454162/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34922506/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34922506/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34922506/
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/332578722
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/332578722
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/332578722


Citation: Mehtap Kavurmaci*, Mehtap Tan, Büşra Ceren Demirel Yildiz, Idris Yildiz, Aysenur Sariaslan, Ozgur Temiz, Ali Ihsan Pala, 
Zekai Halici, and Gurkan Ozturk. Evaluation of the Knowledge and Opinions of Academicians and Students of the Faculties of Medi-
cine, Nursing, Theology, and Law on Organ Donation: A Cross-Sectional Study in Turkey. Annals of Urology & Nephrology. 5(2): 2025. 
AUN.MS.ID.000615. DOI: 10.33552/AUN.2025.05.000615.

Annals of Urology & Nephrology                                                                                                                                             Volume 5-Issue 2

Page 17 of 17

15.	Aykas A, Uslu A, Doğan SM (2015) Intellectuality and attitudes of clergy 
about organ donation in Turkey: metasynthesis of observational studies. 
Transplant Proc 47(4): 1066-1069.

16.	Soylar P, Ulaş Kadioğlu BU (2018) Theology and Nursing Students 
Knowledge of Organ Donation and Transplantation. Transplant Proc 
50(10): 2961-2965.

17.	Liu CW, Chen LN, Anwar A, Lu Zhao B, Lai CKY, et al. (2021) Comparing 
organ donation decisions for next-of-kin versus the self: results of a 
national survey. BMJ Open 11(11): e051273.

18.	Alolod GP, Litsas DC, Siminoff LA (2025) Reconsidering autonomy: Asian 
Americans use of relational autonomy in organ donation decisions. BMC 
Medical Ethics 26(1): 41.

19.	Michetti CP, Newcomb A, Thota V, Liu C (2018) Organ donation 
education in the ICU setting: a qualitative and quantitative analysis of 
family preferences. J Crit Care 48: 135-139.

http://dx.doi.org/10.33552/AUN.2025.05.000615
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26036521/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26036521/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26036521/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30577155/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30577155/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30577155/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34785552/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34785552/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34785552/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/40176016/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/40176016/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/40176016/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30193171/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30193171/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30193171/

